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From: michael.j.cole@dot.gov on behalf of FRAPA@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: FRAPA@dot.gov
Subject: FW: Florida All Aboard passenger service proposal
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2014 10:44:22 AM


 
 
Michael Cole
Public Affairs Specialist
Office of Communications and Legislative Affairs
Federal Railroad Administration
Tel (Direct):   202-493-1306
Cell:             202-450-7599
Fax:             202-493-6068
michael.j.cole@dot.gov 
 
Rail – Moving America Forward
The Federal Railroad Administration’s mission is to enable the safe, reliable, and efficient movement of people and goods for
 a strong America, now and in the future.
 
Follow FRA on Facebook and Twitter
 


From: Robinson, Nathan (FTA) 
Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2014 4:15 PM
To: Public Affairs (FRA)
Subject: FW: Florida All Aboard passenger service proposal
 


Nathan J. Robinson
Federal Transit Administration - USDOT
(202) 366-0842


-----Original Message-----
From: Dick Tuschick [dick@rhumblineyachtsales.com]
Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2014 01:58 PM Eastern Standard Time
To: Robinson, Nathan (FTA)
Cc: Lana Stewart
Subject: Florida All Aboard passenger service proposal


Dear Mr. Robinson,
 I writing this letter as representative of the canal community of Seagate Harbor in Palm City
 FL which lies to the west of the St. Lucie river opening bridges. The community consists of
 187 waterfront homes, most of which have large vessels that require opening both the
 Roosevelt bridge AND the railroad that lies 200’ to the east.
 Our homeowners have selected this location to live specifically because of the relative safe
 and easy access to the ICW and the Atlantic Ocean, just a few miles away. In addition we
 selected this location because of easy access to downtown Stuart, easy access to the Martin
 Memorial county hospital and last but not least the “small town” quiet feel to the area.
Last week I attended the DEIS meeting in Stuart that was put on by the All Aboard Florida
 organization and the FRA.
My interest was specifically to learn:


1.              How the proposed railroad traffic would affect navigation thru the area where the
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 railroad bridge is located.


2.              What safety measures were being proposed for the numerous road crossings
 involved .


3.              Assess the business model used to support the AAF business.


4.              What the ultimate objective of FECR is in this project.


5.              What other impacts to the community might be.


NAVIGATION Considerations
I spent a considerable amount of time on the section of the meeting/presentation that dealt
 with the navigation impact of the proposed rail service. This section, like all the other sections
 presented was very professional, impressive and definitely supported the story that the train
 company wants to promote…..not necessarily the real story….
There was a very visually sophisticated computer model of the marine traffic presented that
 was obviously a copy of a standard auto traffic simulation and unfortunately did not represent
 the real workings of our waterway at all. The simulation was grossly inaccurate and
 misleading for the following reasons:


     The simulation failed to reflect the different size and maneuverability of the boats involved.


     The simulation reflected the waiting boats to be “stacked” like waiting cars within one foot of
 the leading boat.


     The simulation did not reflect that the two opening bridges must work in tandem.  The
 Roosevelt bridge, which opens on demand, cannot open when the railroad bridge red light is
 on. Once the railroad bridge control light turns green, then and only then can the bridge start
 it’s opening. The time for opening and closing the Roosevelt bridge was not reflected in the
 simulation.


     The simulation did not reflect the affect of the current running thru this area, during peak
 periods at a speed of 3 to 4 knots. (thus making holding in place very difficult)


     The simulation did not reflect the “slow speed” zone in effect in the area.


     The simulation did not reflect the actual volume of boat traffic that transits the area as verified
 by recent video camera recordings.


Based on the above, the research and the simulation done by the consulting firm contracted for
 by the Railroad company is virtually worthless and serves only to hide a very dangerous
 navigation situation.
 


If the St. Lucie river railroad bridge is allowed to close as often as proposed by the railroad
 company, navigation will be so severely restricted that it represents an unfair and needless
 hazard to all the boaters navigating this area. I believe that closer and more realistic
 analysis will indicate that traffic will be stopped for 50 out of 60 minutes during normal
 boat traffic hours.
In addition to just the significant delays caused by the bridge closings, given the large
 volume of boat traffic thru this area there will be accidents and unfortunately injuries and
 eventually fatalities.







There are thousands of boats owners and  marine businesses that count on reasonable
 unrestricted navigation thru this waterway. This waterway is the “lifeblood” of this
 community.
As a US citizen and Florida boat owner I believe we have a right to maintain reasonably
 unrestricted access to this waterway.
It should not be possible that one company or special interest to be able to, in effect, shut
 down navigation thru such a high traffic waterway and cause the kind of disruption that
 will ensue.
 Safety Considerations
On the subject of SAFETY as it relates to the communities through which this proposed
 train traffic will pass, I was appalled at the total disregard to common sense. The notion
 that you can just drop in a 21st century high speed train system into a HEAVILY
 populated  area where the original rail route was implemented over 100 years ago with
 hundreds of road crossings and have no negative ramifications is extremely short sighted,
 If not totally self serving.
In other countries, France as an example, where a viable high speed train system exists,
 great caution is paid to safe interaction with the existing environment. As an example, in
 the entire country there is not one road/railroad crossing where cars must wait for the
 trains to pass. All road crossing are either raised over the tracks or tunneled under the rail
 bed.  In addition, all railways are completely fenced in to prevent animals or pedestrians
 from accessing the tracks. The AAF proposed “upgrades “ to the hundreds of road
 crossings that will be involved are at best a 10% solution and leaves the population at
 enormous safety risk. Given the projected high volume and speed of the trains there will
 be accidents AND fatalities, it is just a matter of when and how many.  Multiply the
 number of crossings and the number of proposed trains….the resulting number is most
 alarming !!
Assessing the AAF Business model
Hear again common sense and sound business analysis seemed to be lacking. The
 proposed traffic volumes cannot be supported by any reasonable analysis or actual data
 from other similar operations and it is highly questionable if the projected cost figures
 (not shared with the public in detail) are even in the right ball park. I definitely do not
 have access to all the detail data, but based on what has been shared it leads me to believe
 that the actual profitability of the AAF is not a concern if even a real objective of the
 business.
Since there will be Private Activity Bonds involved (ultimately taxpayer backed)
I would suggest that there is a very high risk of default on these bonds and in no
 instance should these be approved.
Ultimate objective of the FECR
I must acknowledge that the following analysis and comments are based on less than 100%
 of the data and information I would like to have available but it does look like:


     The way AAF is proposed there is no real concern or motivation for profit.


     Without profit the AAF will not survive (unless government subsidies are granted)


     The FECR rail beds need upgrading to support expansion of their freight business.


     The freight business is quite profitable and will be more profitable if freight traffic can be
 increased. (see #6)


     As part of the AAF proposal the FECR will get the rail bed upgrades they need to expand







 freight traffic.


     There is a government backed plan in process to upgrade the port facilities in Miami to
 accept/process a larger amount of freight coming from the new Panama Canal.


     If AAF were to go bankrupt FECR would “inherit” the upgraded rail bed system at virtually
 no cost.


     If AAF does eventually get government subsidies it will still be a “no cost” way for FECR to
 get upgraded rail beds. 


In summary, as a very experienced business manager, this looks to me like a great
 strategy for FECR to grown their freight business at little or no cost to them. All the
 costs are paid for by the residents of Florida or the taxpayers of the entire country.
Other impacts on the Florida communities affected
As you dig into the details of the AAF proposal you realize that every community along
 the FEC rail bed will incur major impacts to access and traffic all along the proposed
 corridor. In our town alone there are 9 road crossings, some of them with extremely high
 levels of car traffic. I suspect that if detail traffic studies are done on these individual
 crossings it will be found that traffic will back up onto Rt1 and cause major traffic
 congestion problems in several instances.
Access to several key destinations will be significantly impaired. As an example, access to
 The Martin County hospital and to the Downtown Stuart area, which are key to the lives
 of thousands, will be affected.
Summary
It is a very rare occasion that I have witnessed a proposed project that will benefit so few
 and harm so many as the proposed AAF venture. If this proposal is allowed to continue it
 will be the most blatant example of a large well funded corporation “manipulating the
 system” to benefit their corporate objectives with the cost being carried by thousands of
 citizens and taxpayers.
More importantly….as a result of the AAF proposal people will be hurt and killed in
 accidents along these rail beds that should not be allowed to happen.
I am a strong PROPONANT of a high speed rail service in our country and would love to
 see one available in Florida but ONLY if it is implemented so that it benefits the
 population that it is there to serve not harm them. If our objective is to have a truly viable
 high speed service then we should seek an implementation that does not negatively affect
 tens of thousands of people. It can be done, but it may not serve the profit motives of the
 FECR.
Thank you for your time and efforts on our behalf.
 
Most sincerely,
Richard D. Tuschick
Waterways Committee Chairman
Seagate Harbor Homeowners Association
1751 SW Commodore Place
Palm City, FL 34990


Dick Tuschick
dick@rhumblineyachtsales.com
Cell: 772-486-2250
Dick Tuschick
dick@rhumblineyachtsales.com
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Cell: 772-486-2250


 
 








From: Mike Berger
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:02:44 PM


Dear Sir,
I urge you to reject AAF's proposed route through South Florida.  The stated route on the
 existing FEC tracks will destroy the small towns along the way.  Any of the three other routes
 under consideration would be better for the people of Florida, reduce impacts on the
 environment, reduce rail crossings and stop the inevitable property declines that will come
 from increased rail traffic.


Mike Berger
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From: Michele Shepkosky
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 5:27:13 PM


I'm in favor of all aboard but think we need a stop on the treasure coast ft pierce would be a perfect place for a stop.
 If we are going to be inconvenienced by the many trains coming through our area we should at leased have the
 rewards


Sent from my iPad
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From: Jacqueline Ross
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard
Date: Monday, October 20, 2014 12:28:28 PM


I consider this entire project a poorly conceived notion.  It is dangerous to have a speeding train so near populated
 areas.  Move it to the turnpike or 95. 


Really it should be a monorail so that it could also be an attraction.


No railroads in the u.s are self supporting.  I also think this high speed railway is a way to also introduce more
 freight trains from the expanded port of Miami. 


Please do the right thing and do not let this Trojan horse into our communities.


We also do not want to subsidize private industry.   We have had experiences like this in the past. Let's refuse to be
 a party to this for innumerable reasons. 


Thanks for doing the right thing and protecting our communities.


Jacqueline Ross
2800 NA1A. Unit 205
Fort Pierce florida 34949
772 489 3767
516 241 3391
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From: Ann Powell
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:11:43 PM


Please reroute All Aboard Florida so that it doesn't divide Stuart, FL into pieces.  
The train already goes through town enough times a day and night.  Sending a high 
speed train through the middle of a beautiful bustling town is just wrong and 
damaging to Florida.  If a high speed train is needed figure out a way to put it near 
the expressway or mid-state.  


Please listen to the people.


Ann Powell
4300 SE. St. Lucie Blvd.
Stuart, FL  34997
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Florida All Aboard
Date: Monday, November 17, 2014 3:57:24 PM


 


From: AlaSch200@aol.com [mailto:AlaSch200@aol.com] 
Sent: Monday, November 17, 2014 3:55 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: Florida All Aboard
 
John Winkle,DOT,Administrator,
              Just about everything concerning FAA seems suspect.
               They are planning to have 32 high speed passenger trains,running from
 Miami to Orlando,24/7 through the streets of our highly populated coastal
 communities,& have requested a $1.6 billion dollar loan from the Federal Railroad
 Admin. in order to do so.
              Most probably this passenger service will be a failure,since none of these rail
 services have ever been successful.
              In fact a few years ago,our governor, Scott, rejected a $2.5 billion dollar
 grant  from the Federal Government,for a similar rail service,claiming that Florida
 Taxpayers would end up having to pay for it.He was most probably correct
              In addition we already have  passenger service from Miami to 
 Orlando,called AM track,so it is doubt full that FAA would be able to have 3 million
 passengers,annually,as they claim.
             That amounts to 8,219 passengers daily, who would be willing to pay $100
 each to travel from Miami to Orlando,& this seems rather absurd
              Apparently, their real agenda,is just to be able to obtain the $1.6 billion dollar
 FRA loan to finance their $2.5 billion dollar operation,for hauling freight,& real estate
 development along their 3 track system.
              FAA claims to be a privately financed company,which is very much untrue
 ,since they have obtained $10,million dollars from the State,as well as a portion of
 the $206 million allocated by the State for construction of their Orlando station,&
 construction of the airport.
            They have also applied to the Federal Transit Admin.for an $ 800 million dollar
 loan & expect the counties to contribute $100 million annually to help in running their
 railroad.
            FAA is basically a junk bond rated operation financed by a NY hedge fund,that
 has not been very successful,as they have lost money over the last 5 of their 6 years.
           This makes them a very risky venture & certainly not one worthy of a taxpayer
 loan of $1.6 billion or $800 million.
          Concerning the Environmental Impact study,there can be no objectivity,since
 FAA hired & paid  for this study that is filled with miss information's,& shame full
 exaggerations.
         It is unreasonable to believe that there will be an improvement in air quality as
 FAA claims, as there will be major traffic gridlock,along the 353 railroad crossings as
 cars & boats idle in place,waiting for the trains to pass.
        The so called public hearings is another FAA manipulated farce,that has been
 just a show & tell & sales presentation for FAA without any public discussion,or
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 opportunity for public interaction.
         It also reflects poorly on the FRA for jointly sponsoring these kinds of events
 with their representatives present & not allowing for public discussion,& appears that
 they are in collusion with FAA,or not properly,doing their job.
 
                                                                                               Alan Schlossberg
                                                                                               200 Macfarlane Drive
                                                                                               Delray beach,Fl.33483








From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Florida All Aboard
Date: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 7:37:25 AM


-----Original Message-----
From: Pennington, Rebecca (FRA)
Sent: Monday, November 24, 2014 7:09 AM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Cc: Hill, Corey (FRA); Mcnamara, Maryann (FRA)
Subject: FW: Florida All Aboard


Rebecca Pennington
FRA CFO
W36-312
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE
Washington DC  20590


Cell 202-440-2870


Rail -Moving America Forward
The mission of the Federal Railroad Administration is to enable the safe, reliable, and efficient movement of people
 and goods for a strong America, now and in the future.


Follow FRA on Facebook and Twitter


"Do what you can, with what you have, where you are."


- Theodore Roosevelt


-----Original Message-----
From: AlaSch200@aol.com [mailto:AlaSch200@aol.com]
Sent: Monday, November 24, 2014 12:05 AM
To: floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Cc: joymaz11@gmail.com; alex.rocha@mail.house.gov; alyona@artsgarage.org; ASantone@aol.com;
 b_sadasivam@hotmail.com; barbaramasry@hotmail.com; bchbum8@aol.com; beng2002@aol.com;
 beth.lerner@myfloridahouse.gov; bob@sparvero.com; BoodieC@gmail.com; brego3@comcast.net;
 btavel@optonline.net; cgilmond@gilmondinsurance.com; chuckh@stuartandshelby.com;
 colonna@mydelraybeach.com; csplotkin@yahoo.com; ctbonfield@aol.com; D2.Commissioner@brevardcounty.us;
 D3.Commissioner@brevardcounty.us; D4.Commissioner@brevardcounty.us;
 D5.Commissioner@brevardcounty.us; donzie22@optonline.net; ed.sears@comcast.com; felicett@bellsouth.net;
 felicia.goldstein@mail.house.gov; flabee@comcast.net; FRA.CFO@dot.gov; frankmccluskey11@gmail.com;
 global6@msn.com; goldbergcolumn@gmail.com; grassroots@fladems.com; hanleys@comcast.net;
 harold.rube@gmail.com; ibhaym@gmail.com; icur2b1@optonline.net; icur2b1@outlook.com;
 info@barackobama.com; info@mirabellavillas.com; info@rickscottforflorida.com; j_branso@bellsouth.net;
 jayrose96@aol.com; jcalica@optonline.net; jcraig5@live.com; jd@pineapplenews.com; jeffrobinson@prodigy.net;
 JessicaS@aplaceformom.com; jessieflannery@hotmail.com; jm1404@columbia.edu; Winkle, John (FRA);
 jojosez2@aol.com; kjmacnamee@yahoo.com; kristine@preservationfla.org; kylee@pineapplenewspaper.com;
 LarryGaisin@yahoo.com; laura@lauranorman.com; letters@pbpost.com; letters@sun-sentinel.com;
 lois.richman48@gmail.com; magicg@bellsouth.net; mbruckel@gmail.com; michaelblocker@mac.com;
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 mkatz71@gmail.com; morrison@mydelraybeach.com; mysamona@aol.com; NANAFAY@aol.com;
 norman@aandnmgmt.com; nutritioncottage@gmail.com; palcal1@msn.com; perlmanjeff@gmail.com;
 plattj@gmail.com; rbcolbert@aol.com; RBusker@BuskerNY.com; rita103c@sbcglobal.net;
 RJDELBCH@aol.com; rose.ross897@gmail.com; rosiebudg@comcast.net; rrose27@aol.com;
 runnormrun@aol.com; ryebelle5@aol.com; sandyandharold@msn.com; senatorbillnelson@capitolenews.com;
 sgarber@thirdlevel.com; sheilabruckel@gmail.com; sheris1029@aol.com; silverfox424@yahoo.com;
 ssherman@thenation.com; stephen.breg@morganstanley.com; steve.bayder@gmail.com; steve@berlinre.com;
 susangn@comcast.net; susans96@aol.com; te3593@aol.com; teddgatteau@gmail.com; tedherman@verizon.net;
 terradata@aol.com; truth4delray@gmail.com; wendi_levitt@hotmail.com; wstrilling@bellsouth.net;
 zaazuq@gmail.com
Subject: Fwd: Florida All Aboard


________________________________


        From: AlaSch200@aol.com
        To: glickstein@mydelraybeach.com, taylorj@bbfl.us
        CC: frankel@mydelraybeach.com, Jacquet@mydelraybeach.com, jarjura@mydelraybeach.com,
 Petrolia@mydelraybeach.com, casselloj@bbfl.us, merkerd@bbfl.us, mccrayn@bbfl.us, fitzpatrickm@bbfl.us
        Sent: 11/23/2014 11:41:37 P.M. Eastern Standard Time
        Subj: Florida All Aboard
       
        
       
                Delray & Boynton beach,wake up!!
                Don't be railroaded by FAA.!
                If FAA ever comes to pass,your administrations will live in infamy & you will be blamed for not even
 trying to protect your town,& your citizens as many others have attempted to do.
               It is shameful that the two towns with the most to loose remain silent concerning FAA.
               Such silence encourages those very same trains to run through your streets & devastate your towns,with 32
 passenger & 20 freight trains,some 2.5 miles long,& running 24/7.
              This will cause major traffic gridlock for cars & boats,that will result in billions lost in property
 values,taxes,& tourism & effect quality of life,along these costal towns
               In addition, those 2.5 mile long freight trains,will be transporting huge cargo containers,with dangerous &
 oftentimes toxic substances,that creates a serious security problem,as it passes by our highly populated costal
 communities.
              Emergency vehicles will be unable to properly function,as often seconds & minutes can make the
 difference between life & death for someone.
              The maritime industry projects losses in the billions of dollars & has not even been contacted by either 
 FAA or by  the Federal Railroad Administration,& objects to this plan,as does the US Coast Guard,who was also
 ignored,yet is responsible for insuring navigability of waterways.
             The more one examines this fiasco of a project the more absurd it becomes,riddled with out right lies &
 exagerations.
             FAA is a junk bond rated program financed by a NY hedge fund that has consistently lost money over the
 last 5 of 6 years,& is considered a very risky investment that hopefully the Feds will not invest taxpayer monies in.
            None of these passenger rail services ever shows a profit,& a few years ago when Gov.Scott turned down a
 $2.5 billion federal grant,he claimed that Florida Tax payers would end up having to pay for it,& he was correct
           FAA has numerous LLCs,& their main operation is real estate development,& hauling freight,& their attempt
 to obtain a passenger service,seems to be a ruse, in order to obtain the $1.6 billion, FRA loan,that will enable them
 to finance their 3 track, $2.5 billion dollar operation.
           They have also applied for a $800 million dollar loan from the Federal Transit Administration,& expect the
 counties to contribute $100 million annually,necessary to run their railroad,as well as ongoing & increasing
 maintenance fees from individual towns,along the 195 miles of track & 353 railroad crossings.
            It is to be noted that these loans are still active & under consideration, while FAA has been engaged in
 selling their junk bonds @ 12.5% interest.







            More recently, the Environmental impact study has come in to question since FAA hired & paid for the
 consultant,& many of their findings seem to be unreasonable & simply absurd.
            FAA claims that there will be an improvement in pollution & air quality as thousands of vehicles will be
 taken off the roads,& 3 million visitors annually will take the train to Orlando,all of which seems unreasonable.
          Apparently that was the number needed by FAA in order to claim financial viability,but that would mean that
 8,219 passengers daily would be willing to pay $100 each to get from Miami to Orlando,which does not seem
 reasonable.
          Especially since Am track,can travel the same route at much less the cost this projection is a gross
 exaggeration
           With cars & boats idling in place along the 353 rail crossings it is doubtful that pollution& air quality would
 be improved.
           Lastly, concerning the public hearings mandated by the FRA is coming to a close,& was another example of
 an absurd FAA,show & tell & sales presentation without allowing for any discussions or hearings.
            Hopefully,the objections to FAA will continue to grow more then the current 38,000 signed petitions & 40
 resolutions from costal towns,including FT. Lauderdale.
          It is time for Delray & Boynton Beach to voice their opinions now & join the many others who have done so .
         It is still not a done deal as yet,  but the time is soon to come.
          FAA needs to be derailed,& the public demands it.
        
                                                                              Alan Schlossberg
                                                                              200Macfarlane drive
                                                                              Delray beach,Fl.33483
        
        








From: Carla Kearns
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:12:08 PM


Please put a stop to AAF!!  There is no benefit to many of the communities that all the trains will travel through!! 


I live in Martin County and do NOT think AAF should come through our peaceful little town.  32 trains a day plus
 the other freight trains would be way too much!!  Not to mention what all those extra trains would do to
  the existing, aging  infrastructure.  I doubt the train bridge over the water could handle that many extra openings
 and closings per day for very long. 


We in Martin, St. Lucie and Indian River counties would get absolutely NO benefit from these trains.  Personally, I
 can't believe there are that many people per day that would want to go between Orlando and Miami!  When they
 can't fill the trains with people they will probably send additional freight trains instead - since they've already
 worked on the Port of Miami and the Panama Canal so they can handle more and bigger container ships.
  AAF won't let anyone look at the studies that supposedly back up the need for passenger trains.  I wonder why
 that is - what are they hiding???


These trains would interrupt the boating in the area, which is a major part of our economy.  They would also
 impede the passing of emergency vehicles to and from the hospitals. - another reason they shouldn't go through
 our downtown area. 


If there is no way to stop the passenger trains altogether, then at the very least, make them route the trains out
 west somewhere on existing tracks, the further the better!  They DO NOT need to run through our downtown
 areas! 


Thanks,
Carla 


Carla Kearns 
Kearns Agency of Florida, Inc. 
2334 NE Dixie Hwy.
Jensen Beach, FL  34957 
772-334-5822
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From: Rick Drewes
To: aaf_comments@vhb.com.
Subject: All aboard
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 9:08:30 AM


I am a long time resident of Jensen Beach. We have enough trains here! We all live here for quality of life in
 Florida!! As in many other states, added trains to quieter areas , where we all move to escape crowds, bring traffic
 of cars, people and drugs from the inner cities we avoid !!!!


Sent from my iPhone
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Florida All Aboard
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:21:05 AM


 
 


From: AlaSch200@aol.com [mailto:AlaSch200@aol.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 12:28 AM
To: AAF-comments@vhb.com
Cc: Winkle, John (FRA); floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: Florida All Aboard
 
John Winkle,DOT,Administrator,
 
          Most everyone is in favor of a viable passenger rail service,especially the
 federal government.
          However, FAA is an absurd example of such a program,with exaggerated &
 hypothetical benefits,& the certainty of massive traffic gridlock & boat disruptions &
 threats to residential health,security,& property & tax values,that will result in losses
 in the billions of dollars,for the many coastal communities.
        High speed rail through every city from Miami to Cocoa,along the FEC tracks,&
 Dixie H'way,is a highly populated area, with millions of coastal residents,& the worst
 place to conduct both a high speed passenger & freight service.
       There are 353 rail crossings along this corridor,that would be impacted,daily by
 32 passenger & 14 to 20 freight trains,24/7.
        FAA claims that it is primarily a passenger service for 32 high speed trains, when
 the reality also includes 14 to 20 freight trains,some being 2.5 miles long,that will also
 be increasing,& a real estate development corporation.
       In reality FAA is a junk bond rated operation financed by a N.Y.hedge fund,that
 makes this a very risky venture.
        Although they claim to be a privately financed operation they have received state
 monies of $10 million dollars,for quiet zones & a portion of the $206 million for
 construction of their Orlando station,& the airport.
        In addition, in order to finance their $2.6 billion operation they have applied for
 federal funding of $ 1.6 billion from the Federal railroad admin.& another $ 800
 million from the Federal Transit Admin & are requesting $100 million annually, from
 the counties involved,as well as annual maintenance fees from all the coastal towns
 along the FEC tracks.
      It is to be noted that these annual fees are expected to double & triple as the
 economies in these coastal towns continues to decrease.
     Though described as a loan  the financing of FAA would be an enormous gift from
 US taxpayers.
      A RRIF loan would be at current interest rates from the federal government at a
 rate of 3.2%, instead of 12% or 20%,& a 25 year loan of $I.8 billion would cost FAA
 $105 million annually,just for debt service ,with a proposed fare of $100 for each
 passenger.
     FAA claims that 3 million passengers per year would use their rail service,& that is
 the number needed to be able to claim financial viability.
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      However it is very doubt full if this can be achieved ,since that requires 8,219
 passengers daily, willing to pay $100 dollars each, to travel from Miami to Orlando
 ,especially since Am Track travels this same route along the west tracks at much
 less of a cost.
       In fact a few short years ago our governor, Rick Scott, rejected a $2.6
 billion, federal grant for passenger rail service,& stated that it would end up costing
 Florida taxpayers ,the money to run it.& he was most probably correct.
       It is to be noted that none of the passenger rail services have been profitable &
 have had to depend on federal or state financing to operate.
       Concerning the so called ,objective, environmental impact study, concluding
 that   traffic & air quality would be improved as thousands of vehicles would be
 removed from our roads,just does not make much sense & is unbelievable,since the
 study was hired & paid for by FAA.
       Especially,since cars,boats & emergency vehicles will be idling in place while
 they wait for the 32 passenger & 20 freight trains to pass through the 353 railroad
 crossings,24/7,it is most doubtful that either traffic or air quality will be improved.
 
                                                                                            Alan Schlossberg
                                                                                            200Macfarlane drive
                                                                                            Delray beach,Fl 33483
                                                                                           








From: Jeffrey Maasch
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 9:25:55 AM


I dont think taxpayers should foot the 1.6 billion dollar bill for this debacle. Evenif successful,
 it in NO way benefits those of us on the Treasure Coast.
Jeffrey C Maasch
Fort Pierce
Sent from my ASUS MeMO Pad
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From: Larry Coviello
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard
Date: Monday, November 3, 2014 3:52:47 PM


Please let it be known that we are Jupiter Tequesta residents since 1989 and feel that the all
 aboard project will be a disaster
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Florida All Aboard
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 12:06:29 PM


 
 


From: AlaSch200@aol.com [mailto:AlaSch200@aol.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 11:38 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: Florida All Aboard
 
John Winkle,DOT.Administrator,
      
                I recently attended the west palm beach environmental impact, public
 hearing sponsored by the FRA & Florida All Aboard,& was terrible disappointed that
 it was a show & tell,& sales pitch for Florida All Aboard.
               The room was filled with all their sales  material on placards & there was no
 opportunity for discussion,or to testify about the study.
              A lot of people were very angered by this restricted  forum,& it appears as
 though FRA is in collusion with Florida All Aboard.
             In fact, the FRA representative at the forum also reiterated that there would
 be no opportunity for discussion.
            This entire fiasco is a waste of time & reflects poorly on your
 administration,especially since this can never be considered an objective study as
 you have allowed Florida All Aboard,to hire & pay for the study.
                                                                                                   Alan Schlossberg
                                                                                                   200Macfarlane Drive
                                                                                                   Delray beachFl33483
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From: Patty Sherrard
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 2:02:21 PM


I am writing to express my discontent with the present plan to have the rail run along the east
 coast of FL.  This will take it directly through small towns and add to traffic problems that
 already exist.  It is my sincere hope and desire that you scratch this plan and look at land west
 of 95 which is already in use by Amtrak.  Please consider what it means to live in one of these
 small towns, and the impact you will be placing on our shoulders.  We are not against the plan
 itself – simply the location.  Move it west, and do all of us a great favor.
 
Thank you,
 
Patty Sherrard
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From: Al Sammartino
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard
Date: Sunday, November 9, 2014 8:41:54 AM


John  Winkle  good day to you. As a property owner and business owner in Vero Beach Florida  the value of our
 properties  are dropping we Owen 3.5 acres of land along the rail road tracks and scent All Aboard Florida came
 about the value of my property has drop everyone are saying it because of 32 more drops a day and the traffic hold
 ups are going to be to long . I personal think you should put All Aboard Florida along  state road 95 it will be in no
 once way . Thanks for your time . Al Sammartino


Sent from my iPad
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From: rakonda.gray.ctr@dot.gov on behalf of FRAPA@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Florida Atlantic University Student - All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:21:06 PM


 
 


Rakonda Gray
Administrative Assistant
Communications and Legislative Affairs
VESA Health and Technology
US Department of Transportation
1200 New Jersey Ave., SE
Washington, DC 20590
Direct Line: 202-493-1355
Mobile: 202-236-4580
Rakonda.Gray.CTR@Dot.Gov
 
From: Ardith Valencia [mailto:avalenc8@my.fau.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, November 19, 2014 12:56 AM
To: Public Affairs (FRA)
Subject: Florida Atlantic University Student - All Aboard Florida
 
To Whom it May Concern:
 
My name is Ardith Valencia and I am a Journalism/Communications student at Florida Atlantic University.
 FAU’s Broadcast Department, with the direction of Dr. Kevin Petrich, produces a weekly NPR style show
 called South Florida Journal which airs on FAU's Owl Radio and on the School of Communication &
 Multimedia Studies' Internet radio station Wavelengths . 


                My job is to report on a story concerning the All Aboard Florida passenger train running from
 Miami to Orlando. 
 
                I am relying on the insight of the Federal Railroad Administration to help me produce a story
 that will air on the South Florida Journal as well as a grade for my portfolio. If I could just have a few
 moments of your time, either over the phone or in person, it would be greatly appreciated and beneficial
 to my education. Please advise if there is a local contact in or near Fort Lauderdale, FL as well. 


                Although time is of the essence, for I only have a few days to produce this story, you may
 contact and schedule with me at your earliest convenience. 


                Thank you for your time and consideration. I look forward to your response!


Kindest  Regards,
Ardith Valencia
Broadcast Journalism Major at FAU
Reporter for South Florida Journal
avalenc8@fau.edu
Tel#: 754-245-8900
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From: Bill Murphy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:59:47 PM


To Whom It May Concern:
 
I am a native Floridian who grew up in Coral Gables.  My family pioneered that city.  We have worked to
 make our area of the country beautiful and with planning and zoning regulations that are tighter than any
 place else.  I realize this is lucrative idea that will serve you, Miami, Palm Beach, Orlando and Disney
 Corp.  Those areas of our state have benefitted by changing rules and getting people with huge amounts
 of money to decide the future of those areas.  Miami is out of control with people and problems.  Palm
 Beach is experiencing great growth with outsiders bringing buildings that are not desired by the
 residents, the hope of gambling because outsiders think it would be great to fleece people while they on
 vacation or as retirement recreation.  Along with these ideas come the drug trade, robberies, and violent
 behavior.  Everyone wants apiece of our pie and those same people DON’T want any of this in THEIR
 area.  Florida is fat cats with big money waiting to be plucked by people with the community breaking
 ideas.  Like anyone with manners, I don’t mind others enjoying our weather, cuisine, water sports, sports
 and meeting the people.  I DO mind people that come into “the natives home” and decide that “my home”
 is in the way of your ideas and one runs all over what we want in our state for lining their own pockets at
 our expense.  I will give you a REAL example.
 
Example:  My father was a well known architect who had his work show cased in magazines and
 newspapers.  One day when he arrived at his office there was a group of men from New York who
 wanted to knock down the “Douglas Entrance”, of which you should be familiar if your offices are in Coral
 Gables as the newspaper states, to build a chain food store called Food Fair.  These people had picked
 a location that had plenty of people to support the store and make it a valuable venture.  My father was
 furious that people would come from out of town and insult our city by tearing down a magnificent
 reproduction of a building in Spain.  It is heralded by those who know of its existence.  Of course, those
 people didn’t care because they were destroying “ someone else’s treasure”.  What if I wanted to tear
 down the Lincoln Memorial?  It would be a great hot dog stand for tourists on the mall.
 
Vero Beach is a lovely city with low crime rate and many amenities to enjoy in a calm and safe town way. 
 I beg you to please think more like a native. There are miles and miles of empty land west of these cities
 that could achieve your goals without destroying our city and the traffic patterns that keep us connected
 to health care.
 
My family knew Mr. Disney’s partner socially and this was always a dream of Mr. Disney so he could
 accommodate his customers.  We get it.  This end can be achieved without destroying those from Palm
 Beach to Orlando.  It is time to rethink the plan.  In the end you will achieve your goal and we will not be
 resentful of your entity.
 
Yours truly,
 
Loretto Haley Murphy
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From: marymoriarty
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard
Date: Saturday, November 29, 2014 7:26:57 PM


I object to more trains.I live less than a mile from the tracks and am sure this will cause a lot
 of noise and frustration. So I vote NO


Sent from Samsung tablet
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Florida NOT all aboard
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 7:07:04 AM


-----Original Message-----
From: Joseph Gutherz [mailto:jpgutherz@yahoo.com]
Sent: Sunday, November 30, 2014 9:36 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: Florida NOT all aboard


Please do not allow the expansion of train service along the FEC tracks on the Treasure Coast. There is no
 advantage to the residents there and in fact the service will negatively impact the residents. With limited access
 across the FEC tracks in many communities, traffic will be most assuredly adversely affected. There is a better
 alternative: to use tracks west of towns like Stuart. Adding 30 trains a day travelling through the downtown Stuart
 area will definitely change the character of the downtown, with increased traffic and noise. This is not what we
 want our community to become.
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From: Sandra Wilcox
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 2:21:58 PM


To whom it may concern:
 
We vehemently object to the passenger train service going through the Treasure Coast.  We
 who live east of the tracks will be divided from the rest of the City of Stuart as we’re sure
 Hobe Sound residents and businesses will be.  We won’t comment on Vero Beach because we
 don’t go there often.  But I’m sure those people on the “wrong side of the tracks” will be
 detrimentally affected, as well.  These trains will directly affect our trips to our hospital, our
 doctors, even our grocery stores and all of Federal Highway.  I wonder how many lawsuits will
 be derived from people dying due to delayed emergency medical services because of the
 frequency of the railroad crossing closings.
 
Millions of dollars were spent refurbishing downtown Stuart.  The businesses there are
 flourishing, even with Confusion Corner and limited parking.  People from all over Stuart
 frequent downtown Stuart.  Again, these trains will divide downtown Stuart and the rest of
 the city.
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From: Karyn Davidson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov
Subject: All aboard
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 12:47:19 PM


Mr. John Winkle,
 
I am totally AGAINST ALL ABOARD!!!!!  I live in Stuart, Fl… east of the tracks.  We currently have
 issues with the trains and my children making it to school on time.  Several times, the trains create
 delays for the bus.  I can’t imagine what will happen with increased traffic.  When trains come
 through now, traffic backs up for miles – creating road rage.
 
We are also boaters.  When the bridge goes down to cross the river, boaters line up in the
 waterways until the bridge goes back up.  It is very dangerous with our current traffic.  With the
 proposed All aboard traffic, it will end up closing access to that waterway.  This is the only waterway
 for people west of the bridge to travel to the St. Lucie River, Intracoastal, and inlet.  This will
 severely diminish the property values west of the bridge as well as create a very hazardous pathway
 for boaters.
 
Please reject the all aboard project.
 
Karyn Davidson
Stuart, Fl



mailto:karyndavidson2009@gmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

mailto:CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov






From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Florida Not All Aboard
Date: Thursday, October 9, 2014 7:02:07 AM


 
 
From: patpr123@aol.com [mailto:patpr123@aol.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 08, 2014 7:14 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: Fwd: Florida Not All Aboard
 


-----Original Message-----
From: patricia perrone <patpr123@aol.com>
To: John.Winkle <John.Winkle@DOT.Gov>
Sent: Wed, Oct 8, 2014 9:11 am
Subject: Florida Not All Aboard


Dear Mr. Winkle,
 
I've written to you before about this.  There are just so many things wrong with this idea that I cannot
 believe it is being rammed through regardless of the people who live on the Treasure Coast.  I live near
 Philadelphia and people use the train frequently to go into the city.  However, this train fails to make
 money.   How is it that this new venture is going to make money?  How in the world?  It will impact the
 small towns all along the Treasure Coast, along with my winter residence in Stuart.  Make these trains go
 west of our towns since there is a route there.  It will harm us all in tremendous ways
 
HELP US!!
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia A. Perrone
Swarthmore, PA and Stuart, FL
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From: T M Adger
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 2:30:24 PM


Passenger rail service already exists between Miami and Orlando.  It is Amtrak over CSX rail.  It
 goes from Miami(where connections to Tri-Rail and Metro Dade already exists) to Orlando.  It
 parallels the proposed AAF route as far as West Palm Beach, where it heads Northwest thru
 Okeechobee, Sebring, Kissimmee, and to Orlando.  This route is shorter than the proposed
 AAF route, and will not require totally new track between Cocoa and Orlando, which will have
 significant environmental damage and negative social impacts.
 
If the CSX route were chosen and the need for double tracking became apparent, it would be
 done through country that is mostly rural, either ranchland, farmland, or undeveloped.  You
 would still have some environmental damage, but not as much as the AAF route.  The CSX
 route would also not have the severe social damage of the AAF route, which goes through
 some of the most heavily populated areas in Florida.
 
In the early 1990’s while I was Port Director of the Port of Fort Pierce, we made the first
 significant improvements to the port in 50 years.  The inlet and turning basin were widened
 and deepened, and permitted plans were in place to construct additional berths.  This caught
 the attention of the FEC Railroad.  They had in years past had rail/barge traffic between West
 Palm Beach and Cuba, which stopped when Castro took over.  The FEC foresaw the day when
 Cuba would reopen.  The WPB port was no longer an option, as that port was using the
 previous space for other activities.
 
I met three times in St. Augustine with the President and Chief Engineer of the FEC.  During
 one of the meetings, the subject of passenger rail service resuming came up.  The President
 laughed, and said: “why in the world would we want the aggravation and liability,  not to
 mention the cost of rebuilding terminal facilities, that would go along with passenger service. 
 We are doing just fine as a freight only railroad.”
 
At the public meeting in Port St. Lucie, I picked up a handout called Project Impacts.  There
 was a section called Screened Alternatives.  It stated that “The CSX Corridor didn’t meet trip
 time requirements.”  I don’t know what that means.  I suspect it would meet “trip time
 requirements” if parallel track were to be built, the same as is being proposed for the AAF
 route.  It appears this alternative did not get the attention it deserved.
 
T. Morris Adger
11309 Ridge Avenue
Fort Pierce, FL 34982
772-882-8594
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From: Betty Lauer
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 6:35:19 PM


Forget it..whether it be in west palm or palm beach gardens, the trains would be a constant interference and delay for
 residents and commerce in these areas.
Betty P. Lauer


Sent from my iPad
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Fortress Investment Group LLC and All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:57:47 AM


 
 
From: R . E. Boschen, Jr. ( Rick ) [mailto:flrickb2@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 03, 2014 7:55 AM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: Fortress Investment Group LLC and All Aboard Florida
 
 
 
John:  Good morning from Martin County, Florida.  By now I'm sure you have
 received many letters and e-mails of concern regarding the Fortress Investment
 Group's motives to push the plans of A.A.F. quickly through the Treasure Coast. 
 This morning I have e-mailed Congressman Patrick E. Murphy again.  My most
 important question of him was my inquiry regarding " Have you contacted John
 Winkle, Esq. ?".  Many residents of the Treasure Coast realize railroad progress
 is important, however alternate routes for the FREIGHT with a capital "F"
 trains can and should be determined now.  In my opinion, it is the revenue of
 FREIGHT not passenger service pushing the unwanted route. The current plan
 will devastate property values and negatively effect future real estate revenue for
 at least three counties. I have many other concerns but my primary concern is
 the future of attracting buyers of many different types of property in our area.   I
 welcome your thoughts regarding my e-mail to you today.   I thank you in
 advance for your response.
Rick  Boschen,   Realtor
 
Berkshire Hathaway
Home  Services  /   Florida  Realty
2363 SE Ocean Blvd.
Stuart,    Florida      34996
Office    800-275-2363       
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From: Bill Kasdon
To: AAF_Comments_Reply
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, December 5, 2014 12:52:09 PM


Kindly add the strong opposition of myself and my wife, two registered voters in
 martin County, to the plan to run AAF trains along the existing FECR track.
William Kasdon
Maureen kasdon
8270 SE Sanctuary Drive
Hobe Sound, FL 33455
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From: ROCKIEPAUL
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:58:12 AM


Please  be advised  that the planned  route through  Stuart  and Jupiter  will not only
 DESTROY the boating industry and the tourist  industry  in the area but interfere with
  emergency ambulances that have to cross  the tracks to Martin  and  Jupiter  hospitals.  If the
 trains   block the tracks due to the ancient  bridges over the rivers are inoperable people  will
 die trying to get to the hospital. 


Rosalie  bollen 
Palm city, florida 


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone
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From: Herb Ressing
To: greg@rollymarine.com; "Richard Loman"; "Steve Reoch"; alex@newrivermarina.net; AAF_Comments@vhb.com;


 "Anthony Rossitto"
Subject: FW: From the Office of Congresswoman Lois Frankel
Date: Thursday, November 20, 2014 5:15:52 PM
Attachments: CG Letter RE New River Railroad Crossing.pdf


 
 
Good afternoon,
 
I thought you would be interested in the attached letter that the Congresswoman sent to the Coast
 Guard regarding the New River Bridge and All Aboard Florida.  Thank you for your input.  Our office
 will be sure to keep you updated.
 
If you should have any other concerns or questions, please contact our office.
 
Have a wonderful Thanksgiving holiday.
 
Regards,
 
Felicia Goldstein
District Director
Congresswoman Lois Frankel  (FL-22)
2500 N. Military Trail  Suite 490
Boca Raton, FL  33431
561 998-9045  Office
561 998-9048  Fax
Felicia.Goldstein@mail.house.gov
 


This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus
 protection is active.
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From: MTPJWP@aol.com
To: john.winkle@dot.gov
Cc: chaspayson@bellsouth.net; chrissmith999@bellsouth.net; len@sucsy.com; oceanblue09@hotmail.com;


 CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov; JNegron@gunster.com; eve.samples@scripps.com;
 charlstonh@aol.com; grauth@tji.martin.fl.us


Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:03:48 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle,
 
As a long time resident of Martin County, I have expressed my opposition to All Aboard Florida to a
 number of agencies, including the Coast Guard and Governor Scott. I have multiple reasons to be
 opposed, from my position as Chairman of the Town of Jupiter Island's Local Planning Agency, and as an
 individual based upon over 50 years of enjoying the waters of the St. Lucie and Loxahatchee rivers, both
 of which will be severely impacted by the extended bridge closings.
 
However, more recently two things have reached my desk that have increased my opposition:
 
1.  I have seen the report Capt. Goward, USCG RET, has made on the bridges over the Loxahatchee and
 the St. Lucie rivers, and saw how dangerous it is even to continue the current use of the bridges, never
 mind permitting the additional traffic of 32 high speed trains and over 20 freight trains, some as long as
 three miles, and carrying, among other things, hazardous cargo including jet fuel.  The Loxahatchee
 bridge is in such poor condition that, on occasion, large pieces of the bridge have fallen into the river
 causing damage to passing vessels.
 
2.  The derailment of a freight train in Santa Rosa County, tank cars included, with some cars ending up
 lying on their sides off the tracks.  Luckily the cars were empty, but the report said that it will take some
 time before the cars can be removed and the crossing reopened.
 
My son, Charles (Chas) Payson, operates a recording studio, Echo Beach Studios, on the East side of the
 tracks, not far South of the railroad bridge in Jupiter.  Should the bridge cause a derailment of the tank
 cars that will be filled, I can envision a disaster akin to the horror in Lac-Megantic, Canada, where much
 of the town was wiped off the map and many of its people incinerated.  As now the reasons for my
 opposition have become more personal, I plead to keep my son and his staff and clients, who include
 some well known entertainers, safe, and do not permit All Aboard Florida to proceed.  Failing that, at
 least require them to stop train passage along the Eastern corridor until the FEC replaces both bridges
 with ones that meet current standards of passage and safety.
 
Mr. Winkle, it has become obvious to me that All Aboard Florida erred in acquiring the wrong railroad.  If
 they had instead made the arrangements with CSX and Amtrak to use and expand their tracks to our
 West, they would have run through chiefly farmland, and a few farming communities, and had to rebuild
 but one bridge over the navigable intercoastal canal.  We who live, work and play on the Treasure Coast
 should not have to suffer because Fortress Investment Group bought the wrong railroad.
 
I close by saying I am not opposed to rail travel in general.  In fact, my wife and I prefer to travel by train
 going North and South on either the Silver Meteor or the Autotrain, and in the past have written our
 representatives in Florida and in Maine asking to keep the subsidies.  We always book bedrooms, and
 have found the staff on board personable and with an everlasting willingness to be helpful in catering to
 our needs.  When up North, I also travel on the Acela usually from New York to Boston-Rte 128 station.
 
Sincerely,
 
John W. Payson
11450 SE Dixie Highway
Suite 206
Hobe Sound, FL  33455
772-546-2999 Office
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From: Mad Dog
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 7:11:19 PM


Pat Murphy Thanks for reaping us in this district  Please fight the All Aboard as much as u possibly can. I get ur
 mail but will help as much as I can


Sent from my iPhone
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: GO WEST
Date: Thursday, October 16, 2014 7:17:59 AM


 
 


From: Danielle Ohanesian [mailto:deohanesian@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 15, 2014 5:53 PM
To: bill@billnelson.senate.gov; greg_langowski@rubio.senate.gov;
 CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov; Winkle, John (FRA); rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com;
 negron.joe.web@flsenate.gov
Cc: Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: GO WEST
 


I am disappointed in the EIS report, but not surprised since it was done on behalf of AAF. In
 my opinion, development in Florida was planned very poorly. The housing was built basically
 on top of the rail lines. I believe that as important as the rail industry is, in this century, it is
 no longer feasible to implement it safely without uprooting thousands of citizens living along
 the treasure coast. It also will be a major impediment for the marine industry and safe
 navigation of the waters. With the loss of boating access, we will lose tourism and jobs. With
 the increase of tourists using AAF, you will lose twice as many tourists visiting our state due
 to obstruction of waterways. It is a major source of safety concerns, accessibility of hospitals,
 traffic delays and police protection. Please move the tracks west. Henry Flagler put the
 railroad here a hundred years ago when population was a fraction of what is now. Because of
 poor government oversight and planning on how our towns were built up, we will be made to
 suffer. Please don't make the residents pay for our poor governing body who have over built
 our communities without our input. Thank you.
Danielle Ohanesian 
Jupiter Florida 
Sent from my iPad



mailto:john.winkle@dot.gov

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Jose M. Alvarez
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: lmurphy137@aol.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:23:16 PM


Mr. John Winkle:
My name is Jose M. Alvarez. I have been a resident of the town of
 Jupiter, Florida since 1997 and a resident of Florida since 1955.
I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed train service
 knows as “All Aboard Florida”. The following are the reasons for my
 opposition:
My home is in the Jupiter Harbour community, 1000 N US HWY 1,
 with a population of 97 condo units and 124 town homes, a marina,
 office building and a restaurant currently under renovation.
Jupiter Medical Center is about one and a half miles on the west
 side of Alt A1A and requires crossing the railroad tracks to be
 accessed. The AAF proposed frequency of 38 trips per day makes it a
 delay hazard and railroad crossing risk to access the hospital; the
 whistle blowing, track noise, and railroad crossings risk makes it
 intrusive and limits West and East access from Indiantown Road,
 the main road for West and East travel.
My family boating on the intra costal will be negatively impacted by
 lowering of the bridge at the Loxahatchee junction impeding access
 and creating a hazard when boating West and East on the
 Loxahatchee river. There are thousands of residents and boaters in
 Jupiter, Tequesta, Juno Beach and many other West Palm towns
 affected by this unnecessary, intrusive, and costly train service.
Therefore, as a resident of Florida, and a citizen of the USA, I
 respectfully oppose and will support any court action to stop All
 Aboard Florida’s unnecessary train service.
Jose M. Alvarez
1000 N US HWY 1 BA 401
Jupiter, Fl. 33477
jptrjose@gmail.com
561-714-6888 Mobile
561-748-9122 Home   
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From: jane a shepard
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All abord Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:42:55 AM


Please keep it going quickly. I moved here in 1988. A high speed rail was promised then. It is time to enter the
 modern age. Other countries have these conveniences and don't even notice the inconvenience. I hope I can use it in
 my lifetime.
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From: Margaret Anne Haskell
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: John Winkle
Date: Friday, November 21, 2014 2:51:09 PM



Date:
Wed,
19
Nov
2014
17:12:39
-0600
Subject:
John
Winkle
From:
ktidwell622@gmail.com
To:
tidwelcm@gmail.com;
mahaskell@msn.com


Brevard
Stop
Needed


Please
add
a
stop
to
Brevard
County.


I
would
use
this
service
on
a
daily
basis
from
my
home

in
Indianlanic.


Thank
you.


Margaret
Anne
Haskell
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From: gauncefn@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:26:48 PM


I have read  recent comments in your paper in regard to the All Aboard Florida
 potential
route through our area for speedy transportation from Miami to Orlando.  I am very
 much
against that plan.  I think the federal government should be made very much aware of
 the
negative impacts that it would have to our area.  Recently, I was in Stuart at a time
 when
the current train was present, and the gridlock that happened was unbelieveable.  It
 tied
up the whole area for well over an hour.  People were trying to get out of the mess
 and
their second and third choices to get ti their destination were worse than their first
 choice.
If this can happen on an ordinary day now, I would hate to think of an addition of 30 or
 so
interruptions per day.  People would not want to live there.   There would be more
 prob-
lems on the waterways, there would be more air pollution, and noise pollution.  A
gentleman a few weeks ago suggested the AAF use an alternate route along the
 Florida
Turnpike.  That would make much more sense.  If they do all of the upgrades that
 would 
be necessary to even make it somewhat acceptable to the area residents, it would
probably cost more than that alternate route, and our area would have permanently
 lost
a great deall of the quality of life that we enjoy here.  
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From: Susan Rezendes
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All board florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:32:55 AM


> We live in Hobe Sound Florida and are totally against the proposed All Board Florida high speed trains from
 Miami to Orlando. Having up to an additional 32 trains per day will have a significant negative impact on our
 public safety and our peaceful and quiet community. There is not one resident here that supports this. We can only
 hope and pray that our voices are heard and not ignored. Thank you
>
> Sincerely,
> Bill and Susan Rezendes
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From: Margaret Brassard
To: John Winkle - Federal Railroad Administration (john.winkle@dot.gov); AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Martin MPO Response to the All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)
Date: Wednesday, November 26, 2014 9:33:33 AM
Importance: High


Good Morning,
 
A hard copy of the Martin MPO response was sent to you yesterday via Federal Express.  However,
 below is the link that will take you to the an electronic copy.
 
Please advise if you need any additional information.
 
Thank you.
 
Peggy
 


From: Margaret Brassard 
Sent: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 4:46 PM
To: Bill Nelson (michelle_mcgovern@billnelson.senate.gov); Marco Rubio
 (Greg_Langowski@rubio.senate.gov); Patrick Murphy - Congressman (Angie.toro@mail.house.gov); Joe
 Negron (LIRA.CARRIE@flsenate.gov); Denise Grimsley (MIELKE.MARTY@flsenate.gov); 'MaryLynn Magar
 (Ann.Bolduc@myfloridahouse.gov)'; 'Gayle Harrell (Karen.Sweeney@myfloridahouse.gov)'; Rick Scott
 (curt.siegmeister@eog.myflorida.com); Suzi Ruhl (ruhl.suzi@ipa.gov); Candace J. Groudine
 (Candace.groudine@dot.gov); Ryan N. Fitzpatrick (Ryan.fitzpatrick@dot.gov); 'Carey Shepherd
 (carey.shepherd@dot.gov)'; Frank A. Frey (frank.frey@dot.gov); mlieberum@d7.uscg.mil; Ananth Prasad
 - FDOT (Ananth.prasad@dot.state.fl.us); Jaqueline Paramore - FDOT
 (Jacqueline.paramore@dot.state.fl.us); Fred Wise (ed.lee@dot.state.fl.us); James Wolfe - FDOT
 (James.Wolfe@dot.state.fl.us); Arlene Tanis (arlene.tanis@dot.state.fl.us); Taryn Kryzda; Paul Nicoletti;
 Anna Colgan; Anne Scott (ascott@martin.fl.us); Brian Powers; Don Donaldson; Doug Smith; Eula Clarke;
 Eula R. Clarke; Guy Parker (guyrparker@yahoo.com); Jan Henslee; John Haddox; Sarah Heard; Shannon
 McCarthy; SherilynScraders (sscrader@martin.fl.us); Terry Rauth; Troy McDonald
 (tmcdonald@ci.stuart.fl.us); Vincent Barile (vbarile@sewallspoint.org)
Subject: Martin MPO Response to the All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)
 
Good Afternoon,
 
Attached is link for the Martin MPO’s response with comments to the Federal Railroad
 Administration. 
 
Click Here.
 
Please contact Beth Beltran (772) 221-1498 if you have any questions or concerns regarding this
 matter.
 
Thank you.
 
Peggy
 
Margaret Brassard (Peggy)
Administrative Assistant II
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Martin County MPO
Martin County Board of County Commissioners
(772) 221-1498


Public participation is solicited without regard to race, color, national origin, age, gender, religion, disability or family status.  Persons
 with questions or concerns about nondiscrimination, or who require special accommodations under the American with Disabilities Act or
 language translation services (free of charge) should contact Bonnie Landry, Senior Planner (Title VI/Non-discrimination Contact) at
 (772) 223-7983 or blandry@martin.fl.us. Hearing impaired individuals are requested to telephone the Florida Relay System at #711.
 
  


"The comments and opinions expressed herein are those of the author of this message and may not reflect the policies of the Martin County Board
 of County Commissioners. Under Florida Law, email addresses are public records. If you do not want your email address released in response to a


 public records request do not send electronic mail to this entity. Instead, contact this office by phone or in writing." 


 Click here to subscribe to Martin County’s e-Newsletter
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From: Fred Bowen-Smith
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:46:16 PM


Attn:   Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E., Room W38-31
Washington, DC 20590
 
 
Dear Sir:            
  
To impose high speed, non-service transit thru neighborhoods, towns, and small
 communities is not consistent with successful urban planning models.  The environmental
 impact will be immense.  Both the physical and psychological health of these communities
 will deteriorate. What was once prime and desirable family communities will evolve into
 desolate semi-commercial neighborhood.
 
Logical answers abound.  Place mass transit systems near one another.  Create service hubs
 and parking areas.  Move dangerous transit systems out of people's yards and into
 undeveloped areas without harm to the population and local economics. 
 
Help build real community growth, wealth and well being. Do not destroy the fabric of
 small towns which makes America great. 
 
 
Sincerely,
Fred Bowen-Smith
President
 
www.KitchenStrand.us
 
8914 SE. Bridge Road, Hobe Sound, Fl. 33455
Handcrafted Custom Kitchens, casework, baths and wine rooms
 
Office  -  772-546-1306
Fax  -  772-546-9166
Cell  -  772-263-3543
fred@kitchenstrand.us
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From: L. Heathcote Edgar
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All not aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:17:58 AM


First, when an environmental report is engaged by the group that wants it to be in their favor as opposed to an
 independent researcher, one tends not to trust it.  32 passenger trains going through Indian River County would,
 alone, create disaster for everyone, most especially emergency vehicles.  Now add in the long slow freight we
 already have. Our county would be divided right down the middle.
Second, I truly believe the real reason for this is to increase freight by rail.  I am a NIMBY on this as I agree with
 the need, but feel if AAF REALLY WANTED TO DO THE BEST JOB POSSIBLE, they would go down the
 shorter middle of the state corridor where the population is less dense and the route is shorter.
As I drive down the beautiful Indian River Dr in St Lucie, even now I wonder at the havoc rail creates in the lives of
 the residents.  I cannot imagine how much worse this would be with 32 additional trains a day. 
I cannot think of a single plus for the Treasure Coast from this proposal, and our price for nothing is exorbitant.
Please reconsider!
Sincerely,
Lynne Edgar
3927 indian River D East
Vero Beach, Fl 32963
lynneedgar@me.com


Sent from my iPhone
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: NOT All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, November 19, 2014 11:11:18 AM
Attachments: Celeste_Worsnop_THE_HARBORAGE_Condo"s_and_NOT_All_Aboard_Florida.docx


 
 
From: asapshipping@aol.com [mailto:asapshipping@aol.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, November 19, 2014 11:10 AM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: NOT All Aboard Florida
 
Mr. Winkle,


Please consider our community 79 feet from the tracks. 


All Aboard Florida will devastate our lives and our homes.


Regards,
Celeste Worsnop
275 NW Flagler Ave (#403)
Stuart, FL  34994
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Celeste Worsnop


275 NW Flagler Avenue, #403


Stuart, FL 34994





November 19, 2014


John Winkle


Federal Railroad Administration


1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311


Washington, DC 20590





Dear Mr. Winkle:


I am a resident of Stuart, Florida and live at the Harborage Condominiums. The Harborage Yacht Club and Condominiums are situated on the east side of the Florida East Coast Railroad (RR) Tracks between two crossings 3,000 feet apart between Fern Street and Alice Avenue.  Our condominium buildings are a scant 79 feet from the tracks.  We will be irreparably harmed by the All Aboard Florida (AAF) Intercity Passenger Rail Project unless current plans are amended to require realignment of the rail tracks west of I-95.If, as most Treasure Coast residents suspect, this proposal has already been rejected, the Federal Railroad Administration should require AAF to make all crossings within the City of Stuart safe and quiet.


I do not believe the DEIS adequately addresses our community’s concerns with respect to crossing safety, noise pollution, train vibrations, emergency response times and disruption of marine navigation by the change in operations of a bascule bridge almost 100 years old. I believe DEIS understates the navigational use of the St. Lucie River under the RR bridge. Marine traffic, exiting marinas, yacht builders, repair facilities, brokerages, and private docks were under counted.


[bookmark: _GoBack]The Stuart RR Bridge was built in 1920’s.  The track segment through downtown Stuart is the only segment within the project limits that will remain single tracked. The more than threefold increase in train whistle noise pollution and vibrations will adversely impact neighborhoods on each side of downtown Stuart. I believe the effect of increased bridge openings on automobile traffic delays are not fully addressed in DEIS ── the Report only evaluated traffic at two intersections, SE Monterey Road and Colorado/SE Dixie Highway. Fern Street, Alice Avenue and other crossings to the south of the City were not evaluated. On a recent Saturday morning, a freight train stopped across both the Fern Street and Alice Avenue crossings blocked access for over an hour.


The Harborage has 129 two and three bedroom condos and three offices, with residents of all ages. Delays in securing emergency services as both entrances are closed for trains measurably undermine our emergency response times; increased train whistles and vibrations will degrade our quality of life and make our property virtually unsaleable.  AAF should move to and share the existing right of way that already offers passenger service to Orlando.  At the very least, safety and quiet zones should be required for Fern Street and Alice Avenue.  Federal highway sound barriers would be required for far less densely populated areas. 


Last, there is no justification for a Federal loan guarantee for a project that will ultimately degrade this community and the Treasure Coast. If it is going to happen, let it be private money and private guarantees.


Thank you for your consideration.


Sincerely,


Celeste Worsnop










From: Walter Veit
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:48:31 PM


This project, and other rail connectivity improvements, is long overdue for a state which has
 the ideal geography for it and is lacking in city-to-city transportation other than by private
 automobiles and by airlines, both of which are being hampered by grid/runway lock. The
 wastefulness and inconvenience of relying on such narrow choices seriously compromises
 economic productivity in a state which relies on tourism by both domestic and foreign
 visitors, especially those coming from states and countries that have modern rail systems. 
What is the cost of not making improvements such as these in the long run? 
We should not be hostage to parochial objections when the problem is not local, but regional.
 In virtually all other states and cities in which rail transportation has been implemented
 passenger ridership has surpassed projections. This improvement between the most populous
 regions of Florida should have been done ages ago. Let's bring Florida into the 21st century
 and improve the quality of life for everyone.
Walter C. Veit
Orlando, FL 328129
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From: Mary K
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All- Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, November 18, 2014 3:43:40 PM


I’m sending this e-mail to show my non-support for All-Aboard Florida.  Being a resident of
 Vero Beach and seeing first hand the speed and noise level of trains traveling up and down
the rail line is not for the good of any Treasure Coast resident.  This proposed Route is not for
 the good of any visitor/tourist/resident.  This Route is an accident waiting to happen.
I have great safety concerns for all passengers.


Thank You
M. Kozlowski
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: NOT All aboard Florida
Date: Friday, November 14, 2014 10:22:10 AM


-----Original Message-----
From: Matthew Herath [mailto:mattherath@me.com]
Sent: Friday, November 14, 2014 10:19 AM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Cc: Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: NOT All aboard Florida


Mr. Winkle
I am writing to voice my strong concern and objection to the All Aboard Florida Project.
I currently reside in Palm City and my home faces the railroad crossing over the St. Lucie River.
I see first hand the number of trains per day that pass and hear the trains passing morning noon and night.
I also boat along the river and have been held up for as long as 45 minutes waiting for TWO trains to pass over the
 river.


The increased traffic will greatly diminish the quality of life for tens of thousands of people along the Florida coast.
 ALL of whom chose to live here long before this proposed nightmare of train traffic was even considered.
I will concede that high speed rail makes sense from the more populous areas of West Palm to Miami.  There are
 many people who do this commute everyday and high speed rail will be very beneficial, in many way, to that
 population.  But in the much less populated counties from Martin County north, high speed rail is certainly not
 needed or wanted.
Evidence of this is the fact that no stops are planned in many of the towns that the trains will pass through!!!  Where
 is the need if there are no stops??


And, why can't these trains run on the existing tracks to the west?  


I ask that you and your agency please consider the concerns and objections of the citizenry who will have to deal
 with your decisions and the decisions your agency makes.


Thank you for your time.


Matt Herath
Palm City, FL  resident 
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From: ERNST FURNSINN
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 4:18:53 PM


There is little sense to start a railroad connection between Miami and Orlando becoming
a disturbance for every city in between having no benefit from this at all, only expenses and noise.
There is another line which goes through the rural part of the state. Why not use that one for this project.


On the other hand why not have a few local trains a day stopping at Jupiter, Stuart, Fort Pierce,
Vero Beach and Melbourne so that everybody could take advantage of this kind of transportation. If you do this do
 it right
for the benefit of everybody not for just a few. By the way your projected numbers do not express reality.
Who is coming up for the deficits?
Ernst Furnsinn
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From: Hamcdaniel1@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All-Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2014 6:13:24 AM


    We do need more and improved rail service here and in many other areas.  We've not had anything on
 the East Coast of Florida in nearly 50 years, yet roads get more crowded, gas gets more expensive, and
 travel difficulty increases.  If AAF would plan to add one stop to each of their planned 16 trains each way
 daily, much of this could be resolved.  How about if the first train southbound stops at Cocoa, the second
 in Melbourne, the third in Vero Beach and the fourth at Port St. Lucie; repeat the pattern for all trains in
 each direction.  This would probably add 5 minutes to the schedule of each train, but would provide
 opportunity for people in intermediate cities to travel to airports/cruises at terminal cities and to avoid
 paying $20 per day to park.  The multiple trips daily would allow for round-trips as well.
    Amtrak, the Florida East Coast Railway and the State of Florida came to an agreement to operate two
 trains daily on the FEC between Jacksonville and Miami in March, 2012, and this information was never
 in the press.
    Granted, these are not major metropolitan areas, but residents have the same needs.  I-95 in South
 Florida has the highest fatality rate per mile of any highway in the United States, and an alternative is
 needed.  Rail travel would represent a favorable alternative for most people.
                                                Thank you,  Haynes McDaniel, Vero Beach
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From: Donna Friedman (dlf)
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; "USCGD7DPBPublicComment@uscg.mil"
Subject: FW: Navigation and Economic Issues
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 2:56:20 PM
Attachments: All Aboard Florida 2.docx


To those who really care,
 
Please stop All Aboard FL and move it WEST from the Treasure Coast! There are a lot of areas where
 the proposal to run a high speed train through densely populated areas.  This idea has not taken
 into consideration navigational issues, economic areas, feasibility and safety issues.  It overlooks the
 fact that there has not been a profitable rail built anywhere in the country.  The existing rail
 connection between Miami and Orlando has never made money and is currently being subsidized
 by tax payer money.
So why build another?
Simply so that a railroad that is primarily a freight company with an aging track bed would like to get
 a subsidized low cost method to build that track up to acceptable standards using tax payer money, 
 the money is being borrowed by the AAF passenger rail line not the freight railroad is taking the
 loan.  The tracks and right of way belong to the Freight entity.  The borrowed money that is being
 backed by the USA (us) will go in to default when the rail line goes into bankruptcy.  The track and
 other improvements to the track bed will have already been built, so the freight company comes
 out with a rebuilt track bed and a new connection to Orlando using our money.  Let’s not get
 hoodwinked into accepting this scam.
The navigational issues are put forth on the attached note.  
 
 
Please put a stop to the proposed train!,
 


Donna
Donna Friedman, Chair & CEO
TOWER CONSULTANTS, LTD.
Off.  (772) 288-3590
dlf@towerconsultants.com
www.towerconsultants.com
 
Please invite me to connect on LinkedIn.


 
This electronic communication is confidential, may be legally privileged, and is intended solely for the use of the individual to whom it is
 addressed.  Any disclosure, copying, distribution, or taking of any action based on the content of this communication is strictly
 prohibited and may be unlawful.  If received in error, please destroy immediately and advise via return email or by calling the sender at
 772-288-3590.
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To Whom It May Concern							December 2, 2014





December 2, 2014





My concerns center on the amount of time that the St. Lucie River Bridge will be closed to water traffic as the proposed level of freight and passenger trains increases under the current planning period.  Roughly 32 passenger trains, closing the train trestle for approximately 20 minutes, at least. These passenger  trains will be using the bridge during daylight hours which is between the hours of 8 AM and 6 PM daily year round.  Add the current load of freight trains, roughly 16 a day closing the trestle for at least 30 minutes each.  Freight traffic is expected to increase significantly once the Panama Canal gets completed and the Port of Miami is dredged in preparation for the larger cargo ships that will make that passage.  


But let’s take a look at the navigation problem that the new level of activity will have as this level of activity impacts the Trestle and thus navigation over the next year or so.  I took the time over the last few weeks to monitor the rail activity over the St. Lucie River Train Trestle. The first thing that one observes is that the trestle’s draw bridge comes down at least 15 minutes before the current freight trains start to cross. (This is probably due to the fact that the trestle has to signal the trains if a problem exists in enough time for them to stop.   Given the size and momentum of the freight trains we can understand the need for a reasonable distance to bring them to a total stop.)   Once the train clears the bridge it takes up to 5 more minutes to raise it and start boat traffic through. AAF’s consultants admit to the freight trains taking at least 6 to 12 minutes to cross the trestle once it is down, an average of 9 minutes per train.  I observed some that were well in excess of 12 minutes.  Occasionally, trains come back to back and the bridge stays closed to boat traffic for over an hour.  None of the above was discussed in the “dog and pony show” that AAF put on.  Now let’s take 16 freight trains a day, some of which pass through during the night hours.  My observations are that more than 65% will pass over during the day.  That’s 10.4 trains a day or approximately 1 train an hour between 8AM and 6PM.  That would close the bridge for navigation at least 29 minutes every hour during daylight hours, which is when most of the boat traffic will occur.   The trestle is crammed in with the vehicle bridge at this point and the currents are formidable.  Maintaining a boat in line waiting for the bridge to open will be difficult of an expert boats-man.


The daily passenger trains will use the trestle 32 times in a 10 hour period.  That is 3.2  trains an hour.  At 20 minutes each, that will close the trestle and the waterway to navigation for 64 minutes  each hour just for the passenger trains


 Hmmmmm that totals 93 minutes for each daylight  hour.  If we add two more hours to that and expect the trains to run between 8 AM and 8 PM,  we would only have to fit 78 minutes into every hour.  


I think that the navigation problem that this presents is essentially closing the St. Lucie River to navigation during daylight hours.  As the river is part of the Inter-coastal waterway, it would appear that this problem falls with the Coast Guard, who are reviewing the issue now.


I don’t have a copy of the Coast Guard’s guidelines to have clear navigation of any waterway, but it must be at least 50% of daylight hours.   Not being a professional, I can only present a lay person’s point of view on this matter.  But my friend and I run his ‘58’ boat out of the Stuart City Marina on a regular basis.  If the trestle is going to closed only 50% less than my projections, we will have to move our boat to another area for dockage.  


Beyond that there is a property value issue that will occur if you close the waterway to traffic that much of the time.  Most of the real estate will suffer a significant reduction in value as it will no longer have easy access to the ocean.  The business that cater to the boating community will not be able to do so.  Most importantly, the proposed change will be impacting significantly to the access of the Inter-Coastal waterway.  








Donna L Friedman


[bookmark: _GoBack]dlf@towerconsultants.com





 










From: Rose Shepherd
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:14:46 PM


How could anyone consider this okay?  All you have to do is drive the route of the train tracks
 to see how many households would be negatively impacted. The trains, presently, are a major
 intrusion to our quality of life.  There are NO positive benefits for anyone from Palm Beach
 to Orlando.  Please stop this negative impact on our quality of life.


Sincerely,


Dave and Rose Shepherd
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From: Ronald Renner
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AllAboardFlorida
Date: Sunday, October 5, 2014 11:04:26 AM


To whom it may concern:
>
> Businesses and individuals residing in Southeast Florida, especially, the “Treasure Coast” should take a look at the
 route AAF plans from Miami to Orlando.
> The railroad tracks parallel our beautiful Ocean Front for most of the planned high speed route, passing through
 the most visited tourist attractions, cities
> and towns offering entertainment, lodging, theater, concerts, recreational facilities, swimming, fishing and
 boating, hotels, motels, condo’s and beautiful homes.
> The entire route planned by All Aboard Florida will have a devastating effect on the entire east coast of Florida,
 not just the Treasure Coast.
> The traffic in Stuart is already a problem without the proposed AAF changes. The boating and fishing community
 will be totally affected
> with all the bridge openings and delays as planned.
> Stuart downtown, Jensen Beach downtown, Hobe Sound downtown, Fort Pierce downtown and many others
 hosting restaurant’s, shops, cottages and
> rental properties will also feel the effect if AAF plans become a reality.
> So, we get to pay more taxes to fund all the extras, like quiet zones and safe crossings, and yet we stand to lose the
 amenities that brought most of us
> to Florida,  just to have a very dangerous high speed train transport potential tourist from Miami to Orlando?
> All Aboard Florida needs to be stopped.
> Sincerely,
> Ron Renner
> Stuart, FL
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From: Donna Friedman (dlf)
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; "USCGD7DPBPublicComment@uscg.mil"
Subject: FW: Navigation and Economic Issues
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 2:56:20 PM
Attachments: All Aboard Florida 2.docx


To those who really care,
 
Please stop All Aboard FL and move it WEST from the Treasure Coast! There are a lot of areas where
 the proposal to run a high speed train through densely populated areas.  This idea has not taken
 into consideration navigational issues, economic areas, feasibility and safety issues.  It overlooks the
 fact that there has not been a profitable rail built anywhere in the country.  The existing rail
 connection between Miami and Orlando has never made money and is currently being subsidized
 by tax payer money.
So why build another?
Simply so that a railroad that is primarily a freight company with an aging track bed would like to get
 a subsidized low cost method to build that track up to acceptable standards using tax payer money, 
 the money is being borrowed by the AAF passenger rail line not the freight railroad is taking the
 loan.  The tracks and right of way belong to the Freight entity.  The borrowed money that is being
 backed by the USA (us) will go in to default when the rail line goes into bankruptcy.  The track and
 other improvements to the track bed will have already been built, so the freight company comes
 out with a rebuilt track bed and a new connection to Orlando using our money.  Let’s not get
 hoodwinked into accepting this scam.
The navigational issues are put forth on the attached note.  
 
 
Please put a stop to the proposed train!,
 


Donna
Donna Friedman, Chair & CEO
TOWER CONSULTANTS, LTD.
Off.  (772) 288-3590
dlf@towerconsultants.com
www.towerconsultants.com
 
Please invite me to connect on LinkedIn.


 
This electronic communication is confidential, may be legally privileged, and is intended solely for the use of the individual to whom it is
 addressed.  Any disclosure, copying, distribution, or taking of any action based on the content of this communication is strictly
 prohibited and may be unlawful.  If received in error, please destroy immediately and advise via return email or by calling the sender at
 772-288-3590.
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My concerns center on the amount of time that the St. Lucie River Bridge will be closed to water traffic as the proposed level of freight and passenger trains increases under the current planning period.  Roughly 32 passenger trains, closing the train trestle for approximately 20 minutes, at least. These passenger  trains will be using the bridge during daylight hours which is between the hours of 8 AM and 6 PM daily year round.  Add the current load of freight trains, roughly 16 a day closing the trestle for at least 30 minutes each.  Freight traffic is expected to increase significantly once the Panama Canal gets completed and the Port of Miami is dredged in preparation for the larger cargo ships that will make that passage.  


But let’s take a look at the navigation problem that the new level of activity will have as this level of activity impacts the Trestle and thus navigation over the next year or so.  I took the time over the last few weeks to monitor the rail activity over the St. Lucie River Train Trestle. The first thing that one observes is that the trestle’s draw bridge comes down at least 15 minutes before the current freight trains start to cross. (This is probably due to the fact that the trestle has to signal the trains if a problem exists in enough time for them to stop.   Given the size and momentum of the freight trains we can understand the need for a reasonable distance to bring them to a total stop.)   Once the train clears the bridge it takes up to 5 more minutes to raise it and start boat traffic through. AAF’s consultants admit to the freight trains taking at least 6 to 12 minutes to cross the trestle once it is down, an average of 9 minutes per train.  I observed some that were well in excess of 12 minutes.  Occasionally, trains come back to back and the bridge stays closed to boat traffic for over an hour.  None of the above was discussed in the “dog and pony show” that AAF put on.  Now let’s take 16 freight trains a day, some of which pass through during the night hours.  My observations are that more than 65% will pass over during the day.  That’s 10.4 trains a day or approximately 1 train an hour between 8AM and 6PM.  That would close the bridge for navigation at least 29 minutes every hour during daylight hours, which is when most of the boat traffic will occur.   The trestle is crammed in with the vehicle bridge at this point and the currents are formidable.  Maintaining a boat in line waiting for the bridge to open will be difficult of an expert boats-man.


The daily passenger trains will use the trestle 32 times in a 10 hour period.  That is 3.2  trains an hour.  At 20 minutes each, that will close the trestle and the waterway to navigation for 64 minutes  each hour just for the passenger trains


 Hmmmmm that totals 93 minutes for each daylight  hour.  If we add two more hours to that and expect the trains to run between 8 AM and 8 PM,  we would only have to fit 78 minutes into every hour.  


I think that the navigation problem that this presents is essentially closing the St. Lucie River to navigation during daylight hours.  As the river is part of the Inter-coastal waterway, it would appear that this problem falls with the Coast Guard, who are reviewing the issue now.


I don’t have a copy of the Coast Guard’s guidelines to have clear navigation of any waterway, but it must be at least 50% of daylight hours.   Not being a professional, I can only present a lay person’s point of view on this matter.  But my friend and I run his ‘58’ boat out of the Stuart City Marina on a regular basis.  If the trestle is going to closed only 50% less than my projections, we will have to move our boat to another area for dockage.  


Beyond that there is a property value issue that will occur if you close the waterway to traffic that much of the time.  Most of the real estate will suffer a significant reduction in value as it will no longer have easy access to the ocean.  The business that cater to the boating community will not be able to do so.  Most importantly, the proposed change will be impacting significantly to the access of the Inter-Coastal waterway.  








Donna L Friedman


[bookmark: _GoBack]dlf@towerconsultants.com





 










From: SHERI
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:16:30 PM


I am against the All Aboard Florida.
The impact that this will bring to the treasure coast cannot be measured, the traffic
 alone is going to be a BIG problem.  The trains that go by disrupt the flow of traffic as
 it is now.  The nature
aspect is also a big concern to the people who live here, who love to fish, and nature
 walk not to mention the animals habitat be disrupted.  This is not what the Treasure
 Coast  needs, we have trains all ready.  We are being railroaded.
We as tax payers will be footing the bill for this, as it has been proven time and time
 again with the railroad.  NO AAF FEC!!
 
 
Florida Tax Payer,
Sheri Ayars
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From: GLEN BLAIR
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AllAboardFlorida
Date: Monday, November 3, 2014 12:31:15 PM


Who is this good for?  What is the need for this?   "Job creation" is the usual political hoax.  The alleged purpose
 of High speed passenger service is both flawed and fraudulent.  The true intent is for a private company -getting
 tax payer funding- to enrich a few private individuals, along with a handful of politicians- and the Port of Miami- in
 order to establish High Volume Massive Rail Freight....affecting the lives of tens of thousands of regular Florida
 citizens who will be negatively impacted in many ways:  disruption; noise; safety; inconvenience; pollution; lower
 property values....while receiving ZERO benefits.
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From: Millie Hirsch
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: New Railway System
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 11:29:28 AM


- Millie



From:
veromillie@hotmail.com
To:
aaf_comment@vhb.com
Subject:
New
Railway
System
Date:
Tue,
2
Dec
2014
11:15:41
-0500


Gentlemen:


I
have
a
distinct
concern
for
the
addition
of
trains
coming
through
our
town
of
Vero
Beach,
Fl

on
the
Treasure
Coast.

I'm
already
experiencing
questions
as
to
"how
close
are
we
to
the
RR

tracks?"
when
I'm
attempting
to
sell
property.

It
is
main
concern
for
the
values
of
real
estate

anywhere
near
the
tracks.

I
don't
understand
why
your
company
can't
add
additional
tracks

west
of
town
along
the
95
highway
or
turnpike,
there
are
already
tracks
there.


We
have
a
numerous
amounts
of
senior
citizens.
and
with
the
trains
passing
through
as
often

this
is
going
to
be
a
life
or
death
situation
for
our
ambulances
attempting
to
get
past
the
train

crossing.


Question:

Why
from
Miami
and
then
stopping
in
Orlando?


If
this
is
part
of
a
request
from

our
Disney
folks,
it
is
cheaper
to
take
a
bus
from
Miami
to
Orlando
for
$48.00.

My
daughter

just
did
that
after
being
with
our
grandson
in
Orlando,
she
caught
a
bus
and
was
in
Miami
4

hours
later.




Thank
you.


Millie
Hirsch
7
Forest
Park
Dr
Vero
Beach,
Fl
32962
772
567
5254


- Millie
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From: tomdisarno@jupiterinletcolony.org
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:40:13 PM
Importance: High


John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E., Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590.


Dear Mr. Winkle,


I am writing this letter with great concern regarding the negative impact that All Aboard
 Florida will have to our community and surrounding communities.  To begin with, the
 estimated passenger usage projected is grossly overstated. It just doesn't add up.  Where
 will all these passengers come from?  Trains will be running at very low capacity and a
 failure as a business model.


Another major negative impact as you know is on the waterways.  Both the 707 and US-1
 bridges open on demand due to the dangerous currents in the water.  As it is now, boats
 can back up making it extremely dangerous for all involved.  


If the current is bad enough to open on demand, how will it NOT create pure havoc and
 potentially deadly situations by adding wait times when lowering and raising an antiquated
 bridge, even with upgrades. 


On the streets surrounding both bridges, vehicle traffic backs up to grid lock already,
 especially during the winter high-occupancy months.  Adding more openings and longer
 waits is just poor planning and complete disregard to the general public.


The passenger business model is a loser and freight will be a reality.  We've been told it
 can't be stopped.  I believe it can and should be for the pure safety concerns not to
 mention the quality of life for all residents.  This entire project benefits very few at the cost
 of the entire Treasure Coast.  I ask that all resources available be used to stop this project.


Respectfully yours,


Thomas M. DiSarno
Vice-Mayor
Roads and Walkways
Town of Jupiter Inlet Colony
Direct:  561-301-2083


1 Colony Road
Jupiter Inlet Colony, Fl 33469
Office:  561-746-3787
Fax:     561-746-1068
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From: Carol McGee
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AllAboardFlorida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 9:28:19 AM


To whom it may concern,
I would like to take this opportunity to say"nay" to All Aboard Florida. I feel it will have a detrimental impact on the
 roads and bridges. The traffic in the Stuart area already is congested enough. We do not need any other delays!! I
 question the need for such a service operating so often. It doesn't make sense to inconvenient so many, jeopardize
 their investment in their home value and discourage future growth for a service that has questionable need.


Regards,
Carol McGee
Palm City
Sent from my iPhone
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Standley, Lisa; michael.johnsen@dot.gov
Subject: FW: No AAF!
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 12:40:48 PM
Attachments: image.png


I’m not sure if this constitutes a comment . . .
 
From: Robert Puglisi [mailto:bpuglisi511@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 6:06 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: No AAF!
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From: Cindi
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:50:55 PM


I hope All Aboard Florida never happens! Thirty-two trains a day would ruin our neighborhood!
Sent from my iPhone
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From: pjacobso@rochester.rr.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AllAboardFlorida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 6:16:58 PM


        As a Port St. Lucie permanent resident and voter, I wish to express my outrage with the proposed All Aboard
 Florida environmental impact statement which does not address the detrimental effect the proposed train route will
 have on the Treasure Coast. The train route will result in increased noise, and have a deleterious effect on the
 response time of emergency vehicles, and will negatively impact traffic in Stuart, particularly near the railroad
 bridge over the St. Lucie River. STOP ALLABOARD NOW!    Peter Jacobson
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: michael.johnsen@dot.gov
Subject: FW: No AAF
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 11:42:42 AM
Attachments: image.png


 
 


From: Robert Puglisi [mailto:bpuglisi511@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Monday, October 27, 2014 10:07 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: No AAF
 
32 high speed trains barreling through our small communities will forever end the peace and serenity we so enjoy.
 Please stop this demented plan!
     bpuglisi511@yahoo.com
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From: Bob & Phyllis Bartlett
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:10:52 PM


We are very much against this train going thru our county. It will disrupt traffic, boating and life in general. It has
 absolutely no benefit to us whatsoever. Please do whatever you can to stop this evasive and aggressive endeavor.


Phyllis and Bob Bartlett
Vero Beach, Florida


Sent from my iPad
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From: Cwpsmp1@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AllAboardFlorida
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2014 1:54:14 PM


Sirs,
As residents of Palm City, FL, who previously commuted on "MetroNorth" between Fairfield, CT and
 Grand Central Terminal, and frequently rode the "MetroLiner" from NYC to Washington DC and Boston,
 we would like to comment in opposition to the proposed, so-called, "AllAboard Florida" high-speed
 passenger rail system.
 
It is inconceivable that such a rail system, serving a region of only 8 million people (including many
 retirees), would be financially successful, when "MetroNorth" and others serving the nation's highest
 population density region, 50 million, requires taxpayer subsidies. Therefore, if the AAF system is built as
 proposed with govt-guaranteed loans, the tax-paying public will be faced with two unattractive options;
 bankruptcy, with only a few used passenger rail cars to sell to somebody; or subsidize its operations.
 
In addition, the proposed AAF route, surface-level tracks passing through the center of small towns on the
 "Treasure Coast" at high speed without stopping, scarcely compares with the elevated tracks, numerous
 motor vehicle underpasses, and convenient service in much of the Northeast (and Europe).
 
If this system is built a all, it should be routed further inland between West Palm Beach and Orlando,
 either utilizing the CSX tracks, or along Florida's Turnpike's right of way.
 
Thank you very much.
 
Very truly yours,
 
Charles W. and Sharon M., Phillips
5551 SW Landing Creek Dr, Palm City. FL 34990
 
 
 
.
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From: Nicholas Reynolds
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida (High-speed Passenger Train)
Date: Sunday, November 9, 2014 10:03:32 AM


Regarding AAF, we are completely opposed to this proposal. As residents of Stuart in Martin County, we will bear
 the brunt of AAF (32 high speed trains blasting through our community every day) and receive none of the benefit.


The noise and traffic disruptions will adversely impact the quality of life in our community. We value the relative
 tranquility of Stuart. Do not destroy that which we so appreciate here.


We question the very need and economic feasibility of a high speed train from Miami to Orlando. But if the
 proposal must go forward, let it be constructed west of I-95, where it will impact and offend far fewer residents.


We appreciate the opportunity to offer these comments, and trust they will be seriously considered during the
 decision making process.


Nicholas Reynolds
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: No All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 1:37:43 PM


-----Original Message-----
From: Silva, Michelle (FRA)
Sent: Tuesday, December 02, 2014 1:19 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: FW: No All Aboard Florida


________________________________________
From: Dawn LeRoy [DLreportin@comcast.net]
Sent: Tuesday, December 02, 2014 5:23 AM
To: Silva, Michelle (FRA)
Subject: No All Aboard Florida


My husband and I want you to not approve the All Aboard Florida.  It will make getting to work and the courthouse 
 a traffic nightmare, which will deter shoppers and eaters from going to downtown West Palm Beach and City Place,
 who are already struggling.  This will also take passengers from Amtrack, who we are already subsidizing, and we
 will end up paying for All Aboard Florida eventually too.  Thank you.  Dawn LeRoy.


Sent from my iPad
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From: Edna Watters
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:39:19 PM


I protest high speed trains traveling thru small towns on the Treasure Coast.
Take the trains out to the west of the turnpike where they will Not  interrupt
the traffic flow of our areas..
Emergency vehicles cross the current tracks many times a day, with delays at the
crossings many lives could be lost.. Let's consider all the impacts..


A concerned resident of Vero Beach
Sent from my iPad
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From: Donald Feltner
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All_Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 5:31:37 PM


A good idea ... for tho.  se not affected by the noise and traffic abuses. 


Sent from my iPhone
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From: David Nuske
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida - A bad idea for the Treasure Coast
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:59:13 AM


To whom it may concern:
 
I have only been in Sebastian, Indian River County, for a few months now and am just now
 understanding enough about the AAF project to make a comment.  From what I can tell there
 has been no one willing to come to our city to discuss this huge project which affects
 Sebastian and all of the similar or larger cities along the way.  It is unbelievable to me that you
 are planning on having rapid transit going as much as 100 mph through our quiet and
 beautiful city.   Going forward this city will grow and our congestion will at some point
 approach closer to what we now see in larger cities along the route.  High speed transit will
 add to the congestion and our town will become a town where it will not to safe to drive, bike
 or walk.  Since the route through our city will not include an elevated train, the possibility of
 some terrible accidents loom in our future if something is not done to either stop this project
 or alter the route so as not to affect the Treasure coast.  It has been suggested that moving
 the route to the west would be the best alternative and that idea is what the politicians and
 engineers should have suggested in the first place.  Following the path of the interstate or
 interstate highway is always a better choice.  The right-away is already established and
 elevated trains are the best choice when going over major roads along the route.  If you must
 go up the coast all the way to highway 528 and over to Orlando, then use the I-95 right-away,
 that is your best choice.  If your desire is to go from Miami to Orlando, then use the Florida
 Turnpike right-away.   Yes, you will have to lay down more track and it may cost more but it is
 the best solution.....the only solution for those who use common sense.  In addition you can
 build trains that can really go fast, really fast instead of just 100 mph.  Traveling through cities
 with high speed transit is a BAD, BAD idea!  I can't believe this state is so stupid to even
 suggest such a thing.  Whoever is making these decisions needs to go to other countries in
 Europe, Japan and some of the Asian countries and see how they do it.  Going the cheap
 route using existing tracks and right-away can only make life miserable for our citizens along
 the route.  In addition, this whole project when done will make our state the laughing stock of
 the world.  Our country is way behind when it comes to rapid transit.  We should have had
 rapid transit connecting all of our major cities by now.  Bad decisions by politicians both at the
 federal and state levels have been the biggest reason.  Florida's decision to build high speed
 transit is not a bad idea but the way it is being implemented is.  Going forward, please
 reconsider the choices you have made.  Going with the current proposal will keep the state of
 Florida in the dark ages when it comes to rapid transit.
 
David H. Nuske
 
123 Amherst Ln
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Sebastian, FL 32958
godaddy53@hotmail.com
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Not All Aboard Florida...
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 7:24:39 AM
Attachments: AllAboardFL_Letter_RR_Commission.pdf


 
 
From: Bill T. [mailto:bilcar0946@aol.com] 
Sent: Thursday, November 27, 2014 10:13 AM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: Fwd: Not All Aboard Florida...
 
 


Attached is a letter that we mailed recently to you at the Federal Railroad Commission regarding
 the All Aboard Florida rail project.  It outlines the reasons for our opposition to the completion of
 the rail service through Martin County and the Treasure Coast of Florida. 
 
Sincerely,


 
William and Carol Tulko
Hobe Sound, Florida
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                                                               William and Carol Tulko 



                                                      8056 SE Sequoia Drive 



                                                Hobe Sound, Florida 33455-7888 



 



                                                      Phone: 772-220-2634 



                                                  E-Mail: bilcar0946@aol.com 



 



 



Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 



Washington, DC 20590                                                                  November 26, 2014 



 



                                      Subject: All Aboard Florida Railroad Project 



 



 



Dear Sir: 



 



It makes no sense to be running these trains through the towns of the Treasure Coast in 



Eastern Florida.  The trains will be running through many small towns with multiple 



crossings that will impede both foot and automobile traffic.  The tracks are not up to high 



speed trains standards.  If All Aboard Florida were truly serious about high speed trains, 



they would be running on welded tracks with speed over 200 miles per hour.  



 



The current projected speeds will not make the trip to Orlando, as an example, much 



shorter. You have to factor in the time to get to the train station, park your car, board the 



train and arrange for ground transportation when you get to your destination of either 



Orlando or Miami.  The area ground transportation would only add to the cost of an 



already expensive trip.  The projected total cost of this service puts it out of the reach of 



most families plus it is inconvenient. 



 



The only people seeing any profit from this project will be those already living in 



Orlando and Miami.  The major profit will be made by the New York hedge fund 



(Fortress Investment Group) when they eventually arrange to sell the project and get a 



return on their original investment in Florida East Coast Railroad, who is driving this 



project.  These rail services in other parts of the country never make money without 



government intervention.  So, when Fortress exits the project with their profit in hand, the 



taxpayer will be left paying to support a losing situation going forward. 



 



Further, there are projections of many more freight trains, with more freight cars, to be 



added after the Panama Canal expansion is completed.  In Martin County Florida, where 



we live, we have a railroad draw bridge that crosses the St. Lucie River, which has only 



one track.  There are no plans to replace this bridge built well over 50 years ago or to add 



additional track.  Both freight and passenger trains will have to be staged on either side of 



the bridge and will block intersections preventing first aid and fire vehicles from 



performing their duties and risking lives as they wait at the crossings.   
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The bridge being old and in need of replacement, takes a long time to go up or down 



when it allows boats to pass under it. The clearance is not sufficient to allow many boats 



to pass without raising the bridge.  As a former boat owner, we have been delayed for 



long periods of time by its slow opening.  We can’t imagine what the backups will be on 



the waterway when there is added more freight and 32 high speed passenger trains a day 



over this old bridge.   



 



To further complicate the bridge and safety situations, there is a severely curved track 



just south of this bridge.  This was not mentioned in the Environmental Impact Study.  



This will also slow down trains and cause a backup into downtown Stuart blocking more 



crossings and adding to this dangerous safety issue. 



 



It would be more expensive but All Aboard Florida would encounter less resistance to 



their project and get better results by having the trains go west of the populated areas 



along the Interstate 95 corridor. If the project was relocated there, the trains could go 



faster, get to their destinations quicker and not interrupt life in the Treasure Coast 



communities. 



 



If All Aboard Florida is allowed to go through our small towns and take away parking 



spaces in downtown areas, interrupt both auto and boat traffic, create safety issues and 



change the way of life for many Florida residents south of Orlando, in the long run it will 



have a negative effect on the entire State of Florida.  Florida may no longer be an area 



that visitors and residents want to spend their time and money enjoying what Florida has 



to offer.  We sincerely hope this project is stopped from continuing as currently planned. 



 



Sincerely,  



 



 



William S. Tulko 



 



 



Carol B. Tulko 



 



                                               



 













From: Pauline Fisher
To: John.Winkle@DOT.gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:44:30 PM


DATE: _12/3/14____________


TO: John.Winkle@DOT.gov and AAF_comments@vhb.com 
(AAF_comments@vhb.com)


FROM: Pauline Fisher____________________ your email address  
pollygolly@bellsouth.net _______________ ____________________


Mailing address_9875 Riverview Drive  Sebastian, FL 32976 
____________________________________________________________
______


Dear Sir: 


I am writing with concerns about the All Aboard Florida (AAF) passenger rail
 project and the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) they have 
forwarded to the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) for review and 
comment.


The DEIS repeatedly refers to the impacts of adding 32 high speed trains as
 “will be mitigated.” No remedies are discussed for important issues like 
noise, vibration, air quality, construction staging or the impact more freight 
and 32 passenger trains will have on our natural habitats and wildlife.  There
 has been a serious attempt by AAF to fool us into accepting their plan with 
misleading facts or partial truths at area forums.  Additionally, as the South 
Florida Phase 1 segment is moving forward, many people believe there is 
nothing wecan do to resolve their concerns.  That sentiment has been used 
by AAF to limit comments and promise local officials concessions and/or 
stations “sometime in the future.”  


The new AAF tracks will bisect our community of mostly retired and senior 
residents. This means increased train activity could virtually cut off the east 
parts of my neighborhood from western portions. This is a serious 
impediment to the delivery of emergency services.  Neighbors will be 
separated from neighbors and access to needed community services will be
 limited by increased delays at crossing. 
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Safety at railroad crossings is also a huge concern.  Add 32 daily high 
speed trains, PLUS 16 to 20 freight trains to road crossings, that are level to
 the roadway (grade level) and we have an accident waiting to happen.    


Also not adequately addressed is the demolition and replacement of the St. 
Sebastian River railroad bridge.  AAF states the bridge will remain in its 
right-of-way.  While the bridge may be in the right-of-way, the tracks are 
being moved east and at landfall will impact homes in the Little Hollywood 
community.  Among the issues “to be mitigated” are the impacts of bridge 
construction on the annual winter migration of the Florida Manatee, an 
endangered species. The St. Sebastian River is treated as a stand-alone 
issue.  No mention is made concerning its use as a watershed by the St. 
Johns River Management District or that the River is a tributary of – and 
included in - the National Indian River Lagoon Estuary, a Lagoon of national
 importance and in critical need of restoration.


Finally, Florida already has a passenger train that goes from Miami to 
Orlando and no one rides it.  It’s called Amtrak. 


I am asking the Railroad Administration to reject the flawed Draft 
Environmental Statement and tell All Aboard Florida to do their due 
diligence and provide needed facts that truly justify this proposal.  Better yet,
 tell them to move their trains west.  Florida voters approved an amendment 
to the state’s constitution in 2000 authorizing a high speed “bullet” train 
adjacent to Florida’s Turnpike.


 


Sincerely yours,


Pauline Fisher








From: dipomasl@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Allaboard High Speed Train
Date: Sunday, October 5, 2014 12:39:47 PM


This planned high speed train is a disaster in the making.  It will fail and cost the
 Government billions when all is said done due to a default on the proposed loan.  It is
 a disaster to all Treasure Coast citizens with the constant closing of crossings and
 problems for boat traffic.  The backups will be horrendous and the people living on
 the West side of Vero Beach will be denied immediate access to the hospital.  It will
 fail as a passenger train.  Common sense says it will not work.  Check on the
 profitability of other high speed passenger trains.   


Doug Pomasl


AMERICAN SOLUTIONS FOR BUSINESS
Doug and Irene Pomasl
1161 35th Ave.
Vero Beach,  FL  32960
e-mail: dipomasl@aol.com
Ph  772-770-2715  Fax  772-257-5704
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From: jwmll@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida - A very bad idea for North Beach, Fort Pierce, Fl
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 6:38:53 PM


We left our island home in New York to come to an island paradise in Fort Pierce. 
 The only means of egress to our island is the 17th Street Bridge in Vero Beach, or
 the Seawinds Drive drawbridge and Little Jim Bridge in Fort Pierce. The drawbridge
 is on demand, with no set schedule.  Very long freight trains travel the rails parallel to
 Old Dixie Hwy, mostly early mornings or late evenings, with some traffic interruption. 
 Between the railroad crossing and the drawbridge back-up, we are often
 inconvenienced for from 5-10 minutes at any given time.  Many cars are stranded on
 US Federal Hwy 1, unable to go East because of the train or the bridge.  One can
 only imagine the severe delays and deleterious effect on our life style,if All Aboard
 Florida manages to coerce its way into becoming a reality.  We moved here from an
 area that had regularly scheduled commuter trains. The tracks were all raised, there
 was no traffic interruptions or threats of derailments/accidents crushing the adjacent
 homes.  That threat is very real for houses along Dixie Hwy and St. Lucie Village. 
 This is a very bad proposal, disguised as commuter line. No sane adult believes a
 commuter line will prove profitable.  This is a scam to move more freight through out
 homes.
 
Michelle Lineal & Janice Wilson
3309 Caracal Dr., Ft. Pierce, FL 34949
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From: ilan sebag
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop train
Date: Sunday, November 2, 2014 3:36:31 PM


Totally opposed to train !!


-- 
Ilan A.Sebag
305 528-8966
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Not All Aboard!
Date: Tuesday, November 4, 2014 9:33:26 AM


 
 
From: Sherrie Facchine [mailto:scubalou717@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, November 03, 2014 11:43 AM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Cc: floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: Not All Aboard!
 
Dear Mr. Winkle,
I have been following the All Aboard Florida debacle from the beginning.  First of all, does
 the FRC/AAF think we're all stupid and don't do our homework?  This rail system is not
 about moving people.  It's all about moving more freight from Miami ports to points north. 
 So if that's what they're trying to accomplish then use the rail corridor further to the west and
 not right through the most populated and tourist-laden eastern corridor where our tourist
 dollars as well as our quality of life and safety will be seriously affected by 32 additional,
 high speed trains screaming through here every day, snarling our auto traffic as well as our
 boat traffic under the bridge. AAF needs to be truthful about the reasoning behind this rail
 system and who's going to pay for it (Not us!!) and who's going to ride these trains.  The
 ridership numbers don't jive and are obviously an educated "guesstimate", not reality.  We in
 Palm Beach and Martin Counties DO NOT WANT this train.
 
Regards,
 
Sherrie Facchine
Jupiter, Florida
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From: John Wojciechowski
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:53:32 PM


As a resident of Hobe Sound, I am totally against All Aboard Florida. It will have an adverse impact on the Treasure
 Coast as we know it today. We live between Bridge road and Osprey road and hear the trains coming through at
 night frequently. I can't imagine 32 trains per day between freight and rail passengers at a high rate of speed, traffic
 and boat congestion, emergency medical hold-up,etc. The negative impact of this decision will result in real estate
 losses for both private residences and business owners. I can see the For Sale signs already!


Linda Wojciechowski
8880 SE Bayberry Terrace
Hobe Sound, Florida 33455
Sent from my iPad
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From: Bob Riedel
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Allaboard fl
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:37:47 AM


Just say no
Sent from my iPad
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From: Al Ventoso
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida - Citizen comments
Date: Thursday, October 23, 2014 5:02:56 PM


The private entity that is proposing this project has applied for a loan of up to 1.5 billion under
 the guise of “Railroad Rehabilitation Improvement Financing”. Therefore, this puts the
 taxpayer potentially in line to underwrite this project. As such, I trust that taxpayer comments
 will be considered during the evaluation and approval process.


The Environmental Impact Statement was financed privately by the parties behind this project.
 Therefore it is no surprise that the study understates the impact on our environment.


Anyway we look at this, there are some obvious factors arguing against giving approval for
 this project in its current form.


1. Any time there is a government subsidy involved – direct or indirect – it is axiomatic
 that the taxpayer will be stuck with the bill. Clearly, the project is not viable as a self
 supporting operation otherwise a subsidy would not be required. Private funding would
 be plentiful if there was a return on the investment.


2. Amy time that parties with a vested interest in approving the project also fund the
 Environmental Impact Statement, it is clear that the analysis will be biased in favor of
 proceeding with the project.


This project is clearly getting dumped on Florida taxpayers. It creates conditions that will lead
 to traffic gridlock in the communities affected. The quality of life in our communities in
 Martin county will suffer not only because of the impact on traffic, but because of the
 increased noise levels and disturbance created by active train traffic. This is bad for the
 citizens and for the abundant wildlife of Martin County.


At a minimum, a truly independent and transparent study of this project and its impact on
 communities and on the environment needs to be conducted. A decision based on the biased
 studies that have been carried out would be detrimental to the interests of our communities.


Finally, a thorough independent financial analysis needs to be performed by qualified
 independent parties to ensure that the taxpayers are not stuck with the bill.
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I urge you to do what you can to stop this madness. At a minimum, the project should be put
 on hold. In the absence of any further independent evaluations, the project should be
 canceled.


Alfonso L. Ventoso
7837 SE Bighorn Drive
Hobe Sound, FL 33455








From: Thomas Ryan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop your train
Date: Sunday, November 9, 2014 12:44:13 PM


I live on the water and your train will hold up the Roosevelt bridge opening.
 You also will devalue my property because it will take to long to get to the
 ocean. Move that train inland !!!!!



mailto:kt2shabby@att.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Objection to All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 7:07:05 AM


-----Original Message-----
From: Erin [mailto:erinbrophy@rocketmail.com]
Sent: Sunday, November 30, 2014 6:31 PM
To: AAF-comments@vhb.com; Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: Objection to All Aboard Florida


Dear Sir or Madam,


        As a 45 year resident of Palm Beach County , I have followed the proposed passenger  train AAF closely. First,
 I was puzzled by the reported need, as Amtrak already has trains to Orlando that are not full  and Amtrak repeatedly
 needs government bailouts. What could be the financial incentive for exponentially increased passenger trains for
 which there is no demand?
         The Palm Beach Post brought enlightenment to this issue when reporting the expansion of the Panama Canal
 which will enable the large cargo ships from China to pass through to our ports in South  Florida. How silly of me
 not to follow the money on this preposterous plan for  'passenger trains' that will require a 1.5 billion dollar federal
 loan to upgrade the tracks from West Palm Beach to Orlando. Certainly, the track improvement would greatly
 benefit the phantom 3.5 million passengers per year AAF pulls out of thin air.  Also, of course, it would be
 beneficial for the expected increased need for freight trains and the tremendous profits expected to ensue from the
 Chinese / Asian goods.
        Therefore, since the ulterior motive of All Aboard Florida has been revealed, let us review the impact to some
 of the South Florida  communities that AAF is literally railroading:
     In my hometown of Jupiter / Tequesta , Florida , the railroad tracks nearly dissect the community.  Access to the
 only hospital , all the schools , and the main arteries of I-95  and/ or the Turnpike would be greatly infringed upon
 for the many thousands living east and/ or north of the tracks. Again, we are talking about people needing emergent
 medical care , children attempting to go to school, and workers trying to earn a living who would be affected . In
 addition, the actual time of the "passenger" trains crossing, while significant , is only going to be magnified by the
 increased traffic congestion in all directions at each railroad crossing  when the 6 + tracks are closed 32 times per
 day.
       Stuart and several other Treasure Coast towns also will be greatly effected. Quaint town centers with
 restaurants, shops and family activities are located in close proximity to the railroad tracks. The remaining few
 instances of the small town lifestyle in South  Florida are in great jeopardy.
       The quaint, quiet Florida village way of life is in danger of near ruin for multiple smaller towns and villages in
 Northern Palm Beach county and the Treasure Coast if the AAF plans are implemented. I strongly disagree with All
 Aboard Florida 's destructive plans for multiple South Florida communities and the 1.5 billion dollar federal loan
 which will not be feasibly repaid by unfilled  passenger tickets.


                                                                                 Sincerely,


                                                                                 Erin Brophy
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From: Nancy Horrigan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:53:48 PM


LItterally everyone I know and I am opposed to the All Aboard Florida as we, in Stuart
 are a small town that is literally halfed by the rails that go through.  The number of
 times our lives will be disrupted by this proposal is unacceptable. PLEASE do not let
 this proposal become our worst nightmare.  I am a long time educator who has
 raised my children in Stuart and I know not one person who is in favor of this.
Most Sincerely,
Nancy Horrigan
Stuart Fl



mailto:marlinsea@yahoo.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Hermine Paulin
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Alll Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, October 9, 2014 12:00:20 PM


I have been living on the Treasure Coast ( Stuart) for 40 years and am  vehemently  OPPOSED
 to the All Aboard Florida Train.
I'll do everything in my power to to   S T O P  it.   
Hermine Paulin
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From: Susan White
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida - Copy of letter to John Winkle at FRA
Date: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 12:23:10 PM


November 25, 2014
 
Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE
Washington, DC 20950
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
I live in Jensen Beach in Martin County on Florida’s Treasure 
Coast. I am adamantly opposed to All Aboard Florida (AAF). It 
will reduce my quality of life. I came here from Northern Virginia
 to live out my retirement years in a quiet, low stress area. Now 
I’m starting to regret that decision. I see AAF as a serious 
detriment to my future quality of life and to my golden years. My
 opinions on key issues follow.
 


1. Biased Draft Environmental Impact Study. The study 
was commissioned by the leaders of AAF. It does not fairly 
represent the effects of AAF on the Treasure Coast. I 
believe the study would have been more realistic, and 
would have had better mitigation plans, if it had been done
 by an objective and independent party with no direct ties 
to AAF.
 


2. AAF leadership integrity? They say they’re not aware of 
issues raised by Martin County residents re: AAF’s request 
for permission to float private activity bonds. How can that 
be true when more than 38,000 Treasure Coast residents 
signed a petition against AAF’s plans, and the FRA held a 
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meeting in Stuart attended by more than 500 people who 
expressed their opinions and objections to the project?
 


3. Overstated passenger traffic estimates. There are 
cheaper and more desirable ways to travel between South 
Florida and Orlando, ways that will become even more 
competitive if AAF is completed. Thus, AAF revenue 
projections should be questioned. Federal funds should not
 be loaned or supplied in any form to this project. 
Taxpayers should not be put in the position of subsidizing 
AAF in the future
 


4. Single track Stuart railway bridge. The bridge must be 
raised to allow east-west boat traffic on the St. Lucie River.
 Additional trains (both passenger and freight) will cause 
boats to be stopped for longer periods of time. This will 
harm our commercial and recreational interests. AAF’s 
plan is to let this 100-year old bridge remain single 
tracked, and to create staging areas to handle the queue of
 backed-up trains.
 


5. Staging trains in Stuart is a bad idea. Proposed staging 
areas appear to be mini railway yards with constant 
commotion, activity, and additional noise. The northern 
staging area is near population; the southern is near 
wildlife. AAF’s solution does not satisfactorily mitigate 
these negative impacts.
 


6. Downtown Stuart business will suffer & traffic will 
worsen. The City of Stuart has an historic and quaint 
downtown. AAF tracks run through a busy intersection 
called Confusion Corner, so named due to a convergence of
 4 roads in the busy downtown and the confusion this 
poses to drivers and pedestrians. Adding trains (passenger 
and freight) will exacerbate the confusion, especially when 
our population swells during the winter season. This will 
make the historic downtown less desirable to visit and 
could threaten the viability of many small businesses. AAF 
should move trains west toward central Florida where 
tracks already exist, where population density is far less, 
and where businesses will not suffer. AAF is not planning 
passenger stations from West Palm Beach to Orlando, so 
they would not be losing passengers by using a western 







route.
 


7. Downtown Jensen Beach will suffer. Jensen Beach also 
has a quaint and historic downtown, smaller than Stuart. 
The commercial downtown is one block long with a traffic 
rotary at the end crossed by AAF tracks. It’s painful to 
imagine high speed passenger and additional freight trains 
barreling through our tiny town, not to mention the 
resultant safety issues. Train noise and vibration in such a
 close and confined area will be devastating to downtown 
businesses. Shops, restaurants, the bank, hotel, and 
numerous arts and crafts boutiques will all be severely 
impacted. Patrons are sure to dwindle and profits destined 
to fall. Customers will not tolerate the disruptive effects of 
the trains barreling through, and they will take their 
business elsewhere.
 


8. Pedestrian & wildlife safety. AAF tracks in Martin County
 pass through some densely populated and wildlife 
protected areas. The corridors are not contained for the 
most part. The speed of AAF passenger trains is proposed 
to approach 110 mph. This means that pedestrians 
crossing the corridor--and wildlife in the corridor--will have
 much a greater risk of injury than with freight trains 
travelling at 60 mph. The AAF plan does not satisfactorily 
mitigate this risk.
 


9. Substantial increase in train noise & vibration. 
Currently I hear freight trains passing within 3-4 miles of 
my home at all times of the day and night. Horns blare, 
and the machinery creates a rumbling noise with 
vibrations. Thirty-two passenger trains daily, travelling up 
to 110 mph, will increase these health stressors. 
Directional horns may mitigate some noise to my ears, but 
what about the noises and vibrations emanated by train 
machinery? Noise and vibration technologies are not being 
used effectively in the AAF plan, in my opinion.
 


10. Crossing delays can be life-or-death situations. AAF’s 
tracks run north and south here. This effectively stops east
 and west travel when trains are present at crossings. 
Emergency personnel are prevented from travelling east 
and west when trains are present. Fire Rescue personnel 







say that ‘seconds count’ in most emergency situations. 
Additional passenger (and freight) trains will impede their 
progress in reaching hospitals, fires, and other life-
threatening incidents. Fast passenger trains can reduce 
crossing down times, but backed-up trains from staging 
areas that follow in each other’s footsteps will increase 
crossing congestion and down times. AAF’s plan to 
schedule trains from staging areas will lead to extended 
delays at crossings. This is not a solution that we should 
have to accept.


 
Sincerely,
 
Susan White
2021 NW Windemere Dr
Jensen Beach, FL 34957


Stationery, a Yahoo Mail and Paperless Post collaboration
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From: Mary Lou
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stopping in Stuart
Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 3:49:12 PM


We might consider a "yes" if we would benefit from a stop in Stuart.


Sent from my iPad
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From: Yancey
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@DOT.Gov
Cc: floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: Application by All Aboard Florida for New Passenger Service in South Eastern Florida
Date: Monday, November 24, 2014 6:51:17 PM
Attachments: Train letter #2.docx


Dear Ladies and Gentlemen,


Attached you will find my comments, concerns, and suggestions regarding this application.  The bottom line for me
 in Stuart, Florida is that I can see no short or long term benefits.  I would appreciate your review of my concerns
 and the overall effect your approval would have on every one of the residents living along the Treasure Coast.


Thank you for taking the time to read my letter.


Sincerely,
Dave Hillegas
Stuart, Florida
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David Hillegas


3713 SE Starboard Lane


Stuart, Florida 34997


November 21, 2014


Mr. John Winkle


Federal Railroad Administration


SE Room W38-311


1200 New Jersey Avenue


Washington, DC 20590





Re:  Application to the Federal Railroad Administration for a New Passenger Rail Service from Orlando to Miami along the East Coast of Florida (All Aboard Florida)





Dear Mr. Winkle,


I am a resident of Stuart, Florida and very concerned about the consequences of a favorable decision on the application to expand the Florida East Coast Railroad for passenger service.  My concerns not only affect me and my family but all my neighbors here and all along the railroad tracks from Daytona to West Palm Beach. 


If for some reason the Federal Railroad Administration wants to approve this application to improve economic conditions in Florida, I suggest that the applicant utilize the railroad tracks which currently go from West Palm Beach to Orlando on the western side of I-95 and the Florida Turnpike. This would  result in far fewer problems and adverse effects on all the residents living along the proposed route as there would be far fewer railroad crossings, far fewer railroad bridges, and especially a very great reduction in the number of residents affected between West Palm Beach and Orlando. In addition it seems that the upfront infrastructure costs would be greatly reduced.


The specific reasons and concerns which follow will very likely result in a sizable decline in the living conditions and way of life on the south east coast of Florida.





I. How will new passenger service affect my life?


A. Short term


1. No benefit to me or my neighbors as there are no stops in Stuart or from Daytona to West Palm Beach


2. Greatly increased delays at railroad crossings for all individuals living east of the tracks…this includes me.


3. Greatly increased waiting time for ambulances and firetrucks to get to my house.  I am older and prompt emergency service is important to me.


4. Greatly increased safety hazards as train speeds will be substantially increased.  The population east of the railroad is mostly retired, older folks with reduced eyesight and hearing.


5. The noise level will increase substantially.  Each freight train now blasts its horn about 3 or 4 times at each crossing.  I have 2 crossings near my home, and there are currently about 60 to 80 horn blasts per day for me.  With 30 more trains it will increase to about 280 horn blasts per day…an increase of over 400%. 


6. There will be a substantial increase in the wait time to get my boat under the railroad bridge in Stuart, which results in many more boats waiting in line; and if wind and tides are heavy, the potential for accidents increases.  This is a major safety hazard for boats going to and from the west coast of Florida over Lake Okeechobee.


B. Long term 


1. When I use to ride AMTRAK from New York to Washington, DC during my working days, I noticed that the residential homes and small business looked old, run down, and not maintained along the tracks.  I never saw well maintained homes and businesses within about 1/4 mile of the tracks.


2. What do the deteriorating values along the tracks mean for me?  Over time property values will fall as fewer buyers will be willing to put up with all the noise, delays, and deteriorating buildings near the tracks.


3. Small businesses on the east side of the tracks will have fewer customers from the west side of the tracks due to delays and hassles at crossings.  These customers will only visit businesses and restaurants on the west side of the tracks.


4. Many small business may close as they are only marginally profitable now.


5. The Florida Counties, where the tracks are located, will very likely receive reduced real estate taxes because of property values dropping on the east side of the tracks where most of the higher priced homes exist.  Values of homes on the west side are lower for similar types of homes as they are not near the water, ocean, or bays.


6. I expect that the applicants for this new rail service will put up very little of their own funds and will rely on substantial loans from the Federal Government and/or Federal Agencies and/or Florida.  If the owners are serious, I think they should put up at least 25% of the upfront starting costs and pledge all the companies assets and partnership interests as guaranteed collateral for the government loans.  In addition they should pledge some of their own assets as guaranteed collateral for these loans.  This would really show they are committed to long term profitability.


7. Passenger service alone will not make their investment profitable.  Just take a look at AMTRAK profits from rail service where it serves multi millions of people living between Boston and Washington, DC.  The Federal Government continues to subsidize AMTRAK.


8. My impression is that this railroad will have difficulty in reaching profitability for many many years, if ever. This means that tax payers, including me, will be asked to pay taxes for subsidies to keep the operation going; and if there is bankruptcy, our tax dollars will also be used to pay off all or part of the Federal and State guarantees on loans to this railroad.





With the potential that tax payers will be asked to provide funds for subsidies to the railroad and that my quality of living will decline and building values will very likely decline for me and all residents living within 1/2 mile of the railroad, I hope the Federal Railroad Administration will decline to approve this application on the railroad and not diminish the appeal of the Treasure Coast to visitors and home buyers.


Thank you are reviewing these thoughts and concerns.  Please forward them to the decision makers for their review.  Again, I urge the Federal Railroad Administration to vote against this application.  If you have any questions, please let me know.


Sincerely,











David Hillegas 








	


  










From: rfish01@bellsouth.net
To: john.winkle@dot.gov; AAF_COMMENTS@vhe.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:02:53 PM


Dear Sir: 


I am writing with concerns about the All Aboard Florida (AAF) passenger rail
 project and the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) they have 
forwarded to the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) for review and 
comment.


The DEIS repeatedly refers to the impacts of adding 32 high speed trains as
 “will be mitigated.” No remedies are discussed for important issues like 
noise, vibration, air quality, construction staging or the impact more freight 
and 32 passenger trains will have on our natural habitats and wildlife.  There
 has been a serious attempt by AAF to fool us into accepting their plan with 
misleading facts or partial truths at area forums.  Additionally, as the South 
Florida Phase 1 segment is moving forward, many people believe there is 
nothing wecan do to resolve their concerns.  That sentiment has been used 
by AAF to limit comments and promise local officials concessions and/or 
stations “sometime in the future.”  


The new AAF tracks will bisect our community of mostly retired and senior 
residents. This means increased train activity could virtually cut off the east 
parts of my neighborhood from western portions. This is a serious 
impediment to the delivery of emergency services.  Neighbors will be 
separated from neighbors and access to needed community services will be
 limited by increased delays at crossing. 


Safety at railroad crossings is also a huge concern.  Add 32 daily high 
speed trains, PLUS 16 to 20 freight trains to road crossings, that are level to
 the roadway (grade level) and we have an accident waiting to happen.    


Also not adequately addressed is the demolition and replacement of the St. 
Sebastian River railroad bridge.  AAF states the bridge will remain in its 
right-of-way.  While the bridge may be in the right-of-way, the tracks are 
being moved east and at landfall will impact homes in the Little Hollywood 
community.  Among the issues “to be mitigated” are the impacts of bridge 
construction on the annual winter migration of the Florida Manatee, an 
endangered species. The St. Sebastian River is treated as a stand-alone 
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issue.  No mention is made concerning its use as a watershed by the St. 
Johns River Management District or that the River is a tributary of – and 
included in - the National Indian River Lagoon Estuary, a Lagoon of national
 importance and in critical need of restoration.


Finally, Florida already has a passenger train that goes from Miami to 
Orlando and no one rides it.  It’s called Amtrak. 


I am asking the Railroad Administration to reject the flawed Draft 
Environmental Statement and tell All Aboard Florida to do their due 
diligence and provide needed facts that truly justify this proposal.  Better yet,
 tell them to move their trains west.  Florida voters approved an amendment 
to the state’s constitution in 2000 authorizing a high speed “bullet” train 
adjacent to Florida’s Turnpike.


 


Sincerely yours,


Richard Fisher
rfish01@bellsouth.net
Mailing address_9875 Riverview Drive  Sebastian, FL 32976 
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Opposed AAF
Date: Thursday, October 2, 2014 12:42:59 PM


 
 


From: Steve Vogel [mailto:steve@scvogel.com] 
Sent: Thursday, October 02, 2014 12:33 PM
To: rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com; Winkle, John (FRA); Bill@billnelson.senate.gov;
 Greg_Langowski@rubio.senate.gov; sachs.maria.web@flsenate.gov
Subject: Opposed AAF
 
To All Respectfully,
 
AAF will be a disaster to coastal towns in South Florida. The risks and liabilities, from
 safeguarding crossings to increased freight traffic of unknown cargo, with trains speeding
 through the heart of heavily populated towns, is beyond common sense. You don't need a
 environmental impact study to tell you how dangerous and out of place 32 high-speed trains
 per day will be on the FEC tracks. 
 
AAF will have no benefit, just negative impacts, in all the municipalities along the tracks, with
 the exception of the West Palm, Fort Lauderdale, Miami and Orlando stations, where
 developers will rake in tons of money. Everyone else will have to suffer, from marine
 interests to thousands of businesses and millions of residents who have invested in these
 coastal areas. That isn't right. AAF doesn't have a right to jeopardize our quality of life.
 
Like most South Floridians, I am not against high speed passenger rail, just its proposed
 location on the FEC tracks.
 
Do the right thing. Please do not support AAF as proposed.  Thank you.
 
Steve & Lorraine Vogel
108 SW 1st Avenue
Delray Beach, FL 33444
 
A 23-year resident in Delray -- 50 years in South Florida
 
P: 561.279.2447
C: 561.573.1595
www.scvogel.com
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From: Nichols, Nancy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Falls, Monte; Coment, Wayne; O"Connor, Jim; "dreingold@ircgov.com"
Subject: All Aboard Florida - Draft EIS Comments
Date: Tuesday, November 18, 2014 2:02:50 PM
Attachments: AAF DEIS Comments_City of Vero Beach FL.pdf


Mr. Winkle:
 
Please find attached comments on the referenced DEIS from the City of Vero Beach,
 FL. 
 
 
Nancy T. Nichols
Senior Administrative Assistant
City of Vero Beach
Public Works Department
nnichols@covb.org
(772) 978-4872
 
 


Please Note: Florida has a very broad Public Records Law. Most written communications to or from State and Local Officials and
 agencies regarding State or Local business are public records available to the public and media upon request. Your email
 communications, including your email address, may therefore be subject to public disclosure.
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From: June
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Strong objection to train plan!
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:02:00 PM


We can think of nothing worse than your proposed plan to destroy the life of our town!  We've lived here 30years
 and can't imagine a proposal like this to destroy the environment. It obviously has to do with future freight service,
 which could go West of the beautiful Treasure Coast!
June & Donald Stork,  Vero Beach,Fla.
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From: Albert Cerrato
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Are you guys serious?
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 7:30:39 AM


   How could you put out a report like that, about All
 Aboard Florida. Saying it will not have an impact on
 the area. Are you guys drunk? Or are you just fat
 Government Bureaucrats, that decide what is done and
 what isn't.
   The rail system in this country is abysmal at best. I
 have photos of rail bridges that are ready to collapse
 and many in this area, where you OK'D high speed trains
 to cross.
   Do you own property next to the rails that you OK'd?
 Will your property be worth nothing after this system
 that you jerks OK'd goes in?
   You are a disgrace to the public employee system. I
 was a government employee in a city, and I would never
 do a thing to hurt the public.
   You people don't care. Now why is that? Lets see, a
 private company, whoever they are, probably a criminal
 element, contacted public officials on the sly, and
 bam, they got permission to build this rail system that
 you bums OK'd.
   Well let me tell you, it won't happen, because
 Senator's and Congressman, have been notified that they
 will be out of a job soon if they don't wake up and let
 this criminal system operate.
   It will ruin the treasure coast. It will stop
 emergency vehicles from getting to an emergency and
 possibly cost lives. If the train breaks down, who is
 going to come and repair it? You fat bastards?
   I doubt it. You will hide in your little fat stuffed
 chairs and wait until the dust settles.
   I hope they expose this railroad boondoggle that has
 been going on in this country for a century. We should
 be second to none for high speed rails or better than
 this lousy system we now have. You guys have nice cushy
 government jobs, and you don't do them.
   The fight has just begun, get ready. Court
 injunctions alone will stop this, and you guys will be
 dead long before this system even sets a spike.
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From: Mary Ann Yankanich
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, September 28, 2014 12:55:09 PM


Please stop All Aboard Florida from proceeding.  Myself and my whole community will be
 directly impacted from the noise, lack of access to health services, safety and the reduction of
 home values because of All Aboard Florida.


The studies which All Aboard Florida have prepared  are extrememly slanted in their favor
 and do not show the true environmental impact of all of the people on the Treasure Coast. 
 The tracks run very close to the coastline.  A hurricane would devastate the rails.  How it will
 get enough ridership to make it viable? The projections defy logic.  If you approve this you
 will be assuming responsibility for a grand bankruptcy and huge losses to the federal
 government as well as extreme harm to our community.
STOP THIS TRAIN.  IT MAKES NO SENSE


Sincerely, Mary Ann Yankanich
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Opposed to All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, November 18, 2014 10:27:32 AM


 
 


From: Rich Rocheleau [mailto:richrocky@comcast.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 18, 2014 10:10 AM
To: Winkle, John (FRA); Silva, Michelle (FRA); Robinson, Nathan (FTA); Public Affairs (FRA);
 FRA.CFO@dot.gov; officeoffrpd@dot.gov
Subject: Opposed to All Aboard Florida
 
To: Railroad Commission & Managment
cc: President of the United States -( on Internet)
      DOT (on-Internet)
 
I am a resident of Port St Lucie, Fl. and live west of the Railroad bridge over the St Lucie River in
 Stuart. When this bridge is down it blocks 95% of the boats looking to get to the Intracoastal  or the
 Ocean.  All Aboard Florida will result in that bridge being closed for most of the day blocking 95% of the
 boating traffic.  All boaters and most residents of the Port St Lucie, Stuart & Palm city area are opposed
 to All Aboard Florida.  What we are being told by our House & Senate representatives is that they can
 block any funding in Congress, but indicate that the Railroad Commission has the funding and can
 approve this project without Senate or House approval.  
 
Any approval of this project will cause a local revolt against you organization's management and the
 president of the United States who we think has control of your organization. 
 
Please take this into consideration before you make any decision on this project.
 
Thank You
 
Rich Rocheleau
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From: Nichols, Nancy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Falls, Monte; O"Connor, Jim
Subject: All Aboard Florida - Draft Environmental Impact Statement (City of Vero Beach)
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 1:47:01 PM
Attachments: Addl DEIS Comments_City of Vero Beach_Dec 01 2014.pdf


Mr. Winkle:
 
Attached are additional comments from 3 local groups that we would like to have
 included with our previously submitted comments. 
Please contact Monte Falls, Public Works Director, at (772) 978-4870 if you have any
 questions.
 
 
Nancy T. Nichols
Senior Administrative Assistant
City of Vero Beach
Public Works Department
nnichols@covb.org
(772) 978-4872
 
 


Please Note: Florida has a very broad Public Records Law. Most written communications to or from State and Local Officials and
 agencies regarding State or Local business are public records available to the public and media upon request. Your email
 communications, including your email address, may therefore be subject to public disclosure.
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DATE:  November 5, 2014 
To:   Federal Railroad Administration 
FROM:  Penny Chandler, President 



Indian River County Chamber of Commerce 
   1216 21st Street 
   Vero Beach, FL 32960 



772-567-3491 
   director@indianriverchamber.com  
RE:  Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
PROJECT: “All Aboard Florida” 
 
Overall DEIS review summary and comments: After review of the DEIS for 
All Aboard Florida (The Project), we believe it is inadequate. The information 
regarding Indian River County, Florida and its communities that will be impacted 
by All Aboard Florida – Sebastian, Gifford, Vero Beach as well as the county 
along or near the railroad is incomplete. 
 
Support information and appendices are missing from the report. Reputable 
local historians and cultural heritage experts from Indian River County were 
never contacted.  The DEIS attempts to pass off contacts used in the southern 
portion Phase 1 of the project (Palm Beach to Miami) as representing and 
commenting on Indian River County. This is unacceptable, the representation is 
inaccurate, and the study not at all reflective of our cultural heritage information. 
 
The document is inadequate in addressing primary concerns of the project on 
our cultural heritage sites, mitigation during demolition and construction of the 
San Sebastian Bridge, wildlife, social justice and the treatment of the Gifford 
community, and businesses. Many of the assumptions made in the DEIS are 
unsupported. Some statements in the report are in conflict with statements 
made in other parts of the report. Some of what is in the report does not match 
what has transpired in discussions with All Aboard Florida representatives in our 
community. For instance, the Gifford community was not told about the impacts 
the All Aboard Florida project will have in their community. 
 
Indian River County is a “Donor” county to this All Aboard Florida project. There 
are no direct positive economic benefits to Indian River County, Sebastian, 
Florida, or Vero Beach, Florida and including the Gifford community.   
 
The Indian River County DEIS community meeting held on November 5, 2014 
at the Indian River State College, Mueller Center was a representation of those 
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items that All Aboard Florida desired to discuss and not necessarily those items 
of critical importance to the members of the Indian River County community. 
The project maps that were displayed by Federal Railroad Administration at this 
community meeting did not even have the names of the towns in Indian River 
County that will be impacted by All Aboard Florida project! For the record, those 
towns are Sebastian, Florida and Vero Beach, Florida. 
 
Photo of map on display at public meeting is shown below: 
 



 
 
 
 
We urge that the Federal Railroad Administration, the All Aboard Florida 
consulting firm, and All Aboard Florida principals Final EIS incorporate 
provisions that will address the issues outlined in this DEIS response document 
and in every other DEIS response document provided by all agencies, 
organizations, individuals, and governments in Sebastian, Florida, Vero Beach, 
Florida and Indian River County, Florida. 
 
 



COMMENTS AND CONCERNS 
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From the Summary 
S-18 last paragraph, states that “The Project will not adversely affect (“use”) 
and public parks, recreation areas, or wildlife refuges. Collectively, these 
properties are protected under Section 4(f) of the department of transportation 
Act, as are historic properties.” On page S-19 the text continues stating that 
“The existing N-S Corridor bisects two of these Section 4(f) recreation 
resources” and names “Hobe Sound National Wildlife Refuge and Jonathan 
State Park.”   
RESPONSE: It fails to recognize that historic Pocahontas Park, the 
Heritage Center and the Vero Beach Community Center which are all 
located in an historic park. The document does not include any input from 
local authorities at Indian River County, Sebastian or City of Vero Beach. 
 



• How will the consulting group address the obvious lack of 
communication with the Cities of Vero Beach and Sebastian, Indian 
River County government and local knowledgeable organizations 
and individuals? 



 
S-19 Visual and Scenic Resources states that “veiwsheds along “N-S Corridor 
would remain primarily unchanged.”  
RESPONSE: This area of the document addresses mostly those areas 
along SR528 while barely noting the railway immediately adjacent to US 1 
that runs from Titusville (in Brevard County) through Wabasso (in Indian 
River County).  
 
See map and information below and on next page of Indian River Lagoon 
National Scenic Byway which was taken directly from U.S. Department of 
Transportation, Federal Highway Administration website for “America’s 
Byways. According to this U.S. Department of Transportation website: 
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/byways/byways/16199/maps 



Indian River Lagoon National Scenic Byway 
National Scenic Byway • Florida 



Length 150.0 mi / 241.4 km 
Time to Allow Take four hours to drive or two days to enjoy the byway. 



Fees 
There are no fees to drive the byway; however, some of the state and 
federal lands charge park fees. 



The Indian River Lagoon National Scenic Byway gives access to a National Estuary 
providing habitat to more species than anywhere in North America. History buffs, bird 
watchers, anglers, surfers, swimmers, boaters, and vacationers will find excitement at a 
national seashore, wildlife refuges, state park, museums, the Kennedy Space Center, 
beaches, and waterways. 
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Continued Response: Our County’s economy is deeply rooted in a thriving 
eco-tourism industry.  The Indian River Lagoon is a tourism generator 
from activity on the lagoon itself to the Scenic Byway mentioned here. 
According to Florida Atlantic University Harbor Branch, the lagoon 
“stretches along 40% of Florida’s east coast and yields an estimated $3.7 
billion annual economic impact for the state.”  



• All of the above information should be included in the EIS. 
• “viewshed” impacts should be acknowledged and mitigation named. 



 
Section 4:  Affected Environment  
Land Use and Transportation 
Section 4 Appendices have been omitted from the DEIS. 



• Why?  
• How will this be corrected?  
• Public opinions on certain sections are difficult to make without 



appropriate support information. 
Omitted appendices: 



• 4.1.1-A Existing land use maps 
• 4.1.3-A USCG cooperating agency acceptance 
• 4.1.3-BUSCG jurisdictional determination 
• 4.1.3-C Navigation discipline report 
• 4.2.4-A Potential contaminated sites aerial photographs 
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• 4.3.1-A USCG Coordination meeting notes August 12, 2013 
•  4.3.3.-A Characteristic plant species 
• 4.3.5-A EFH assessment 
• 4.3.6-A Rare species survey reports rare species consultation areas 
• 4.4.2-A Minority populations 
• 4.3.6-B Poverty populations 
• 4.4.5-A SHPO consultation materials 
• 4.4.5-B Cultural resources proximate to the project corridor 
• 4.4.6-A Noise and vibration contours  



 
Physical Environment 
4.3.3 Natural Environment/Wetlands 
The DEIS does document direct and indirect impacts to wetlands, protected 
species, and habitats. 
RESPONSE:  However,  



• the DEIS is inadequate for proper review because no N-S Corridor 
FLUCCS maps or habitat and wildlife impact area maps were 
provided at a proper scale to verify conflicts between the proposed 
railroad improvements and the habitat type or associated species.   



• There was no wetland maps shown to verify were track expansions 
and passing lanes would conflict with isolated wetlands. 



 
4.4.5 Cultural Resources 
Table 4.4.5-2 Certified Local Government/Local Informant Contacts Regarding 
Potentially Locally Designated Cultural Resources.  
RESPONSE:  



• No one from the public or private sector in Indian River County, City 
of Sebastian or the City of Vero Beach was contacted for 
information regarding cultural resources.  



• County authorities were completely overlooked. 
• This table names Brevard, St. Lucie and Palm Beach County only.  
• This is incomplete and inadequate information. 
• Who will be contacted in Indian River County to provide this 



information? 
• How will the consultants incorporate this information into the EIS? 



 
Further, 4-122 states “Normally, archeological and other below ground 
resources will be affected by ground disturbing activities…” as compared with 
above ground and that survey methods differ because of those differences. At 
the bottom of 4-122 it addresses the N-S Corridor and says” the Area of 
Potential Effect was limited to the footprint of subsurface activities within the 
existing approximately 100 foot wide FECR Corridor. The historic resources 
APE included the N-S Corridor as well as 150 feet on either side of the N-S 
Corridor to allow for consideration of indirect impacts.”  
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RESPONSE: *Archeological Site Significance:  The Old Vero Ice Age Site 
is west, east and under the FEC tracks. Recent excavations by 
Merceyhurst at a location immediately adjacent to the railroad have 
uncovered meaningful artifacts and information from the “Vero Man” Sites 
that continue to support that people and a large variety of extinct animals 
were in Vero 12,000 to 14,000 years ago. The local continued 
archaeological activities are essential for providing further information 
about the earliest inhabitants of the world as well as Florida.  In the future, 
we believe the positive impact on the scientific community, as well as on 
Florida, Vero Beach and the region, will be profound.  



This archeological site has been found eligible as a national historic site. 
The site will also most likely be considered as a potential World Site as a 
bone etched with a mammoth found near this site and was authenticated 
to be over 12,000 years old demonstrating that humans and animals 
coexisted in Florida during prehistoric times. The art has been declared by 
top anthropologists as the “oldest, most spectacular and rare work in the 
America’s.” 



Other archeological findings have been made at additional sites along the 
FEC tracks going northward from the Merceyhurst site at the Main Relif 
Canal through Gifford (“Gifford Bones” site) and into Sebastian.  



Plans for this AAF project have not been developed to a point where our 
community can comment. As a result, we do not know what impacts there 
will be on specific archeological sites. For instance, there has been no 
bridge plan for the area at the location of the Old Vero Ice Age Site. 



• The “Gifford Bones” site is not addressed or identified. Therefore 
no mitigation is issued. Should be included in the report. 



• Impacts and the mitigation of impacts from All Aboard Florida on 
these areas is not addressed but instead completely overlooked or 
ignored.  Site identification, impacts of All Aboard Florida laying 
added tracks and the additional vibration and mitigation of same 
needs to be noted in the final report. 



• Other sites along the track ridge are known. How will these 
important sites be accessed for archeological study? 



• Sites along the canals and the bridges are at most risk. How will 
these be handled during Phase 2? 



• How do we make further comments about this if the bridge plans for 
the location of this archeological site are not complete and available 
to the public? 



• How will information about the archeological sites in Indian River 
County be included in the EIS? 



COMMENTS 
4.4.5.1 Methodology 
Page 4-124 
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Consultation 
This page recounts meetings between AAF and SHPO. It appears there were 
several determinations established: 



• March 28, 2013 SHPO meets with AAF and determines that the need to 
coordinate with historic preservation planning representatives for the West 
Palm Beach to Orlando phase of the project “was not warranted.”  



• DEIS states that five public “scoping” meetings were held and that those 
meetings “provided adequate opportunity for consultation.” 



• “SHPO determined that no additional separate Section 106 meetings were 
necessary.” 



• Evidently “scoping” meetings were held in other counties but not in Indian 
River County.  And, in Indian River County there were no public notices for 
“scoping” meetings outside our county. 



• Appears the only archeological site identified in the DEIS in the way of the 
Project is located in Hobe Sound National Wildlife Refuge. 



• We learned that Janus research contacted five CLGs and local informants. 
NONE in Indian River County. We understand these “determinations” went 
on before the DEIS was released. 



 
Response:   Indian River County was completely ignored in this part of the 
process.  Local representation was totally dismissed without further 
consideration or notification to local representatives. There were no 
“scoping” meetings held and no publicly advertised “scoping” meetings in 
Indian River County while there were dozens of such public notices in Ft. 
Lauderdale, Orlando and Miami.  This oversight completely undermines this  
part of the Section 106 (National Historic Preservation Act), Section 4(f) 
Federal Transportation Act, and the EIS process.   



• How will FRA and AAF address and correct this oversight?  
• How will Indian River County be included at this point in the overall 



DEIS process? 
• It appears that, at the highest levels, the "standard" NEPA process 



was somehow mixed with the "integrated" method.  To our 
knowledge, this is the first time this has been done. Why? 



• We are very concerned about the lack of outreach to [only] CLGs 
and [certain] local informants and believe this denigrates the DEIS 
process and intent of benchmarked historic preservation 
guidelines.   



 
Section 5:  Environmental Consequences 
Land Use, Transportation and Navigation 



5.1.1 While the DEIS indicates little or no adverse impacts and states that 
Indian River County supports efforts for passenger rail,  
RESPONSE: It does not indicate the passionate opposition Indian River 
County Government, Sebastian City Government, Vero Beach 
Government, and others have for this project which is not simply about 
“passenger” rail service but also to deliver increased freight services and 
the impacts of that freight service on the community.  
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• Indian River County adopted a resolution opposing All Aboard 
Florida and does not believe the Project fits into the planning for 
this community. 



• Indian River County Chamber of Commerce endorses the County’s 
resolution opposing the project. 



 
On page 5-5 the DEIS states “The MCO Segment and N-S Corridor under 



the Action Alternatives would not bisect any privately owned properties…” 
RESPONSE: However, the project will completely bisect the City of Vero 
Beach, its residents and its medical and business services. 



 
On page 5-6, Table 5.1.2-1 regarding grade crossings refers to the highest 



volume intersections in Indian River County at Oslo Road and SR 60 east and 
west.  Page 5-12, Table 5.1.2-4 indicates that passenger rail will travel at 106.6 
mph through Indian River County which includes these 3 highly traveled 
intersections/crossing. Page 5-8 mentions that freight will see an increased 
length in trains but states that there will be “minor” roadway closures and 
“minimal” impacts to existing conditions.  
RESPONSE: These statements fight with one another and it is clear there 
will be significant negative impacts to crossings themselves,  delays in 
traffic due to crossing closures, and significant impacts all of the above 
will have on our residents, public safety equipment, employees, goods 
being transported, school bus and Senior Resource GoLine public bus 
schedules, and visitors traveling east and west in our community. 
 
Although the DEIS is triggered only by the All Aboard Florida passenger 
rail request for a RIF loan, the DEIS does note that FEC freight traffic (once 
the FEC line is double-tracked and the Panama Canal is opened) will 
increase.  Vibration levels as indicated in the Table 5.1.2-4 clearly state 
that current number of freight is 22 per day traveling at 54.2 mph and the 
proposed passenger will be 32 trains per day t(to start) at 106.6 mph. 



• The vibration issue should reflect the identification of the additional 
freight and mitigation measures should be identified. 



 
Senior Resource Association public bus GoLine:  Increased rail crossing 
closures may present an obstacle in adhering to transit schedules.   



• Will FEC and All Aboard Florida be required to coordinate with all 
public and private local fixed route providers in the corridor to 
minimize these impacts?  



 
48% of Indian River County population is over the age of 50.  Increased rail 
crossing present a concern for this population to be on time for medical 
appointments.  There is an added risk component to rail crossing since 
the horns will be on a static pole with reduced horn sound.  Individuals 
with decreased hearing abilities and other handicaps will be at a greater 
risk in an attempted crossing when a train is approaching.  
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• How will this disability issue be handled by AAF? There is not 
mention in the DEIS.  



 
Physical Environment 
5.2.2 Noise and Vibration 
Page 5-39 states there will be “minor vibration impacts along the N-S Corridor 
due to the increase (approximately doubling) of vibration events as a result of 
adding passenger train service to the existing freight operations.” 
RESPONSE:  This is not accurate. Existing freight today is 8-10 trains 
daily. Add to 32 proposed N-S passenger trains totals 40-42 trains daily. 
Table 5.1.2-4 on page 5-12 shows clearly that by 2019 there will be 22 
freight trains daily. That does not even consider the number of trains 
following the opening of the Panama Canal and even more trains to 
accommodate the Port of Miami.  



• Using the number reflected in Table 5.1.2-4 the total trains daily 
would be a minimum of 52 trains (not 42 as stated)  



 
Along the Vero Beach section of the tracks, the Indian River County 
Chamber of Commerce has a new (C.O. 2009) 2-story, $1.5 million 
structure used a community visitor center and business center. There are 
also multiple cultural historic facilities/tracts which include the Old Vero 
Ice Age Site (*archeological site), the historic Vero Beach Train Station, 
Heritage center building, and the historic City of Vero Beach electric plant. 
The argument we have heard is that these structures are already impacted 
by train traffic. However, today that traffic is 8-10 trains each day not 42 or 
more which will put additional vibration on these structures. 



• How will new and old structures be impacted by the additional 
vibration from the increased number and length of freight trains as 
projected in the DEIS document? 



As stated above in the 4.4.5 response –  



*Archeological Site Significance:  The Old Vero Ice Age Site archeological 
excavation site is immediately adjacent to the FEC tracks on the east side. 
However, the archeological site itself is east, west and under the existing 
track bed. Recent excavations have uncovered meaningful artifacts and 
information from the “Vero Man” Sites that continue to support that 
people and a large variety of extinct animals were in Vero 12,000 to 14,000 
years ago. The local continued archaeological activities are essential for 
providing further information about the earliest inhabitants of the world as 
well as Florida.  In the future, we believe the positive impact on the 
scientific community, as well as on Florida, Vero Beach and the region, 
will be profound.  



This archeological site has been found eligible as a national historic site. 
The site will also most likely be considered as a potential World Site as a 
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bone etched with a mammoth found near this site and was authenticated 
to be over 12,000 years old demonstrating that humans and animals 
coexisted in Florida during prehistoric times. The art has been declared by 
top anthropologists as the “oldest, most spectacular and rare work in the 
America’s.” 



There are additional documented archeological sites located in the 
northern, northeastern and mid sections of Indian River County. The DEIS 
has not dealt at all with any archeological finds in Indian River County. 
And there have not been contacts made with those in Indian River County 
who are knowledgeable to comment.  



• How will the consultant address the remaining archeologically 
significant sites within Indian River County and describe mitigation 
of damages to those sites? 



• Other response questions on this topic are named in response 
above 4.4.5 



 
Natural Environment 
5.3.6.2 Environmental Consequences 
It is specifically stated that “scrub jay meta-populations were not fully 
evaluated.”  
RESPONSE: Scrub Jays are vulnerable to mortality due to collisions with 
moving vehicles.  This is inadequate for proper review and decision 
making. Habitat loss, incidental take, and mitigation should also have 
been discussed.   



• Why wasn’t this information fully evaluated?  
• It is necessary that the Final EIS and the All Aboard Florida project 



substantively address Scrub Jay mortality and incidental take due 
to collisions with train sets in the Final EIS? 



 
The DEIS relies on mitigation banking for wetland impact compensation.  



• There are not available mitigation banks in all water management 
basins, therefore if there are areas of isolated wetland impacts in 
some areas of the project no mitigation is available as proposed.  



• This is inadequate and lacking in information as presented. 
 
5.3.3 Wetlands 
Page 5-81-91 
This section addresses and identifies wetland governing regulations and 
discusses the types of impacts. Several instances where it states minor or no 
impacts.   
 
 
 
RESPONSE: 
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• The consultant needs to address/confirm available appropriate 
wetland mitigation banks for each wetland type per impact basin 
individually. 



 
5.4 Social and Economic Environment 
Page 5-48 states in the first paragraph that the project will result “in an increase 
in future noise levels and the potential for noise impacts.”  
RESPONSE:  It is our opinion that this will result in increased difficulty to 
maintain and operate businesses efficiently and effectively at or within 100 
feet of all crossings/intersections of the railway. The increased noise and 
vibration will be coupled with additional noises and vibrations from 
sounds emitted from the wayside horns.  



• There are no maps available and no back up provided in the DEIS 
that demonstrate the amount of land owned by FEC. 



 
About 100 yards from the US 1 Ponce de Leon intersection in Vero Beach 
are over 150 residents, mostly elderly who will also be inflicted with noise 
from the wayside horns.  
 
The DEIS further states that “the Project will not displace any businesses (page 
5-127)” and that the “Project would have beneficial regional economic impacts 
from increased economic activity, tax revenues, construction jobs, and 
associated spending.”  
 
RESPONSE:  Economic Impact: 
As an example, the pet store (Cindi’s Pet Center) located at 721 US 1, Vero 
Beach is immediately adjacent to the 7th Street crossing. The shop will 
most likely need to be relocated or will close due to the increased noise 
and vibration impacts on fish, reptiles, birds and dogs. 
 
5.4.1 Communities and Demographics, 5.4.1.1 Environmental 
Cosequences 
Page 5-121 of the DEIS states that “would not result in residential displacement, 
neighborhood fragmentation or loss of continuity between neighborhoods.” 
RESPONSE:   While this statement may be true in 2014, Table 5.1.2-4 
clearly shows an increase to the total number of trains to 54 daily in 2019 
(4 years from now).  This table also shows that the 32 passenger trains are 
moving through Indian River County at speeds over 106.6mph  and freight 
at 54.2 mph in 2019. Of particularly concern are the elderly drivers and 
those who depend on foot or bicycle to cross over the tracks to get to 
medical appointments and go to their place of employment.  



• The argument that the rail line has already been in place and 
creates no changes simply is not acceptable when both the number 
of trains and the speed at which they will travel more than doubles 
by FEC estimates by 2019. Does not compare apples to apples. 
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• How will these facts presented in the DEIS (above) not change 
neighborhood continuity? 



• What will be the impact on property values and desirability of 
neighborhoods near the tracks? 



 
5.4.1.2 Indirect and Secondary Impacts  
On page 5-123 the DEIS the writer describes population and transit growth in 
South Florida. It goes on to state that All Aboard Florida would be an 
improvement to address roadway congestion and increase the ability to 
transport people between major South Florida cities. 
RESPONSE: This section only addresses issues from West Palm Beach 
through Miami. Statements made in 5.4.1.2 do not reflect the northern 
Phase 2 past of the project.  While this may be true between Palm Beach 
and Miami, it is not at all factual for Brevard, Indian River, St. Lucie and 
Martin Counties. There are no stops in any of these four northern route 
counties. These four counties are “donor counties” with no immediate or 
near-future consideration for any benefit but will encounter tremendous 
loss of mobility, peace and quiet and quality of life with an additional 32-
passenger trains and estimated doubling of freight. 
 
5.4.2 Environmental Justice 
Page 5-123 it is stated that this section describes the potential effects to 
minority and low-income populations Page 5-121 of the DEIS states that “would 
not result in residential displacement, neighborhood fragmentation or loss of 
continuity between neighborhoods.” 
 
RESPONSE: Again, this statement does not hold up and will no longer be 
factual when an additional 32 passenger trains a day are blowing through 
Indian River County at speeds of 106.6mph in 2019. (Table 5.1.2-4)   
 
According to the local history book “Hibiscus City”, When Henry Flagler 
built the rail line there was a dispute with the John T. Gifford family over 
land Flagler wanted for his railroad. To retaliate for the delay of the 
desired rail extension, Flagler’s surveyors named a small labor camp, an 
exclusive Negro community, “Gifford.”  Today, Gifford remain a largely 
non-Hispanic black and low-income population (average annual wage 
$20,373 2012 U.S. Census) with many struggles. The area has maintained 
2 and 3 tracks and is the only area of Indian River County that continues 
to see long delays from stopped trains.  
 
Within yards of the tracks through Gifford are- 



• a number of homes within 50-yards of the tracks,  
• nearby schools,  
• a medical center,  
• and businesses and employment located in close proximity to the 



railroad tracks.  
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The additional passenger and freight trains that are anticipated will have 
an increased negative social impact on this small black community and as 
stated on page 5-48 of the DEIS in the first paragraph – “this project will 
result “in an increase in future noise levels and the potential for noise impacts.”  
 
Representatives of the Gifford Progressive Civic League are very 
concerned about the additional trains, both freight and passenger, and the 
on-going impact this will have on all emergency services to and from their 
small community.  Currently, this area of the county already has more 
than one track and experiences longer delays and trains stopping than is 
experienced in other parts of Indian River County. 
 
Neighborhoods within the Gifford community, and for that matter 
elsewhere in the County, have developed their own “unofficial crossings.” 
A number of school children considered “walkers” cross the tracks to 
attend school in Gifford.  



• How will the DEIS and AAF address these “unofficial neighborhood 
crossings”?  



 
Children have been fascinated with trains and speed for decades. Starting 
with “Thomas the Train” children love trains!  Children within any part of 
our community have grown accustomed to the speed of the local freight 
trains. They can judge their “timing” with approaching freight trains 
moving 35-45 mph. It is a fact that looking down the tracks it is extremely 
difficult for pedestrians to judge how quickly the passenger rail will 
approach going speeds 80-100mph and faster.  
 
There is nothing in the DEIS that we can find that describes how AAF will 
provision for safety in these crossing areas. It is recognized that all areas 
along the tracks can not be fenced.  



• How will AAF accommodate for children and other pedestrians in 
those “unofficial pedestrian crossing” areas? 



 
In order to comply with the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the Federal 
desegregation of schools, school districts are divided by zones.  Gifford 
children are bused (long-runs) to accommodate Federal desegregation 
regulations and to raise the numbers of African American children 
attending other neighborhood schools.  This causes a disproportionate 
effect to Gifford students more so than other neighborhoods outside of 
the Gifford community. Intersections at 45th and 49th Streets are of 
concern because the children are bused over these intersections twice 
daily in order to reach their designated out of neighborhood school for 
Federal compliance reasons.  



• What special care will be used by AAF at those intersections to 
mitigate for the possibility of accidents with school buses? 
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5.4.3 Economic Conditions 
While the DEIS page 5-127 says the Project will not reduce municipal property 
taxes that is yet to be seen. The DEIS only addresses properties acquired by 
AAF.  
RESPONSE: Florida East Coast and All Aboard Florida are not in the 
position to determine if property values or property taxes would decrease. 
Property values are driven by the marketplace which will determine what 
the private sector will be willing to pay for properties near the tracks and 
that will have an impact on those privately owned properties. 
 
The DEIS further states that “the Project will not displace any businesses (page 
5-127)” and that the “Project would have beneficial regional economic impacts 
from increased economic activity, tax revenues, construction jobs, and 
associated spending.”  
RESPONSE:  This is a broad and generalized statement in which the DEIS 
consultant is referring to the southern portion Palm Beach to Miami 
segment of the N-S project corridor.  



• This statement does not apply to Martin, St. Lucie or Indian River 
Counties. 



 
There are no stops, no appreciable economic activity, no tax revenues, no 
jobs, and no appreciable associated spending that will occur in Indian 
River County. All increased economic activity and the benefits from such 
activity will occur from Palm Beach to Miami. And all employment from 
additional laying of tracks, in all areas of the project are temporary. 
 
The results of a recent survey of our Chamber of Commerce membership 
shows that- 



• 68% of our businesses believe their business operations will be 
negatively impacted by the Project. 



• 59.4% believe that their customers coming to their business will be 
negatively impacted. 



• 60.3% strongly oppose All Aboard Florida 
 
 “...freight traffic on the FECR (Florida East Coast Railroad) Corridor is predicted 
to increase. FECR operated 24 daily trains in 2006 and had projected growth of 
5-7% between today and 2016. However, due to delays in the expansion of the 
Panama Canal and other factors, it is now expected that freight operations will 
increase from the current number of trains (now 8 to 10 daily) to 20 trains per 
day by 2016, and at a 3% annual growth after 2016.”  
 
RESPONSE: 71% of business survey respondents say the added 32 passenger 
train a day will have a negative impact on our country. 
 
Some comments from our business members- 
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• “If these statistics are accurate I believe it will increase traffic and 
wait times for east/west motorists.” 



• “Rail service is key to the success of any port - you can't move 
boats on land. So I believe that this really is about increases in 
freight. They won't run 32 passenger trains a day if only a dozen or 
so people are on them.” 



• “Traffic to and from my store will be held up numerous times daily 
as the trains pass thru Vero.” 



• “My business property is next to the RR tracks -- Noisy -- distracting 
-- DANGEROUS to allow 100+ MPH train where 55 MPH is currently 
the speed limit. 55 MPH is fast enough.” 



• “Time allowances getting to and from our clients will be negatively 
affected for all outbound business associates.” 



 
As stated earlier- 
RESPONSE:  Economic Impact: 



• As an example, the pet store (Cindi’s Pet Center) located at 721 US 
1, Vero Beach is immediately adjacent to the 7th Street crossing. The 
shop will most likely need to be relocated or will close due to the 
increased noise and vibration impacts on fish, reptiles, birds and 
dogs. 



 
Table 5.4.3-1 Summary of Economic benefits-  
Page 5-128 under Action Alternatives A, C, and E states “The Project would 
increase fede5ral, state, and local government revenues and have other direct 
economic benefits to local populations.” (References Washington Economics 
Group) 
RESPONSE:  



• There are no direct economic benefits to Indian River County.  
• The information in this table is inadequate and does not support a 



“direct economic benefit” at local levels for those counties that do 
not have a stop or long-tern employment relating to the Project. 



• We recommend that the consultant provide a similar table showing 
the DIRECT benefits county by county from “increased economic 
activity, tax revenues, construction jobs, and associated spending” 
as stated on page 5-127 of the EIS. 



 
5.4.5 Public Health and Safety 
This section addresses removing cars from highways i.e. “fewer vehicle crashes 
and fewer air emissions” page 5-131.  
RESPONSE: Our business community survey respondents reported that- 



• 70.1% stated that the Project will create vehicle and pedestrian 
safety issues 



• 63.4% have concerns about emergency services access. 
• 39.4% local ability to deal with potential rail accidents. 
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5.4.5 Cultural Resources 
Page 5-137, bottom of page, states “The Project would have no direct or 
indirect effects (noise, vibration, change in setting) to the historic resources 
located adjacent to the N-S Corridor. It further states, page 5-138, that “All 
cultural resource investigations were conducted in accordance with Section 106 
of the NHPA and its implementing regulations for protection of Historic 
Properties (36CFR part 800).” And ends with “The methodology for the balance 
of the N-S Corridor was consistent with that used in the 2012 EA.”   
Response:  



• The above referenced paragraph describes how the MCO segment 
and the E-W Corridor was addressed by SHPA in consultation with 
FRA. It refers to the EA which was done for Phase 1 West Palm 
Beach to Miami not Phase 2 Martin County through Brevard County.  



• This is inadequate as Pahe 1 and Phase 2 are not equal 
comparisons but very dissimilar. 



 
In Indian River County there are the Old Vero Ice Age Site and other 
archeological sites as already reported. Historic sites including the 
Holstrom property (house and barns), and others. 



• Halstrom property (house and barns) on National Register of 
Historic Places 



• No one from Indian River County was consulted for information. 
• In the “North-South Corridor” info, no mention of sites in Indian 



River County. 
• Appears all communication was with SHPO.  



o Why was no one contacted in this part of Pahe 2? On page 5-
141 it notes Phase 1 of the project from Miami to West Palm 
Beach. 



• Hobe Sound and Fort Capron mentioned but no sites in Indian River 
County. 



• This section is incomplete and inadequate. 
 
Not acknowledged or discussed in the DEIS: 



• Old Town Sebastian Historic District East*  
o on National Register of Historical Places (2003).   



• Old Town Sebastian Historic District West*:   
o on National Register of Historical Places (2004) 



• Why were impacts of vibration, noise, safety, and viewsheds not 
included in DEIS? 



 
Section 6:  4(f) Evaluation 
6.4.2 St. Sebastian River Bridge The applicant indicated the Sebastian River 
Bridge Table 1-1 is located in Brevard County. 
RESPONSE:  The bridge is also partially located in Indian River County 
and will have environmental impacts in Indian River County.  



• Demolition and construction impacts should be addressed. 



16 
 











 
A shell midden site is reported in or adjacent to this bridgehead.  



• How will AAF work in and around this archeological site? 
 
This bridge is determined eligible for NRHP by SHPO 
 
6.4.1.4 Measures to Minimize Harm and Mitigate Impacts 
This section discusses AAF will conduct historic research, prepare an Historic 
American Buildings Survey,  Historic American Engineering Record and consult 
with SHPO prior to demolition.  
 
RESPONSE: The St. Sebastian River is a tributary of the Indian River 
Lagoon. The Indian River Lagoon has for the last several years been the 
issue of highest importance to all the N-S corridor counties from Brevard 
through Martin County. Any construction of new bridges to replace the 
existing historic structures will cause unintended negative ecological 
impact to the San Sebastian waterway and its habitat for fish and other 
wildlife in the vicinity.  Therefore, will have negative impact on the Indian 
River Lagoon.  
 
For the sake of those in our communities who are concerned about 
environmental impacts that will include negative impacts on our eco-
tourism, this section of the EIS should include a detailed description of 
how AAF will mitigate environmental damages to the river bottom, fish 
and wildlife habitats in and around the bridge location and how mitigation 
and minimization of harm will be handled during all phases of bridge 
construction.  
 
Areas of the EIS rely on mitigation banking for wetland impact 
compensation.  There are not available mitigation banks in all water 
management basins. For instance, the eastern part of Indian River County 
is in Basin 22 St. Johns River Water Management District and has no 
freshwater wetland mitigation bank currently operating. There is not a 
currently authorized Basin 22 mitigation bank, and so there are no 
mitigation credits available to offset impacts to freshwater wetlands within 
this basin. 
 
If there are areas of isolated wetland impacts in some areas of the project 
no mitigation is available as proposed.  This is inadequate as presented. 
 
See map inserted below: 



Basin22 .pdf
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This section of the report should reflect that it can reasonably be expected 
that adverse impacts to manatees will result from St. Sebastian River 
bridge demolition/construction, as well as the increased frequency and 
speed of proposed AAF rail traffic.  The C-54 canal (historic West Prong of 
the St. Sebastian River) is a major warm water aggregation area for 
manatees; thus, the bridge site is in an area of high manatee use. The 
DEIS states that during demolition and construction of the St Sebastian 
Bridge, siltation barriers will be used around the construction site that 
would not impair manatee movement.  



• Additional mitigation and caution may be required to allow the 
manatees to access warmer water in the event of cold weather. 



• An aerial overlay should be provided onto the Track Chart 3.3-B4 
• When asked at the public meeting held in Indian River County “how 



will mitigation be described in the final EIS?, the consultant at that 
station indicated “all of this will be addressed in the project 
permitting process.” That means he expects this to bypass the EIS 
and go straight to permitting further demonstrating that the public 
meeting was no more than an FRA dog and pony show. This should 
be addressed in the EIS. 



 
Demolition and Construction Noise: When source levels are greater than the 
thresholds, there are impacts to the organisms. That can be calculated and 
should demonstrate the distances to which those effects may extend.  



• How will noise vibrations via water be addressed and mitigated for in 
regard to damages to habitat and breeding of species of fish and 
breeding within this waterway?  



• What are the statistics of the level of noise and vibration carried from 
the bridge construction areas in the St. Sebastian River into the Indian 
River Lagoon?  



• How will AAF research and accommodate for cumulative sound 
exposure from pile driving noise and vibration during the construction 
of the new bridge?  



• How will AAF determine if noise from the installation of piles has the 
potential to negatively effect fish, turtles, and manatee?  



• How will these source levels be compared to known thresholds?  
• How far will the harmful noise and vibration travel before attenuating 



below threshold values? 
• Please gather information and explain in the EIS: How will rust from the 



demolition will be mitigated? 
 
Section 7: Mitigation Measures and Project Commitments 
7.2 Project Commitments 
7.2.11.1 West Indian Manatee Mitigation Measures 
RESPONSE: This section of the report should reflect that it can 
reasonably be expected that adverse impacts to manatees will result from 
St. Sebastian River bridge demolition/construction, as well as the 
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increased frequency and speed of proposed AAF rail traffic.  The C-54 
canal (historic West Prong of the St. Sebastian River) is a major warm 
water aggregation area for manatees; thus, the bridge site is in an area of 
high manatee use. The DEIS states that during demolition and construction of 
the St Sebastian Bridge, siltation barriers will be used around the construction 
site that would not impair manatee movement.  
 



• What additional mitigation and caution will be utilized to allow the 
manatees to access warmer water in the event of cold weather?  



• How will the manatees be protected from rust and other debris that 
may come from the demolition of the existing bridge structure? 
 



Map clearly shows Manatee Viewing Area - 
 
 



19 
 











From: Falls, Monte
To: Nichols, Nancy
Subject: FW: TIC response to FRA DEIS
Date: Wednesday, November 26, 2014 2:27:09 PM
Attachments: TIC_draft_to_DEIS.docx



 
 



From: sisustarfish@aol.com [mailto:sisustarfish@aol.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, November 26, 2014 1:37 PM
To: graves.amelia@gmail.com
Cc: Vonada, Joyce; Falls, Monte
Subject: TIC response to FRA DEIS
 
November 26, 2014
 
 
 
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue
SE Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590
 
Attn: John Winkle
 
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
The Indian River Neighborhood Association is a non-profit, non-partisan organization
dedicated to quality of life matters throughout our County.
 
Earlier this year we brought together organizations and local governments
experiencing significant concerns about impacts from All Aboard Florida
which represents the establishment of high speed passenger and expanded freight
rail services proposed to run through our County without stopping.
 
We formed the Train Impact Coalition (TIC) and for your information a list of
participants is included below. Our singular purpose was to protect our
communities from any potentially negative impacts by All Aboard Florida. Our intent
was to do so by inserting our concerns, as allowed by law, into the federal process
which would release the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). 
 
The DEIS has now been released.  We have studied it and find it very deficient
identifying impacts to our communities. All our comments are presented in the
attachment.  
 
Thank you for your consideration of these comments. We look forward to your
response addressing our concerns. Please do not hesitate to contact me for any
additional information.





mailto:/O=CITY OF VERO BEACH/OU=COVB/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=ENGR/CN=MFALLS


mailto:NNichols@covb.org
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MISSING APPENDICES 



To fully understand the design and impact upon Indian River County and to provide an accurate response to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement the following missing 34 appendices are required:   







Appendix  No.  Description        
Appendix 1.1-A 1 FONSI 
Appendix 1.1-A2 FONSI Exhibits 
Appendix 3.3-A Fort Lauderdale Re-Evaluation Documents 
Appendix 3.3-B Alternative A Track Plans 
Appendix 3.3-C Grade Crossing Details 
Appendix 3.3-D Alternative C, E-W Corridor OOCEA Portion PlanSet 
Appendix 3.3-E Alternative E, E-W Corridor OOCEA Portion PlanSet 
Appendix 3.3-F Ridership and Revenue Study Summary 
Appendix 4.1.1-A Existing Land Use Maps 
Appendix 4.1.3-A USCG Cooperating Agency Acceptance 
Appendix 4.1.3-B USCG Jurisdictional Determination 
Appendix 4.1.3-C Navigation Discipline Report 
Appendix 4.2.4-A Potentially Contaminated Sites Aerial Photographs 
Appendix 4.3.1-A USCG Coordination Meeting Notes, August 12, 2013 
Appendix 4.3.3-A Characteristic Plant Species 
Appendix 4.3.5-A EFH Assessment 
Appendix 4.3.6-A Rare Species Survey Reports 
Appendix 4.3.6-B Rare Species Consultation Areas 
Appendix 4.4.2-A Minority Populations 
Appendix 4.4.2-B Poverty Populations 
Appendix 4.4.5-A SHPO Consultation Materials 
Appendix 4.4.5-B Cultural Resources Proximate to the Project Corridor 
Appendix 4.4.6-A Recreation Resources 
Appendix 5.2.2-A Noise and Vibration Contours 
Appendix 5.2.2-B Noise Impact Tables 
Appendix 5.2.2-C Vibration Impact Tables 
Appendix 5.2.3-A Farmland Soils, Completed NRCS Forms 
Appendix 5.2.4-A Risk Evaluation Summary Table 
Appendix 5.3.1-A Bridge Crossing Maps 
Appendix 5.3.4-A Floodplain Impacts 
Appendix 5.3.6-A Section 7 Meeting Notes 
Appendix 5.3.6-B Section 7 Consultation Materials 
Appendix 8.1-A NOI 
Appendix 8.1-B Scoping Report              				
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Pages 5-39 FREIGHT



On pages 5-39 and thereafter, the Draft EIS makes references to expanded freight traffic with little to no explanation.   A clarification is requested.   



To be credible the DEIS should include estimates for projected speed, length, and crossings per day and per hour for rail lines shared by passenger service and freight transport, including both full and partial capacity.  Any assumptions should disclose the methodology and reasoning underlying the estimates. 



1.2.3 N-S CORRIDOR 



No public official record exists of FECR land ownership, specifically what land is owned immediately contiguous or adjacent to the existing track. 



Without this knowledge there is no way to accurately respond to potential impacts using established parameters and mathematical models.  This information and the final double track design throughout Indian River County is necessary in order to respond to measureable impacts on adjacent properties.



Upon release of such information the process must allow public comment time.  







1.3, 1.4, 1.5, 1.6 COOPERATING AGENCY



The FRA failed to cooperate with all local governments to gather information. 



The Council on Environmental Quality Regulation requires NEPA analysis and documentation "in cooperation with State and local governments" having jurisdiction by law or special expertise.  



When individual applications were made by the local governments of Vero Beach, Sebastian and Indian River County for "Cooperating Agency" status they were all denied.  This resulted in an absence of local knowledge in the DEIS.  



 



8.1 SCOPING 



No Scoping meetings were held nor advertised in Indian River County and there is no record any effort was made to identify, nor grant status to, any organization in Indian River County for either jurisdictional authority or special expertise.  



This omission excludes correctly identifying, analyzing and mitigating adverse impacts to the natural and human environments in Indian River County and compromises the NEPA process. 
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4 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT   and   5 ENVIRONMENAL CONSEQUENCES   



St. Sebastian River and Bridge



The Army Corps of Engineers fails to identify the southern leg of the St. Sebastian River Bridge in Indian River County.  The entire Bridge is stated to be due for demolition and replaced with 2 new single-track bridges. 					



This Bridge crosses over the St. Sebastian River which flows entirely into Indian River County making its way into the St. Sebastian River State Park. The North Sebastian Conservation Area is immediately south. 



These are all environmentally sensitive waters and adjacent lands, home to endangered and protected species of flora and fauna and ecologically important wetlands. The waters from the Indian River Lagoon flow into this waterway.



These sections also neglect study of climate change-sea level rise on this waterway and bridge and no identification of impacts due to demolition and construction. 



The DEIS fails to include a proper analysis of the St. Sebastian Bridge, the underlying waterway or the endangered species.  Due to this omission, it is requested that the FRA issue a supplemental EIS on the referenced issues. 







4.4.1, 4.4.2, 5.4.1,5.4.2 ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE 



The DEIS fails to address the fact the current railroad tracks run through the minority community of Gifford which existed well before the tracks were placed.  



Local knowledge states there are adults walking and bicycling across the tracks going to and from work.  There are parents with children walking across the tracks going to and from school and the stores. And local knowledge reveals a history of adverse events due to crossing closures when critically ill individuals were unable to be transported by members of their community for acute medical care on the other side of the tracks. Local knowledge will also identify a well in near proximity to the tracks and which is used by local residents to draw drinking water.  



Federal de-segregation rules apply. The School District advises additional crossing closures will require disproportionately longer bus routes for Gifford students.



The DEIS contains no local knowledge. Such knowledge should be identified and incorporated into a supplemental DEIS to comprehensively identify and analyze impacts from the addition of high speed passenger rail and expanded freight service.  There must also be consideration of alternatives and long-term benefits.  
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4.1,4.2, 4.4, 5.1, 5.2, 5.4 SOCIO-ECONOMIC CONDITIONS 



As proposed, there are no planned stops in Indian River County and high speed passenger and expanded freight service will be maintained along the length of the tracks from the northern to the southern borders. These trains will cut through or travel adjacent to specific land uses which include but are not limited to residential, retail, commercial, historic and medical zonings.  



The DEIS fails to identify and analyze impacts such as noise, vibration, vehicular travel interruption and construction with respect to such areas and their property values, real estate taxes, business vitality and employment factors. 



No benefit to Indian River County has been identified, no alternatives are considered.  To be credible the DEIS must identify and analyze such impacts and include consideration of alternatives and benefits.   



					



5.4.1 COMMUNITIES  



There is scant mention of the N-S Corridor in Indian River County and no acknowledgement of the various communities adjacent to the current rail tracks. 



Residential areas and facilities such as medical centers and retail businesses are in close proximity and often separated by the current rail tracks. The DEIS completely ignores identification of potential disrupters or fragmentation in these areas due to the addition of high speed passenger and expanded freight rail services. 



Maintaining the integrity of such areas needs identification and analysis with specific attention to the fact there will be more impact with more rail services.  The DEIS lacks such study.    



A credible analysis should include alternative considerations and long term benefit. 



					



5.4.4 PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY



The DEIS is deficient identifying threats to the local communities.



There is no record of accidents to include the transport of hazardous and nuclear materials, no history of crossing incidents, no statement of pedestrian incidents and no log of variable crossing closures with incident.   



There is no analysis of the ability of Law Enforcement, Emergency Management and Fire-Rescue to respond to critical situations. 



The foregoing should be documented and analyzed to provide a remedy to eliminate any threat to the public well-being and the DEIS should incorporate this information.
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5.4.5 CULTURAL AND HISTORIC RESOURCES  



Significant historical sites in Indian River County lack any mention in the DEIS. Such sites are immediately within the rail corridor and document 13,000 years of human presence in the area. Examples are the Vero Man Ice Age and the Gifford Bones Sites.       



The DEIS also neglects to mention the Sebastian District which lists many historical sites and the historic Vero Beach Crestlawn Cemetery, all adjacent to the rail tracks. They are among the many local sites alongside the existing tracks which are listed or potentially eligible in the National Register. Additionally, the Vero Man Ice Age Site may soon be considered a World Site.



Impacts such as noise and vibration must be considered and analyzed before any additional rail service is contemplated. Refer Section 106 NHPA, Section 4.f FDTA	



Parks and Recreation Resources exist throughout Vero Beach, Sebastian and the County with some immediately in the rail corridor. 



The DEIS must identify these historic and cultural resources. There must be appropriate action to assure they will not be negatively impacted with the expansion of rail services. 



																	~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~                                     



In summary, the DEIS fails to identify impacts to the natural and human environments in Indian River County.  



By doing so the document is prevented from addressing analysis of alternative projects with consideration of beneficial outcomes.   



The DEIS must be supplemented, as referenced in the foregoing commentary, in order to present a comprehensive analysis in accordance with NEPA guidelines.  



[bookmark: _GoBack]
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Sincerely,
 
Honey Minuse, Chair Executive Committee,
 Indian River Neighborhood Association
        27 Starfish Drive
        Vero Beach, Florida 32960
 
cc: Army Corps of Engineers
 
 
 
 
The following is a list of participants in the Train Impact Coalition (TIC), Indian River
County Florida:
 
Penny Chandler, Indian River County Chamber of Commerce
Beth Mitchell, Sebastian Chamber of Commerce
Gifford Progressive League, Joe Idlette III
Ruth Stanbridge, Indian River County Historical Society
Vicky Gould, Main Street Vero Beach
Randy Old, Vero Man Ice Age Site
Sandra Rawls, Vero Man Ice Age Site
Bill Aufiero, Vero Man Ice Age Site
Rebecca Rickey, Heritage Center
Nick Schaus, Barrier Island liaison (IRNA)
Robert Schaedel, Architect
Judy and Jim Gallagher, Sebastian Property Owners Association
Carol Barry, Sebastian liaison (IRNA)
David Hunter, Barrier Island liaison (IRNA)
Mary Kiernan, Sebastian liaison (IRNA)
Karen Disney-Brombach, Indian River County School Board elected official
Jane Schnee, Friends of St. Sebastian River
Tom Gruber, Engineer
Buzz Herrmann, Friends of St. Sebastian River
Jeff Luther, Indian River County Sheriff's Department
Barbara Hoffman, Cultural Council
Sam Zimmerman, Indian River County Planning and Zoning Commission Chair
Bill Cannon, Canaveral Groves
John Debus, Treasure Coast Progressive Alliance
Sue Olson, Micco Homeowners Association
Chelle Woods, Micco Homeowners Association
Jan Black, Micco Homeowners Association
Andrea Coy, Sebastian, City Council Member
Joe Griffin, Sebastian City Manager
Frank Watanabe, City of Sebastian
Cynthia Watson, City of Sebastian
Peter O'Bryan, Indian River County, County Commissioner











Dylan Reingold, Indian River County, County Attorney
Kate Cotner, Indian River County, Assistant County Attorney
Amelia Graves, Vero Beach, City Council Member
Jim O'Connor, Vero Beach City Manager
Monte Falls, City of Vero Beach
Dan Dexter, City of Vero Beach
Dan Lamson, Executive Director, Indian River Neighborhood Association
Honey Minuse, Indian River Neighborhood Association  
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MISSING APPENDICES  
To fully understand the design and impact upon Indian River County and to provide an 
accurate response to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement the following missing 
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Pages 5-39 FREIGHT 



On pages 5-39 and thereafter, the Draft EIS makes references to expanded freight 
traffic with little to no explanation.   A clarification is requested.    



To be credible the DEIS should include estimates for projected speed, length, and 
crossings per day and per hour for rail lines shared by passenger service and freight 
transport, including both full and partial capacity.  Any assumptions should disclose the 
methodology and reasoning underlying the estimates.  



1.2.3 N-S CORRIDOR  



No public official record exists of FECR land ownership, specifically what land is owned 
immediately contiguous or adjacent to the existing track.  



Without this knowledge there is no way to accurately respond to potential impacts using 
established parameters and mathematical models.  This information and the final 
double track design throughout Indian River County is necessary in order to respond to 
measureable impacts on adjacent properties. 



Upon release of such information the process must allow public comment time.   



 



1.3, 1.4, 1.5, 1.6 COOPERATING AGENCY 



The FRA failed to cooperate with all local governments to gather information.  



The Council on Environmental Quality Regulation requires NEPA analysis and 
documentation "in cooperation with State and local governments" having jurisdiction by 
law or special expertise.   



When individual applications were made by the local governments of Vero Beach, 
Sebastian and Indian River County for "Cooperating Agency" status they were 
all denied.  This resulted in an absence of local knowledge in the DEIS.   



  



8.1 SCOPING  



No Scoping meetings were held nor advertised in Indian River County and there is no 
record any effort was made to identify, nor grant status to, any organization in Indian 
River County for either jurisdictional authority or special expertise.   



This omission excludes correctly identifying, analyzing and mitigating adverse impacts 
to the natural and human environments in Indian River County and compromises the 
NEPA process.  
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4 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT   and   5 ENVIRONMENAL CONSEQUENCES    



St. Sebastian River and Bridge 



The Army Corps of Engineers fails to identify the southern leg of the St. Sebastian River 
Bridge in Indian River County.  The entire Bridge is stated to be due for demolition and 
replaced with 2 new single-track bridges.       



This Bridge crosses over the St. Sebastian River which flows entirely into Indian River 
County making its way into the St. Sebastian River State Park. The North Sebastian 
Conservation Area is immediately south.  



These are all environmentally sensitive waters and adjacent lands, home to endangered 
and protected species of flora and fauna and ecologically important wetlands. The 
waters from the Indian River Lagoon flow into this waterway. 



These sections also neglect study of climate change-sea level rise on this waterway and 
bridge and no identification of impacts due to demolition and construction.  



The DEIS fails to include a proper analysis of the St. Sebastian Bridge, the underlying 
waterway or the endangered species.  Due to this omission, it is requested that the FRA 
issue a supplemental EIS on the referenced issues.  



 



4.4.1, 4.4.2, 5.4.1,5.4.2 ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE  



The DEIS fails to address the fact the current railroad tracks run through the minority 
community of Gifford which existed well before the tracks were placed.   



Local knowledge states there are adults walking and bicycling across the tracks going to 
and from work.  There are parents with children walking across the tracks going to and 
from school and the stores. And local knowledge reveals a history of adverse events 
due to crossing closures when critically ill individuals were unable to be transported by 
members of their community for acute medical care on the other side of the tracks. 
Local knowledge will also identify a well in near proximity to the tracks and which is 
used by local residents to draw drinking water.   



Federal de-segregation rules apply. The School District advises additional crossing 
closures will require disproportionately longer bus routes for Gifford students. 



The DEIS contains no local knowledge. Such knowledge should be identified and 
incorporated into a supplemental DEIS to comprehensively identify and analyze impacts 
from the addition of high speed passenger rail and expanded freight service.  There 
must also be consideration of alternatives and long-term benefits.   
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4.1,4.2, 4.4, 5.1, 5.2, 5.4 SOCIO-ECONOMIC CONDITIONS  



As proposed, there are no planned stops in Indian River County and high speed 
passenger and expanded freight service will be maintained along the length of the 
tracks from the northern to the southern borders. These trains will cut through or 
travel adjacent to specific land uses which include but are not limited to residential, 
retail, commercial, historic and medical zonings.   



The DEIS fails to identify and analyze impacts such as noise, vibration, vehicular travel 
interruption and construction with respect to such areas and their property values, real 
estate taxes, business vitality and employment factors.  



No benefit to Indian River County has been identified, no alternatives are considered.  
To be credible the DEIS must identify and analyze such impacts and include 
consideration of alternatives and benefits.    



      



5.4.1 COMMUNITIES   



There is scant mention of the N-S Corridor in Indian River County and no 
acknowledgement of the various communities adjacent to the current rail tracks.  



Residential areas and facilities such as medical centers and retail businesses are in 
close proximity and often separated by the current rail tracks. The DEIS completely 
ignores identification of potential disrupters or fragmentation in these areas due to the 
addition of high speed passenger and expanded freight rail services.  



Maintaining the integrity of such areas needs identification and analysis with specific 
attention to the fact there will be more impact with more rail services.  The DEIS lacks 
such study.     



A credible analysis should include alternative considerations and long term benefit.  



      



5.4.4 PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY 



The DEIS is deficient identifying threats to the local communities. 



There is no record of accidents to include the transport of hazardous and nuclear 
materials, no history of crossing incidents, no statement of pedestrian incidents and no 
log of variable crossing closures with incident.    



There is no analysis of the ability of Law Enforcement, Emergency Management and 
Fire-Rescue to respond to critical situations.  



The foregoing should be documented and analyzed to provide a remedy to eliminate 
any threat to the public well-being and the DEIS should incorporate this information. 
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5.4.5 CULTURAL AND HISTORIC RESOURCES   



Significant historical sites in Indian River County lack any mention in the DEIS. Such 
sites are immediately within the rail corridor and document 13,000 years of human 
presence in the area. Examples are the Vero Man Ice Age and the Gifford Bones 
Sites.        



The DEIS also neglects to mention the Sebastian District which lists many historical 
sites and the historic Vero Beach Crestlawn Cemetery, all adjacent to the rail tracks. 
They are among the many local sites alongside the existing tracks which are listed or 
potentially eligible in the National Register. Additionally, the Vero Man Ice Age Site may 
soon be considered a World Site. 



Impacts such as noise and vibration must be considered and analyzed before any 
additional rail service is contemplated. Refer Section 106 NHPA, Section 4.f FDTA  



Parks and Recreation Resources exist throughout Vero Beach, Sebastian and the 
County with some immediately in the rail corridor.  



The DEIS must identify these historic and cultural resources. There must be appropriate 
action to assure they will not be negatively impacted with the expansion of rail services.  



             
    ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~                                      



In summary, the DEIS fails to identify impacts to the natural and human environments in 
Indian River County.   



By doing so the document is prevented from addressing analysis of alternative projects 
with consideration of beneficial outcomes.    



The DEIS must be supplemented, as referenced in the foregoing commentary, in order 
to present a comprehensive analysis in accordance with NEPA guidelines.   
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MEMORANDUM and LETTER REPORT 
 
Date: November 29, 2014 
 
From: Ruth Stanbridge, Research Historian 
   
Re: Draft Environmental Impact Statement - All Aboard Florida Project.   
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this Proposed Project.  The following is submitted and specifically 
directed to the Consultation and Cultural Resources of the above DEIS as it relates to the National Historic 
Preservation Act (NHPA) Section 106 and Federal Department of Transportation Act (FDTA) Section 4 (f).  
 



COMMENTS 



From the beginning, the citizens of Indian River County and other Treasure Coast Counties were assured by both 
the Federal Rail Administration (FRA) and All Aboard Florida (AAF) that all concerns would be answered and the 
Draft Environmental Statement (DEIS), when released, would be complete and creditable.   



After reviewing this DEIS over the past few weeks, the determination has to be made that this document is not 
complete and far from creditable.  It is solely lacking in the most basic information and details, especially in the 
identification and discussion of the cultural resources of Indian River County.   



The DEIS Summary is the first indication that there has been no consideration given to cultural resources of Indian 
River County.  There are no acknowledgements of the significance cultural resources or historic districts that are 
located in or immediately adjacent to the FECR Railway Historic District.  There was no text, table, or report in the 
DEIS to note that a true cultural resource assessment has been done for APE of the N-S Corridor.  There is, 
however, a bold statement on page S-18 that says that “The Project would have no direct or indirect effect (noise, 
vibration, and change in setting) in the historic resources located adjacent to the N-S Corridor.”  That statement is 
ridiculous!   



A proper survey and discussion of cultural resources (including archaeological sites) cannot be found in the 
Affected Environment (Chapter 4), or Environmental Consequences (Chapter 5), and is totally missing from 
Chapter 7 (Mitigation and Project Commitments).  That is unacceptable!  
 
Because these resources have not been identified or acknowledged in the DEIS, is it presumed that there are no 
“environmental consequences”?   This DEIS is flawed.  It has created confusion and bewilderment not only for the 
public but for the local governments and cities trying to review the document.  Again, this DEIS is unacceptable and 
a failure of the FRA and their consultants who were tasked to write a complete and creditable document. 
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As early as July 2013, FRA was being assured by AAF and their consultants that SHPO “was comfortable that AAF 
has properly consulted with them and that, at this point, [there are] “no adverse effects” to cultural resources 
from this project." [8 July 2013 letter - 4.4 .5 A2].   Again, this was another bold statement made more than two 
months before the release of the DEIS and months away from the end of the commenting period.    



 



FAILURE TO COMMUNICATE:   



(1) In the letters of March 28, 2013 [4.4.5 A1] and July 8, 2013 [4.4.5 A2] FRA determined “that the 
coordination with local preservation planning representatives used in Phase I was “not warranted in 
Phase II” and that “coordination with local entities was not required …”  



(2) Also,  FRA agreed “not to use the ‘substitution approach’ to streamline the NEPA and NHPA Section 106 
consultation process” which meant that the “standard Section 106” method would be used - 8 July 2013 
letter [4.4.5 A2]  



(3) In these same pre-DEIS meetings, the determination was also made and concurred with at the highest 
level that coordination with local planning representatives was "not warranted" (see page 4-124).   
 



These pre-DEIS letters between FRA, AAF, and SHPO were summarized in the DEIS paragraph on page 4-124 and 
became part of the document.  They also set the stage for what happened in Indian River County and other local 
governments.   



No contacts were made with local government (cities or county), historical or heritage organizations or individuals 
in regard to information or input on cultural resources.  No scoping meeting was held in the County. The City of 
Vero Beach and the City of Sebastian both located along the APE of the N-S Corridor were not contacted.  Neither 
the Indian River County Historical Society nor the Sebastian River Historical Society was asked for information on 
cultural resources.  The planning staff of two Cities and those of Indian River County were never called.  Even the 
County Historian (duly appointed by the Indian River Board of County Commissioners) and who has worked closely 
with the Department of State, Bureau of Historical Preservation, for over thirty years was never asked for 
information. 



SHPO, when contacted on October 15, 2014 by email about these pre-DEIS determinations, responded that “An 
agency official may use the process and documentation required for the preparation of an EA/FONSI or an EIS/ROD 
to comply with section 106 in lieu of the [standard 106 process] if the agency official has notified in advance the 
SHPO/THPO and the [Advisory] Council that it intends to do so”.   



Whatever method was used - the “standard Section 106 process” method or the streamlined and flexible 
“substitution” approach – local public participation and involvement is guaranteed, but FRA’s determinations in 
the early pre-DEIS meetings compromised this coordination and consultation. 
 



(4) Table 4.4.5.2 (page 4-125) – This Table explains that 4 Certified Local Governments (CLG), 1 urban 
planner, and 1 archaeologist were contacted. 
 



The Orlando-WPB Corridor is well over two hundred miles long and runs through 6 counties with a dozen or so 
large and small local city governments, at least another dozen or so planners with each city and county, many local 
historical societies, preservationists, and knowledgeable local people, yet only 6 contacts were made with only 3 
responses?    
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A Certified Local Government cannot be a substitute for “local government”, consulting parties, consulting 
agencies or local preservationists in regards to Section 106.  The urban planner in the St. Lucie County cannot be 
substituted for the urban planner in Indian River County.   FAILURE TO COMMUNICATE! 



FAILURE TO ACKNOWLEDGE CULTURAL RESOURCES:   



(1) In Section 4.4.5 Cultural Resources:  Most of the historical properties and archaeological sites in Indian 
River County located in or immediately adjacent to the APE of the railway corridor were not 
acknowledged, surveyed, or discussed in this DEIS.  These resources were omitted or simply dismissed 
from the Section.  Therefore, no analysis could take place. 



 



The entire Section (pages 4-120-132) was alarming, no detail discussion of historical buildings and structures 
appeared and no cultural resource assessment report was included.  The most shocking was that no recognition 
was given to two National Register Historical Districts in the City of Sebastian that are located in or immediately 
adjacent and on either side of the FECR Linear Historic District.  Not only are these National Register Districts in or 
immediately adjacent to the APE of the N-S Corridor there are over 40 buildings or structures within their 
boundaries with many of them in the APE and several are individual properties potentially eligible or already listed 
on the National Register. 



Throughout the length of the county in or immediately adjacent to the APE of the N-S Corridor, there are a number 
of other single historic properties potentially eligible or already listed on the National Register.   These were not 
acknowledged in any way.  They would fall under Section 106 (NHPA) and will have impacts from noise, vibration, 
and safety issues, yet they are not listed or discussed in the entire document.   



The “three architectural/historical resources” mentioned on page 4-129 of the DEIS are only identified in the 
Tables that follow this statement.  The railroad corridor, the bridge, and a railroad platform are slated for 
reconstruction activities or demolition.  No other cultural resources were listed or acknowledged in the text or 
Tables with the text. 
 
In the separate Appendix 4.4.5-B3 which shows the “proximate” of cultural resources in relationship to the N-S 
Corridor APE, there are some resources identified only by their FMSF#s identification.  There is no refer, no 
discussion, or other acknowledgement of these resources in the DEIS text.  Again, there is no Cultural Resources 
Assessment Report (CRAC) or Table attached to this DEIS.   
 
The DEIS also failed to acknowledge or identify several very important archaeological sites located in or 
immediately adjacent and within the N-S Corridor.  These sites are of major significance and have national 
implications and, even, international importance - unforgiveable!   Another failure of this DEIS. 
 



(2) Archaeological Resources (4-131) – Under this portion of the DEIS only one archaeological site in Indian 
River County is reported in or immediately adjacent to the APE of the N-S Corridor.  This one site is a shell 
midden not evaluated by SHPO while several more archaeological sites in the Corridor were Ignored 
and/or dismissed.   



 
One of those missed is a site in or immediately adjacent to the bridge landing of the St. Sebastian River Bridge 
(FMSF#8BR3062/8IR1569) near Roseland.  This is the St. Sebastian Bridge that will be demolished as part of this 
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Proposed Project.   Again, this site listed on the Florida Master Site File was not acknowledged, surveyed, or 
investigated.   
 
Two sites with major potential were also ignored or dismissed.  Neither the Vero Man site (FMSF#8IR09) nor the 
Gifford Bones site (FMSF#8IR07 and FMSF#8IR08) were mentioned.    Both are potentially eligible for National 
Register status.  
 
The Vero Man site has gained both National and International attention.  In fact, the excavation at the Vero Man 
Site is now going into its second season. The State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) is well aware of the 
potential of this site.  Again, this is a total failure of the DEIS in not properly addressing cultural resources along 
the N-S Corridor and not actively coordinating with local government and local people! 
 
 
FAILURE TO ACKNOWLEDGE IMPACTS TO CULTURAL RESOURCES: 
 
In Section 4.2.2 and Section 5.2.2, impacts to cultural resources are discussed.  Unfortunately, this DEIS has 
not recognized or acknowledged these resources (including the archaeological sites) and therefore, 
discussion of the “environmental consequences” and impacts has been limited.  Vibration, noise, and safety 
issues are major concerns. 
 



(1) Table 4.2.2-1 separates noise-sensitive land uses into Categories.  Category I lists National Historic 
Landmarks as one of the “significant outdoor uses”. 
 



In Indian River County there are two National Register Historic Districts and a number of single historic properties 
listed on the National Register or potentially eligible that falls within this Category. These are in or immediately 
adjacent to the APE of the N-S Corridor, but, again, they were not identified, acknowledged, or discussed in the 
text or anywhere in the DEIS document.  They would fall under Section 106 (NHPA) and there will be 
environmental consequences from noise, vibration, and safety issues.  
 
 Located in Pocahontas Park (page 4-141) are two historic buildings which are considered community centers (one 
is on the National Register and another potentially eligible). The Park is listed in Table 4.4.6-2 and is considered 
under Section 4 (f) and Section 6 (f).    The historic buildings are not acknowledged in the Table as part of the Park. 
In fact, their existence is not acknowledged anywhere in the text - only as a FMSF# on Map 45 [4.4.5-B3].   
  
These community centers and Pocahontas Park host hundreds and hundreds of people per day, yet the DEIS failed 
to discuss or acknowledge these buildings and their uses.  In fact, the Park, itself, was misidentified as being owned 
and managed by Indian River County, but Pocahontas Park is a city park in Vero Beach and has been since 1913. 
Impacts from noise, vibration, and safety issues are major concerns. 
 
A historic farmstead consisting of a house museum (listed on the National Register), barns, and a future as an 
educational center was totally dismissed.  There is no mention made of this property in the document.  This 
Farmstead would be considered under Section 4(f) and is a unique property with over 100-acres of conservation 
and preservation land including several rare and endangered species onsite.  Its eastern boundary is located in or 
immediately adjacent to the APE of the N-S Corridor.  Again, this entire historic farmstead with barns was 
omitted from discussion as well as impacts from noise, vibration, and safety issues. 
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(2) The FRA did determine that the N-S Corridor would result in “long-term noise and vibration with adverse 



impacts to residents and properties”. (page 5-39) 
(3) They also determined that “the ground-borne vibration already exceeds the criteria” (page 5-51).   The 



N-S Corridor is consider a “heavily used rail corridor” (more than 12 trains per day) with additional 
impacts if the trains double (FRA 2012a). 
 



Again, vibration, noise, and public safety are major concerns to all the cultural resources in or immediately 
adjacent to the APE of the N-S Corridor.  Since these cultural resources were not acknowledged, recorded, and are 
missing from the DEIS records and since public involvement was non-existence, no adverse impacts were discussed 
or recorded. 



With the only plans – the 30% plans – available, there was inadequate information to review in regards to impacts.  
Sixty percent (60%) plans were requested but NOT provided while the ninety percent (90%) plans will not be 
available until weeks after the DEIS deadline for comments has passed.  Plans at 60% are considered standard in 
any construction project, but for reasons unknown, the FRA and AAF determined that those plans were not 
necessary for this DEIS.   Failure to acknowledge impacts! 



There are no way local governments, owners of these properties, preservationists, and the general public will have 
to accurately address impacts to these resources without information, data, and plans!  Failure to acknowledge 
impacts! 



SUMMARY 



This “reconstruction” proposal by AAF will add “new” modern infrastructure, additional high speed passenger 
trains, and increased freight.  Impacts of vibration and noise to cultural resources were NOT addressed in this DEIS.  
Safety issues in and around these cultural resources were NOT discussed.  This DEIS simply did NOT acknowledge 
or recognized these resources and so they presumed they must NOT exist as far as “consequences” from this 
Proposed Project. (See Cultural Resources, pages 4-120-132 and Table 4.2.2-1- Noise and Vibration – page 4-35) 



But these cultural resources do exist and will be impacted not only by the current Proposed Project, but any future 
increase in rail freight.  This freight issue may rapidly increase “if and when” the passenger service proves to be a 
financial burden. The practical use of this “new” modern infrastructure would then be to return to a freight 
corridor.  History has a way of repeating itself and in 1968 - passenger service was discontinued on the FEC Railway 
and freight increased - so it could happen again!      



What recourse will the public have to address impacts from increased freight when the passenger service 
decreases or is discontinued?   The FRA must find language to add to any final document that will allow the issue 
of substantially increased in freight service to be re-visited and re-evaluated.  
 
CONCLUSION 
 
All Aboard Florida representatives have promoted this Proposed Project to the public as a “restoration”.  This term 
was actually used by one of the agencies, but this is not a restoration.  A “restoration” would “restore” passenger 
service with the trains moving at a slower rate of speed with the original stops “restored” along the way.  Again, 
this is not a “restoration” this is a “reconstruction” with modern tracks, new and upgraded bridges, and NO stops 
at small and restored railroad stations. 
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Whether it is a restoration or reconstruction, there are many local citizens, organizations, and governments along 
this Corridor that are highly displeased and very disappointed with the Federal Rail Administration and how this 
DEIS was handled.  There is also amazement that an Agency with the reputation of the FRA would allow an 
Environmental Impact Statement, so poorly done, to be released, even, as a “Draft” document. 
 
This DEIS does not represent the goals and objectives of Section 106 and Section 4 (f) nor does it adhere to the 
criteria that the Federal Rail Administration or any other Federal government agency must have to move forward a 
Proposed Project of this scope.   
 
The deficiencies in this document are just too much to overcome in an amendment, or, even, in a supplement.  By 
rejecting this DEIS, as it is written, there will be an opportunity to move forward with a “new” document and a 
realistic timeframe that follows the proper and official guidelines.  This will guarantee local governments and the 
public their right to participate from the beginning and not be “allowed” in at the end!  
 
FAILURE TO COMMUNICATE  



 FAILURE TO ACKNOWLEDGE CULTURAL RESOURCES 
         FAILURE TO ACKNOWLEDGE IMPACTS 
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From: David Brown
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Opposed to AAF
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 10:29:17 AM


I am a 70-year old senior citizen that has lived in Palm City, Florida, for over 15 years.  I am
 opposed to AAF coming through Stuart, Florida, using tracks that are between my residence
 and the hospital that I must go to in emergencies.


David E. Brown
2273 SW Estella Ter
Palm City, FL
34990-3263


Phone: 772-485-1367
EMail: debrown1014@icloud.com
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From: Francis Wolek
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Strongly Oppossed to AAF
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 4:33:56 PM


Dear Railroad Official


This email is a formal commentary of strong opposition to the All Aboard Florida Program.
We have many concerns regarding the impact of this program on the Treasure Coast.
However, our primary point of opposition is with the process used to formulate and
present the plan to the public.


The process should have been a Full Systems analysis of not just All Aboard but of the Total
Rail System (such as Freight and Passenger) for the next 20 to 35 years and not just of AAF,
but of all reasonable alternatives (such as major alternatives such as a western routing).


Granted, this would be an expensive process. But if fairly and openly formulated it would welcome
and include data and analyses from non-official, private, and non-governmental organizations.


In short and as presented, we are strongly opposed to All Aboard Florida!


Francis W. Wolek
Professor Emeritus and Previous Federal Deputy Assistant Secretary


Gloria Wolek
Previous Chair of a Township Board of Commissioners


Both of us are Florida home owners in Stuart, Florida
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From: James Spears
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attention John Winkle
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:30:33 PM


The environmental impact on our neighborhood will be great by the All Aboard Florida
 project.  I live .4 miles from the railroad track.  Our neighborhood has morphed from
 a retirement community to a residential area with lots of young school age children. 
 Access to all essentials will be severely restricted or delayed.  I cannot leave my
 neighborhood to go to the grocery, post office, boat ramp, gas station, laundry,
 hardware store or anything without crossing the railroad tracks.  The traffic already
 backs up from Riverside Drive to Center Street on AIA when trains come through. 
 Now this will happen 50 times a day.  I will not be able to get to my doctor, dentist,
 the emergency care facility, or Jupiter Medical without inordinate delays due to the
 over 50 crossings per day.  The increase in freight traffic will increase delays also.


You need to come and walk our neighborhood.  It is a quiet safe neighborhood. 
 This will transform it into a loud train yard.  The sound of the rails is loud even if
 the horns are silenced.  The railroad bridge can be heard for 2 plus miles.  The noise
 will be almost constant if 50 trains go through a day.


In addition I am a boater.  It is terrifically unsafe to try to have a lots of boats maintain
 their position while waiting for the railroad bridge go up.  I selected this sleepy
 boating community over 20 years ago because it was quiet and had easy access to
 boat ramps, the Loxahatchee River and the inlet.  


A lot of my net worth is tied up in my house.  If AAF goes through the impact on the
 value of my house is not going to be good.  


You are our court of last resort.  Please, please, please don't allow this private
 enterprise to destroy our way of life in the name of profits.


Thanks for reading this and your consideration.
 
J. Rudy Spears
348 Church Road
Tequesta, FL 33469
561-602-7466
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From: Patty Laubaugh
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:44:37 PM
Attachments: Document1.docx
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I am writing to ask that the project proposal for All Aboard Florida NOT be approved. 





In addition to the gross waste of taxpayer dollars to fund a private business venture, All Aboard Florida will cause a disparate impact to the public right of navigation.


 


I live approximately one mile from the tracks that these trains will travel. The impact, on the major intersection (5 Points), that borders this track will be a nightmare. (Delays, congestion, not to mention the noise, to the surrounding neighborhoods.)





My son lives beyond the proposed New River train bridge crossing and the additional proposed closures of the bridge will essentially render his property (along with thousands of others') land locked.  The train bridge as currently constructed effectively closes a major commercial and recreational waterway  when it is in use. 





The damage that All Aboard Florida, a private business, will do to the commercial and recreational boating industry is unjust and not in the public interest.  





Patty Laubaugh


2116 NE 24 Street


Wilton Manors, FL 33305










From: rakonda.gray.ctr@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Orange County Comish Supports Nazis on Veteran"s Day
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:02:56 PM


Rakonda Gray
Administrative Assistant
Communications and Legislative Affairs
VESA Health and Technology
US Department of Transportation
1200 New Jersey Ave., SE
Washington, DC 20590
Direct Line: 202-493-1355
Mobile: 202-236-4580
Rakonda.Gray.CTR@Dot.Gov


-----Original Message-----
From: Public Affairs (FRA)
Sent: Tuesday, November 18, 2014 12:33 PM
To: England, Michael (FRA); Flatau, Warren (FRA); Lake, Michael.CTR (FRA); Fisher, Kim CTR; Thompson,
 Kevin (FRA); Cole, Michael J. (FRA); Mercer, Henry Dickson (OST); Barkley, Timothy (FRA); Booth, Michael
 (FRA); Cole, Michael J. (FRA); Chromey, Tretha (FRA); England, Michael (FRA); Flatau, Warren (FRA); Gray,
 Rakonda CTR (FRA)
Subject: FW: Orange County Comish Supports Nazis on Veteran's Day


________________________________________
From: defendjerusalem@mindspring.com
Sent: Tuesday, November 18, 2014 12:32:37 PM (UTC-05:00) Eastern Time (US & Canada)
Subject: Orange County Comish Supports Nazis on Veteran's Day


>>>>>Subject: Orange County Comish Supports Nazis on Veteran's Day
>>>>>
>>>>>Dear Commissioner Ted Edwards:
>>>>>
>>>>>Having driven from Miami Beach to Orlando (and back) to raise critical issues surrounding "All Aboard
 Florida's" hiring Siemens to run its trains, I had asked Mayor Jacobs for perhaps a few additional minutes, which
 she adamantly refused.
>>>>>
>>>>>How much could I offer in 3 minutes on this outrage of hiring one of the worst German Nazi companies in
 the Holocaust that had ignored their role in it or responsibility to Survivors and heirs Siemens had put through 'hell'
 and still allow to suffer.
>>>>>
>>>>>I had sent to you and the whole Orange County Commission, a four page statement on Siemens, who could
 care less.
>>>>>
>>>>>So, while platitudes were given to Veterans on this, Veterans Day, the 400,000 Americans who lost their
 lives to stop the Nazis and Japanese and the millions wounded in WWII that claimed 70 millions of lives, were in
 fact ignored and the Nazis given a victory with your support of All Aboard Florida's train scam.
>>>>>
>>>>>This goes along with Orlando, 71 out of 100 cities on how its treats Veterans to begin with. If it isn't 'Disney'
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 what difference does it make?
>>>>>
>>>>>There was Siemens and also Allianz for Travel Insurance. Allianz's CEO was Hitler's Economics Minister,
 while Allianz insured the 'death camps' and the Nazis, while stealing from the Jews, their 'death benefits' and now
 owe $2billion to Survivors and heirs, but refuse to meet with them or to compensate them while doing 'golf
 tournaments' in Boca Raton, Fla.. Allianz lobbies Congress so that the ONLY group in America that can't sue the
 companies that were part of the Holocaust are survivors.
>>>>>
>>>>>After I finished my statement and you were rocking in your chair throughout my presentation, you were the
 ONLY commissioner to come to Siemens defense which has an operation in Orange County.
>>>>>
>>>>>At least you offered that you weren't familiar with Siemens past.
>>>>>
>>>>>Even though you've been serving on this Commission since 1996, you showed no class or concern about
 Siemens, when a legitimate public servant would have offered your 'expertise' to bring Siemens and Allianz to the
 table with us and Survivors, in how they must compensate Survivors and heirs before doing business with AAF or
 anyone.
>>>>>
>>>>>Mr. Edwards, on Sept. 18, 2014, Holocaust Survivors testified before Congress that of 125,000 Survivors in
 America and many thousands in Florida, 1/2 of them are below the poverty level and have to choose between food
 and medicines. One Half of Florida is also struggling to survive as well on all levels not addressed by public
 servants in both parties who are only concerned about their own greed and sell out politics.
>>>>>
>>>>>Then on Oct., 20, 2014, it was announced how the U.S. State Department had allowed Nazi killers to collect
 Social Security by the $millions if they would leave the U.S. and they could keep these payments, instead of being
 put on trial for mass murders. The U.S. brought in 10,000 Nazis after WWII. How many are in Orlando?
>>>>>
>>>>>A week later in the Miami Herald, it was announced that the CIA had hired 1000 of these Nazi killers in their
 'Cold War' with the Soviets, as if the Soviets were worse than these killers of 7 million Jews and 5 million others.
>>>>>
>>>>>A few days later, also in the Herald, a company that makes small creamers for coffees had pictures of Hitler
 and Mussolini on those creamers in Switzerland and the manufacturer said "It's been 70 years' as in 'who cares?'
>>>>>
>>>>>Then in the beginning of November, Obama's goons in the Atlantic call Bibi Netayahu of Israel and in affect
 all Israelis and Jews, 'cowards and chickenshits'.  Shalom International protested this outrageous attack by calling
 Obama the 'chickenshit' and 'Jew-hating Jihadist' in protests we did in Miami at the Torch of Friendship by Bayside
 and again the next day at the Fed. Bldg. in Downtown Ft. Lauderdale, before I testified against Siemens before the
 Ft. Laud. City Commission.
>>>>>
>>>>>With the thousands who drove by and hundreds who walked by us,on Nov. 3, 2014, even the Blacks didn't
 defend Obama. We knew then the results of the Nov. 4 elections.
>>>>>
>>>>>How is it possible for the world's #1 leader to foster so much hate against the Jews and along with the UN,
 EU and Vatican to keep demanding that the Jewish religion and our 5000 yr. "Covenant with G-d" that millions of
 Jews were slaughtered for, didn't matter. Or that Jerusalem, Jewish for 3000 yrs, needs to also  be divided and given
 to the very Arab Nazis aligned with Hitler to 'kill all Jews' and still do and who also danced in the streets after '9/11'
 and has only built a body count, while Obama is allowing Iran to build its nukes to use against Israel and America.
>>>>>
>>>>>Have we lost our minds?
>>>>>
>>>>>Nov. 9, marked the anniversary of "Kristolnacht" which started the Holocaust and Europe and Germany,
 today, have yet to be deNazified and anti semitism is raging again.
>>>>>
>>>>>When I met with the German Consul General in Miami, on June 26, 2014, he said 'another Holocaust was
 possible'. I spent over an hour with him on why McDonald's was allowed to hand out flyers where people could buy
 burgers and fries at Dachau Death Camp, near Munich, where 40,000 were murdered and this the first of many,
 many death camps, among 42,500 locations of mass murder and exterminations of Jews. Or that at Auschwitz, the







 world's largest Jewish cemetery and where millions were murdered, that there are restaurants, disco, crosses,
 banking and post office on this sacred ground, where Siemens ran slave labor and mass murder and in 400 other
 camps as part of their horror show you openly endorsed by saying on Nov. 11, 2014: "It's great to see the private
 sector come in and fund and build a project like this."
>>>>>
>>>>>Since when is the Holocaust not relevant to today's discussion and since when is morality not a factor....
 when making a buck is the priority and Siemens made $104billion last year while ignoring the victims of their Nazi
 monstrosities.
>>>>>
>>>>>
>>>>>Commissioner Jennifer-Thompson was even more stupid with" "I've been all Aboard All Along".
>>>>>
>>>>>Aboard what?
>>>>>
>>>>>If Amtrak already does 79 mph and All Aboard Florida will do 110 mph, then for 31 miles faster, we are
 going to spend $1.5billion we all know the taxpayers will have to foot this bill, like so many other scams? Amtrak
 is $43 and AAF won't disclose the cost of fares and we have the 'Red Bus' from Miami to Orlando that is $20 round
 trip, with WIFI, TV screens and no disruption of phone service on the trains with this bus as part of 9 buses that run
 from Miami to Orlando, then why would anyone want to spend $1.5billion and among the questions you and
 commissioners should have asked among many I will discuss below, but you folks were frothing to back this
 fraudulent system on so many levels. Did I mention all the planes that fly Miami/Ft/laud to Orlando?
>>>>>
>>>>>If Gov. Scott returned to the Feds. last year, $2.4billion for a rapid train from Tampa to Orlando, which is far
 less the distance from Miami to Orlando, then what is this $1.5billion price tag or is this part of the lies?
>>>>>
>>>>>On Wed., 11/12/14, I attended a meeting of the U.S. Coast Guard regarding AAF etc. that was held in
 Hollywood, Fla.
>>>>>I made my two minute presentation and then heard much from the 60 attending on how the New River in Ft.
 Lauderdale would create much chaos for boaters and their whole support system with train  bridge closings for 32
 trains more than the mess and dangers that exist today with the freight trains.
>>>>>
>>>>>Now the recommendation was either to raise the rail bridge or build a tunnel and not to add to the existing
 chaos for boaters, The Boat Parade, builders and those waiting in traffic, plus noise, fumes, stress, etc. All Aboard
 Florida hasn't offered a dime for any of this or for 36 bridges along the Miami to Orlando route and 9 bridges
 needing to be permitted and possibly 18 bridges being replaced and a new one built in Brevard County to cross St.
 Johns River or potential for Indian River, Lagoons, Jensen Beach-Jupiter Inlet, St. Sebastion River and Eau Gallie
 Rivers, among so many environmentally sensitive areas that would be impacted by AAF. The tunnel from Port of
 Miami recently finished cost over $1billion alone. Nothing offered by AAF.
>>>>>
>>>>>Infrastructure damage, flooding, tidal damage, fishing and bird habitat and replacements and surface and
 groundwater considerations and habitat destroyed besides wildlife, let alone residential displacement and
 neighborhood fragmentation....or public health, safety, security, pollution, stress and each of the 360 crossings are
 different in terms of noise, 'quiet zones', vibrations, structural damage, water reserves, wetlands, floodplains, social,
 economic and cultural resources, parks, recreation, utilities, eco tourism, manatees, bird and fish protected areas,
 among so many issues involved with this AAF system, Orange County Commission blindly endorsed in not asking
 any of these and others questions.
>>>>>
>>>>>Just because AAF claims it will be privately funded, who will back those bonds if they don't meet ridership
 for 32 trains daily?  What are their revenue projections and profit potentials?
>>>>>
>>>>>So with their claim that AAF will reduce cars, this too makes no sense as folks will have to rent a car on
 either end and if that's the case why not rent to begin with and see the real Florida at one's leisure and cheaper too?
>>>>>
>>>>>While over 40,000 have signed petitions against AAF just in St. Lucie County, the attitude from All Aboard
 Florida is one of sticking it to the public and not addressing any of the issues presented on all levels of this
 operation.  Their credibility stinks, like most politicians playing this same kind of game.
>>>>>







>>>>>What of property values down by 20% along the route?
>>>>>
>>>>>What happens when those huge container ships that will come through the Panama Canal in two years, that
 have 8000 containers on them and then put on trains.
>>>>>
>>>>>If there are 8-14 freight trains running today, now add 24-28 more freight trains, plus 32 from AAF. Now add
 26-50 from Tri-Rail from Miami to Palm Beach and then the traffic congestion, pollution, stress, wasted gas,
 becomes a major nightmare affecting everyone, etc.
>>>>>
>>>>>With 360 railroad crossing between Miami and Orlando and the need for overpasses and underpasses that are
 all very expensive, then where is AAF offering to pay for this in private funding, letting alone the disruption for
 building such a scenario and long trains with hundreds of cars, needing to be spoken of?
>>>>>
>>>>>I sat on the Miami-Dade MAPP committee on transit. The speed lanes on I-95 with the orange poles are my
 suggestion as well as how to stop freight trains  crossing LeJeune Rd. by Miami International Airport right in the
 middle of rush hour, which would stop traffic for lots of time throughout this area and not just LeJeune Rd., but
 effect the expressways as well. The issue wasn't just to accommodate the railroad, but the very many thousands
 sitting in traffic whether in cars or trucks.
>>>>>
>>>>>There are no federal safety rules or the impact, real impact of traffic on any of this.
>>>>>
>>>>>There is much resistance to AAF and its attitude to ignore any and all of these issues and why they can't be
 trusted and Siemens was the last straw.
>>>>>
>>>>>AAF offered $500,000 for just one crossing in Brevard County as a token position, but has ignored extended
 gates, raised medians or other protection structures, stress and emergencies and all ties ups from maritime to
 vehicle.
>>>>>
>>>>>The more the public looks at the Big Picture that All Aboard Florida has purposely ignored as well as those
 commissioners endorsing this mess, the more the public is against it.
>>>>>
>>>>>If AAF wants to build 3 giant towers on top of its Miami terminal, this is $3billion in their bank accounts but
 does nothing for the taxpayers. Downtown Miami real estate is hottest in the world. Isn't this part of their scam? Or
 is it to grab as much real estate as possible along the route and for cheaper prices?
>>>>>
>>>>>Now Gov. Scott wants to add $213.5 million for the Orlando Airport Terminal and that too is from the
 taxpayers, while he turned down the $2.4 billion from the Feds, knowing full well that the taxpayers would have to
 pay for it as well.
>>>>>
>>>>>All Aboard Florida is NOT an extension of Disney's Monorail.  Will locals and or tourists ride AAF and at
 what cost on so many levels to the rest of Florida?
>>>>>
>>>>>Siemens and Allianz Nazi connections are just more insult to injury that AAf and all of its 'endorsers' have
 purposely ignored, but I assure you that a campaign level would not be welcomed by those bond holders in NY etc.
>>>>>
>>>>>You trivialized the Holocaust and their victims. Shame on you. Did we learn anything from 1939?
>>>>>
>>>>>I've been to 14 events to address these issues since Oct. 15, 2014 and I've gotten only 6 folks who were in
 opposition to us. The rest were unhappy at this additional level of the deception they are already feeling with All
 Aboard Florida.
>>>>>
>>>>>This AAF project is not a done deal. Blindly endorsing AAF will only come flying back at everyone not
 investing the time, energy and questioning on all levels what is at stake here for all of us.
>>>>>
>>>>>The more I discover of AAF, the more opposition I have for it.
>>>>>
>>>>>We in Miami have been taken for a ride by so many crooks and their political trash backers and have been







 taken for $billions. All Aboard Florida has really refused to come clean on their total project and the more that
 comes out, the less support they have.
>>>>>
>>>>>While political leaches may be All Aboard, the public isn't.
>>>>>
>>>>>"NO NAZI TRAINS IN FLORIDA" MATTERS.
>>>>>
>>>>>Bob Kunst
>>>>>Pres., Shalom International
>>>>>305-864-5110
>>>>>www.defendjerusalem.net
>>>>>
>>>>>Since Oct. 2007, Shalom International has done 714 rallies/events and 2252 media to 'Fight Nazis terrorists-
German or Islamic and to protect and defend America and Israel.'
>>>>>
>>>>>
>>>>>
>>>>>
>>>>>
>








From: Jean Potrzeba
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida - Draft Environmnental Impact Statement
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 1:34:54 PM


I am a resident of Martin County, living about 1/4 mile from the tracks
 where this Intercity Passenger Rail Project is proposed and the Salerno Road
 crossing in Port Salerno.  The impact of this proposed project in Martin
 County are numerous and NOT BENEFICIAL.


The road crossings being closed an additional 32 times a day will cause
 traffic backups and disruption of emergency services, as well as an
 increase in air pollution due to idling cars and increased train traffic.
Navigational hazards will be greatly increased at the St. Lucie River
 moveable bridge.  This is a very narrow channel with current, and
 vessels usually cross one at a time.  This is also a commercial waterway
 for cross state traffic, as well as the only access to the ocean for many
 boat owning residents.  This bridge must be kept open for more than a
 few minutes in order to handle the boat traffic safely.  When the bridge
 is up and the northbound train is waiting, this will back up the
 crossings in downtown Stuart which will create a major bottleneck and
 more noise and air pollution.  I would hope the U.S. Coast Guard who
 is responsible for our waterways will speak up against this proposed
 project.
Merchants as well as residents, like myself will be harmed.  Our quality
 of life and value of our property will diminish dramatically.


This project should never be allowed on the FEC corridor.  Go west or not at
 all.  The projected ridership and value to the residents and visitors to Florida
 are extremely overestimated and will never be realized.  This is just an
 attempt for a select few to make money at the expense of a large group of
 homeowners, boaters and business people.  I hope approval for this project
 is declined.


Jean Potrzeba
4300 S.E. St. Lucie Blvd., #139
Stuart, FL   34997
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From: Rgibbons5343
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: rich.campbell@tcpalm.com
Subject: Opposed to All Aboard Florida expansion
Date: Sunday, November 30, 2014 8:56:53 AM


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Admin.
Washington DC


Mr. Winkle,


We, Robert & Brenda Gibbons, residents of Stuart Florida, are strongly opposed to All
 Aboard Florida (AAF/FEC) plans to exponentially increase rail traffic through Martin
 County Florida.


The Enviro Impact Study is a joke and ignores safety and economic impacts that will
 severely impact thousands of people living on both sides of the FEC tracks.


We have written to you of our opposition at length in letters to you, and we have
 written to the US Department of Transportation as well.


There are numerous safety and economic concerns, just to cite a few:


* Major delays accessing hospitals and medical services for EMT's, Fire Department
 EMT vehicles, as well as thousands of people in need.


* The bridge over St Lucie River at Stuart cannot handle the increased rail traffic
 without major deterioration and collapse.


* High-speed train crossings will be a danger to auto traffic and nearby homes.


It would be far better to route this rail traffic on new rails west of the Florida Turnpike.


We URGE you to decline approval of AAF/FEC plans for increased trains on the
 existing, fragile rails.


Sincerely,


Robert & Brenda Gibbons
5343 SE Miles Grant Rd, #G-103
Stuart FL 34997
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From: Kendall, Jane
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Strongly oppose the investment in this train
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 6:15:17 PM
Importance: High


This is a poorly researched project.  This train will never get the ridership to
 support it financially and it will become a TAX BURDEN for the state of
 FLORIDA.
 
I strongly oppose the All Aboard Florida train.
 
I sincerely hope the project does not move forward.
 
Jane Kendall
5536 A1A # 209
Vero Beach, FL  32962
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From: Gary Rainey
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Opposed to All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 9:27:06 AM


I live in Port St Lucie and oppose the All Aboard Florida train because it will disrupt traffic, cause multiple traffic
 jams and jeopardize public safety due to delayed emergency responses, and offers no tangible benefit to the
 residents of St Lucie County.


Gary Rainey
Sent from my iPad mini
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Please Stop The All Aboard Rapid Train System, It Will Change For The Worse Our Current Quality Of Life


 and Devalue Our Home
Date: Friday, October 10, 2014 7:11:57 AM


 
 


From: mongoose01@comcast.net [mailto:mongoose01@comcast.net] 
Sent: Thursday, October 09, 2014 8:24 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: Please Stop The All Aboard Rapid Train System, It Will Change For The Worse Our Current
 Quality Of Life and Devalue Our Home
 


 


 


Dear John Winkle Of The FRA


 Hello Sir,


My family and I live in Indian River County. Previously we had lived in New York and
 New Jersey. Our family had lived near trains before in Spring Lake and Point
 Pleasant New Jersey, beautiful places to live as is the current case for Vero Beach
 Florida. Currently as was the case up north the small commercial trains that you
 would hear as we would all sit around our wrap around porch gave these
 neighborhoods a wonderful sense of vacation, small town and the ushering in of
 another memorial day and summer season to come.


Vero Beach where our leaders and its building department don’t even allow
 buildings taller than 3 stories, nor allow that much commercial projects want to
 keep that small town atmosphere we currently have. I truly don’t think the planning
 department had ever imagined what those people at Florida All Aboard nor anyone
 else would be planning to do with these coastal tracks. This can not be allowed for
 many more reasons than anyone could list to have this project completed this way.
 Using the existing coastal rail road for a rapid train system will turn us more into the
 rapid transit system of New York City and less like the one in Point Pleasant, Long
 Beach Island, Spring lake and Cape May New Jersey. There is no reason to state
 mark my words because I have to believe you already know this.


I also believe the building department here did not think much about wher it placed
 communities so close to the rail road tracks along U.S Highway One. I can tell you
 now as stated for the record that our community, and even more precise this home
 we live in and spent our hard earned money on to build “this custom home will not
 only lose much of its value by this type of train system, but because of a rapid
 train system like this it will cause many people looking for homes to stay clear from
 buying this home, in our neighborhood and area”. I also believe beyond any
 reasonable doubt that “our quality of life will be diminished greatly”. I would not be
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 honest if I did not say that we are very scared to think that people can be lead to do
 harm to others for their own financial gain, especially based on this impact report that
 was nothing more than sham.


Where are thy brothers keeper here on earth, here in the United States, Here in
 Florida now? I trust between you, me and the Lord Thy God we all call on every
 Sunday to hear our prayers will looks into each of our souls each and every day.


I can understand each parties position. I can understand what it might mean for you
 and your agency to tell those who only fly over the tracks, never feeling the hardship,
 the time the burdens & fumes “No this Idea is no good this Idea is Dead in its tracks!”
 I know this because I was in a position of authority at one time (Supreme Court State
 of New York). I have other relatives that live here and even my parents who are
 against this train system that live in Jupiter Florida & Boca Raton and they are not
 directly impacted but know right from wrong!, and until anyone of those good people I
 will only meet in Heaven need an ambulance and can’t get to the hospital because of
 either stupidity or greed, or maybe it will be a fire, who knows. In regard there are just
 to many reasons this project needs to stop and the small amount of train travelers
 this will benefit. It does not outweigh the vast majority of citizens this will negatively
 impact.  


Back to our home and community again, (Vero Beach) currently when we have family
 visiting and the train comes through early in the morning when everyone wakes they
 will say they thought they were in Spring lake, our home already has a slight
 vibration and sometimes you may hear the horn. A serious question now is what is
 the impact of this type train and our home, this community? and what happens when
 along U.S Highway 1 and say 73rd street and all the commercial properties there are
 sold, then all the massive amounts of trees are cleared that currently buffer the
 sound of the infrequent commercial train that goes through? Anyone taking into
 account the impact of those trees being removed? 


I have read the current impact report and just like when I was on the job it was
 tailor made to suite the party looking to have the work approved/and for this train
 system to go through. It does not take into account for every single person and it
 clearly does not bring to account what should be the top reason for or against this
 project. Like does this affect more people negatively than positively? Can this cause
 harm or death to the citizens that I need to make a wise decision for? Will this cause
 negative changes in the quality of life for residents along the coast, and not just the
 massive traffic, congestion and pollution issues it will cause? 


Finally as we had stated we are very scared and concerned in regard to losing the
 quality of life we have and the devaluation of our home. If a bad decision is made,Will
 all those who do own homes and properties be compensated for this and is that just,
 In God We Trust or Not? Honestly we don’t want to be put in the position having o
 contact Charlie Rose, Chris Mathews, Arianna Huffington and CNN indicating the
 need for a massive class action. I think we all want to just enjoy their remainder of
 our days here on earth in sunny Florida.


Last the research we have in this short amount of time did indicate that in other







 places train systems were dropped under ground, walls constructed, tracks moved all
 done to make sure people’s homes and quality of life were not negatively
 impacted. This is the 21st Century and even if the case was that only the very poor
 and unfortunate were affected by this that would be even more the reason to make
 the right decision and stop this now.


I for one am glad to have had parents who taught me to do onto others as I would like
 done onto thyself and I try to believe our government can still do what is right, but the
 last thing I want to think while at church some Sunday in the future is Lord may your
 Government usher in as soon as possible. We no longer even know right from
 wrong.


Thank you for your time and attention in this very important matter, not just for this
 family and our concerns but to every last person that this will negatively impact. 


Respectfully Submitted


Michael DeBlasio


Denise DeBlasio


Michael W. DeBlasio II


Josephine DeBlasio


Michael W. DeBlasio I


Mary Cutillio


Tony Cutillio


Wayne Cutillo


Rosemary Grimes








From: Bob Ditmars
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida - EIS
Date: Saturday, October 25, 2014 9:34:32 AM


My comments echo the feelings of virtually everyone in our community and those from West
 Palm Beach to Sebastian Inlet.
 
1. The study done as a basis for decision-making was done with bias and should be considered
 for what it is, a demonstration of political bullying of the population. 
2. There is no credible data to confirm the revenue projections, and if it does exist, it should be
 shared with people that will be affected along the current right of way.
3. If the proposition that this is a "passenger" project has merit, there needs to be sufficient
 evidence of the business plan's credibility for it to become reality. We, the people who live
 along the proposed line of travel, doubt that there is enough potential to carry this
 successfully, and we will be paying some of the ongoing costs of maintenance. So if it fails
 we lose financially with no gain at all.
4. Access to the service, if it does come to pass, needs to be provided at no cost to the
 communities along the way.
5. There is grave concern about the safety of our residents. Crossings along the Treasure Coast
 are used heavily, in Martin County alone they will prevent normal activities for most of our
 people with the increase in traffic, both passenger and longer and more frequent freight trains.
6. Two Treasure Coast hospitals are dependent on track crossings to get emergency vehicles
 (and others) to and from the hospitals, one of them is literally across the tracks off A1A.
 There has been NO discussion of these matters with the hospitals to date. This is shameful
 and arrogant.
7. Noise and risk of humans: It's clear that there will be more noise and risk with more
 frequent trains at higher speeds. Quality of life aside, these risks need to be addressed, not
 blown off as they have been. Residents should not have to pay for abatement of either. We get
 no benefit and we should bear no costs should this plan take effect.
I could list even more and am certain that you have heard all of this before.
This is a flawed plan and needs serious dialog. It should be modified, and redirected to a more
 suitable plan.
Thank you,
Robert D. Ditmars
6245 SE Ironwood Cir
Stuart, FL 34997
77-600-5605
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From: Stan Tippin
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: eve.samples@tcpalm.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:58:24 PM


Besides the many reasons AAF would have a major negative impact  on Brevard, Indian River, St.
 Lucie, and Martin counties, there is another negative reason that I have not heard mentioned.  It 
 is the fact that, as desperately as we need conventional passenger train service resumed in the
 Jacksonville-Miami corridor, in order to relieve vehicle traffic on the highways, establishing AAF
 high-speed rail service on those tracks will permanently remove the possibility of establishing
 conventional rail traffic in the future.


AAF would benefit a select group, at the great cost to the Brevard, Indian River, St. Lucie, and
 Martin County residents, and permanently deprive those citizens of ever receiving passenger rail
 service in the future.


There is no way to justify the negative impact on these citizens, with absolutely no benefits, solely
 for the sake big business, and the citizens of Orange, Palm Beach, Broward, and Dade Counties.


We resoundingly OPPOSE AAF on the East Coast of Florida !!!!!


Stanley L. Tippin
726 34th Ave, SW
Vero Beach, FL 32968
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From: M. Henock
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attention John Winkle(All a board Florida
Date: Saturday, October 25, 2014 11:01:12 AM


 If we cannot get them to make a station stop here in Vero and jet they want money
 from us is a bunch of BS.
I am totally against it.


Michael A. Henock
 
M Henock
M & M Curios and Relics
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From: Chartwell
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stuart AAF Public Meeting
Date: Monday, November 3, 2014 9:23:30 AM
Attachments: CJT AAF Letter-11-3-14.pdf


ATT00001.htm


John


I attended the meeting and AAF math still indicates the waterways will be closed during 
daylight hours.


Charles J Thayer
CJT@ChartwellCapital.com
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Charles J Thayer 
702 SW Falcon Street 
Palm City, FL 34990 



 
November 3, 2014 



 
Federal Railroad Administration 
United States Coast Guard 
 
USCG: Require FEC To Share The Waterways & Protect 18,000 Marine Jobs! 
 
I was disappointed that the Stuart FRA Public Meeting was actually a ‘sales pitch’ by AAF 
rather than a meaningful discussion of the potential impact of the combined five-fold 
increase in passenger and freight traffic across our waterways. 
 
[1] My discussion with the AAF Consultant concerning AAF’s proposed mitigated time for 
a AAF bridge cycle [15 minutes] actually confirmed my calculations that our waterways 
would be closed to navigation during daylight hours. 
 
He stated that 2 passenger trains per hour [32 per day] would only close the bridge for 
30 minutes per hour [rather than 40 minutes with the current cycle]; but when I asked 
about the proposed increase in freight traffic [10 to 20 per day] he said; “that’s not us”. 
 
The St Lucie waterway bridge is used by both AAF and FEC and one [1] freight train per 
hour would close the waterways to navigation for another 26 minutes [FEC’s own data] 
per hour; our waterway would be closed a total of 56 minutes per daylight hour. 
 
[2] Keith Quan, AAF Consultant, acknowledged that he wrote the simulation model 
[projected on a video screen] that predicted 58% of all vessels would have zero wait 
time each hour. When I viewed his simulation model on the screen it exposed several 
significant input errors and I certainly hope the USCG takes time to analyze it; 
 
• Boats do not line up ‘bumper to bumper’ like train cars to wait for the RR Bridge to 



open – several boat lengths between boats are required for safe passage. 
 
• Keith’s simulation has inbound and outbound vessels passing one another between 



the three bridges – not safe with wind and currents for vessels of any size. 
 
• Keith’s simulation is based on vessels clearing the RR Bridge in 5 to 6 seconds rather 



than the amount of time [3 minutes] required for the lead single file vessel to safely 
clear all three bridges [Roosevelt, FEC Bridge & US1 Bridge] at idle speed. 



 
Keith acknowledged he had never actually been through our St Lucie bridges by boat. I 
gave him my card and invited him to join us on our boat to go through the St Lucie 
bridges so he could better understand why his model is not accurate. 
 
It is essential that the US Coast Guard independently determine the amount of 
time per hour required for vessels to safely navigate the St Lucie Waterway and 
require FEC & AAF to keep our navigable waterways open to navigation. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Charles J Thayer  





















From: Louise Cunha
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Opposed to All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 7:18:08 AM
Attachments: All Aboard Florida.pdf


ATT00001.htm


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave., SE, Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590


Dear Mr. Winkle,


I am opposed to Florida East Coast Railway sending 32 All Aboard Florida passenger trains a day through the Treasure Coast downtown 
areas. I am opposed to the FRA’s granting a $1.6 billion loan for AAF.


PLEASE SEE MY ATTACHED LETTER.


Sincerely,


Louise T. Cunha 
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Louise	  T.	  Cunha	  
1800	  SE	  St.	  Lucie	  Blvd.	  2-‐203	  
Stuart,	  FL	  34996	  
772-‐324-‐8750,	  lcunha2@comcast.net	  
October	  27,	  2014	  



Mr.	  John	  Winkle	  
Federal	  Railroad	  Administration	  
1200	  New	  Jersey	  Ave.,	  SE,	  Room	  W38-‐311	  
Washington,	  DC	  20590	  
	  
Dear	  Mr.	  Winkle,	  
	  
I	  am	  opposed	  to	  Florida	  East	  Coast	  Railway	  sending	  32	  All	  Aboard	  Florida	  passenger	  trains	  a	  day	  through	  the	  Treasure	  
Coast	  downtown	  areas.	  I	  am	  opposed	  to	  the	  FRA’s	  granting	  a	  $1.6	  billion	  loan	  for	  AAF.	  	  
	  
I	  live	  in	  Stuart	  near	  the	  St.	  Lucie	  River.	  With	  32	  added	  trains,	  people	  like	  me	  who	  live	  on	  the	  water	  side	  of	  the	  tracks	  will	  have	  their	  
lives	  disrupted	  by	  time	  waiting	  to	  cross	  the	  tracks.	  When	  my	  husband	  and	  I	  want	  to	  go	  shopping	  at	  Wal-‐Mart	  or	  Publix,	  we	  
have	  to	  cross	  the	  tracks.	  When	  we	  want	  to	  access	  Route	  1,	  Route	  95,	  or	  Florida’s	  Turnpike,	  we	  have	  to	  cross	  the	  tracks.	  Almost	  
every	  time	  we	  go	  anywhere,	  we	  have	  to	  cross	  the	  tracks.	  	  
	  
We	  are	  not	  the	  only	  ones.	  Your	  DEIS	  states	  that	  around	  16,000	  cars	  per	  day	  pass	  over	  the	  SE	  Indian	  Street	  and	  East	  Monterey	  
Road	  crossings.1	  In	  all,	  there	  are	  27	  grade	  crossings	  in	  Martin	  County	  where	  people	  will	  have	  to	  wait.	  Your	  plan	  is	  to	  have	  
approximately	  one	  freight	  and	  two	  passenger	  trains	  per	  hour.	  There	  may	  be	  even	  more	  trains	  than	  that!2	  It	  does	  not	  make	  sense	  
to	  disrupt	  automobile	  traffic	  so	  many	  times	  a	  day	  at	  the	  train	  crossings.	  In	  addition,	  you	  have	  neglected	  to	  mention	  what	  
would	  happen	  if	  a	  1.5	  mile	  freight	  train	  were	  waiting	  for	  a	  passenger	  train	  to	  get	  across	  the	  St.	  Lucie	  Bridge.	  Would	  the	  freight	  
train	  be	  blocking	  grade	  crossings	  in	  downtown	  Stuart	  and	  make	  cars	  wait	  even	  longer?	  	  
	  
Your	  DEIS	  says	  that	  a	  purpose	  of	  AAF	  is	  “supporting	  economic	  development”3	  and	  that	  AAF	  would	  not	  “result	  in	  residential	  
displacement,	  job	  loss,	  or	  neighborhood	  fragmentation...”4	  I	  do	  not	  agree.	  If	  these	  trains	  are	  allowed	  to	  go	  through	  downtown	  
Stuart	  and	  the	  middle	  of	  Hobe	  Sound,	  Port	  Salerno,	  Jensen	  Beach,	  and	  Rio,	  this	  will	  adversely	  affect	  property	  values	  of	  homes	  
and	  businesses	  on	  the	  water	  side	  of	  the	  tracks.	  Martin	  County	  people	  on	  the	  water	  side	  of	  the	  tracks	  have	  made	  a	  large	  
investment	  in	  our	  homes	  and	  businesses,	  but	  if	  it	  is	  hard	  for	  us	  to	  get	  to	  the	  “mainland”	  side	  of	  the	  tracks	  and	  hard	  for	  other	  
people	  to	  access	  us,	  our	  investments	  will	  be	  diminished.	  This	  will	  cause	  a	  lost	  in	  tax	  revenue.	  
	  
The	  marine	  industry	  will	  be	  hurt	  by	  boats	  having	  to	  wait	  a	  long	  time	  at	  the	  St.	  Lucie	  River	  Railroad	  Bridge.	  According	  to	  your	  
DEIS,	  this	  bridge	  already	  closes	  18	  times	  daily	  for	  freight	  trains,	  and	  with	  AAF	  there	  will	  be	  24	  more	  daily	  closures	  at	  15	  minutes	  
each.5	  You	  admit	  that,	  “These	  additional	  closures	  result	  in	  a	  higher	  number	  of	  vessels	  experiencing	  wait	  times	  for	  both	  
commercial	  and	  recreational	  vessels.”6	  The	  crossing	  at	  that	  bridge	  will	  continue	  to	  have	  only	  two	  tracks,	  so	  trains	  will	  move	  slowly	  
there.	  Some	  say	  the	  bridge	  could	  be	  closed	  as	  many	  as	  nine	  hours	  per	  day.	  It	  is	  an	  old	  bridge,	  so	  there	  could	  be	  breakdowns.	  
Martin	  County	  depends	  on	  the	  marine	  industry	  and	  this	  could	  cause	  many	  people	  not	  to	  bring	  their	  boats	  here.	  	  
	  
Martin	  Memorial	  Hospital	  is	  on	  the	  water	  side	  of	  the	  tracks:	  It	  will	  be	  hard	  for	  first	  responders	  to	  get	  many	  patients	  there	  in	  a	  
timely	  way.	  In	  many	  cases,	  it	  will	  be	  hard	  for	  firefighters	  to	  respond	  to	  fires	  in	  a	  timely	  way.	  Evacuation	  for	  hurricanes	  is	  an	  
issue:	  With	  AAF	  rushing	  their	  trains	  north	  in	  the	  threat	  of	  a	  hurricane,	  trains	  will	  block	  railroad	  crossings	  and	  block	  boat	  owners	  
from	  moving	  inland.	  	  Some	  people	  live	  on	  their	  boats.	  	  
	  
Your	  DEIS	  says	  that,	  “The	  N-‐S	  Corridor	  would	  not	  require	  use	  of	  land	  within	  a	  park,	  recreational	  area	  or	  wildlife	  Section	  4(f)	  
resource.”	  Yet,	  the	  tracks	  go	  right	  through	  Jonathan	  Dickinson	  Park	  and	  the	  Savannas	  Preserve.	  Your	  DEIS	  say	  that	  AAF	  has	  
the	  “potential	  to	  adversely	  affect	  …biological	  communities,	  protected	  species…”7	  With	  32	  more	  trains	  a	  day,	  many	  more	  animals	  
will	  be	  killed	  on	  the	  tracks.	  
	  
Your	  DEIS	  says	  that	  a	  purpose	  of	  AAF	  is	  to	  provide	  “a	  safe...alternative	  to	  automotive	  travel…8	  You	  say	  that	  improved	  grade	  
crossings	  would	  mitigate	  the	  safety	  issues	  caused	  by	  32	  more	  trains.9	  But	  what	  about	  the	  lack	  of	  fences	  along	  the	  tracks?	  You	  list	  
the	  few	  accidents	  to	  date	  at	  grade	  crossings10,	  but	  you	  do	  not	  include	  statistics	  on	  accidents	  at	  other	  places	  along	  the	  tracks.	  	  You	  
say,	  “fencing	  is	  installed	  in	  specific	  areas	  throughout	  the	  FECR	  Corridor.”11	  You	  do	  not	  speak	  of	  any	  plans	  for	  fencing	  the	  track	  
throughout.	  There	  are	  many	  places	  in	  Martin	  County	  where	  the	  tracks	  are	  accessible	  for	  people	  to	  cross	  because	  there	  is	  no	  fence.	  
With	  32	  fast	  trains	  per	  day,	  more	  people	  will	  be	  injured	  or	  killed	  when	  they	  try	  to	  walk	  over	  the	  tracks	  in	  these	  areas.	  
	  
Please	  do	  not	  allow	  All	  Aboard	  Florida	  to	  run	  on	  tracks	  through	  the	  downtowns	  of	  the	  Treasure	  Coast!	  And	  please	  do	  not	  
give	  them	  a	  loan	  of	  any	  amount.	  	   	  



1Table	  5.1.2-‐1	  
25.1.2.1	  
3p.	  S-‐5	  
4p.	  S-‐17	  
5Table	  5.1.3-‐3	  
65.1.3.2	  
7p.	  S-‐8	  
8p.	  S-‐5	  
95.4.4	  
10Table	  4.4.4-‐1	  
114.4.4-‐4	  



Sincerely,	  
	  
	  
	  
Louise	  T.	  Cunha	  




















From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Please Stop the Trains!!!!!
Date: Monday, October 20, 2014 6:56:01 AM


 
 


From: Rosemary Jones [mailto:Rosemary_Jones@jjtaylor.com] 
Sent: Saturday, October 18, 2014 3:25 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: Please Stop the Trains!!!!!
 
PLEASE stop All Aboard Florida!!! 
Our emergency vehicles will be held up at the gates putting the public in grave danger.  This project
 has got to be stopped and the freight trains have to be held to a reasonable length.  A 3-mile
 train is equally as menacing as 32 passenger trains a day. 
 
There is not one profitable passenger train company in the country.  Why would you think this
 one will succeed?  Do not extend taxpayer dollars for the ill-fated project.  There are other
 projects to use the funds for. 
 
Gene and Rosemary Jones
PBG, FL
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From: Kim Singleton
To: USCGD7DPBPublicComment@uscg.mil; AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: All Aboard Florida - I Do NOT support this project
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 1:40:25 PM


Dear Sirs:


I am a Disney shareholder, and enthusiast.


However, I also live in Port Saleno; a suburb on the south side of Stuart, FL.  The All Aboard
 Florida proposed north-south rail track is about one-quarter mile mile from my home.


The All Aboard Florida project significantly THREATENS the quality of life along the entire
 proposed rail route.  Stuart and Port Salerno are no exception.


As nearly as I can determine, there is NO upside to our community, or any of the others that
 lie along the route between Fort Lauderdale and Orlando. 


Perhaps I've missed something:  perhaps AAF has offered ongoing cash compensation to these
 communities, or has committed to adding intermediate stops, or taken some other action that
 will offset the self-evident social cost of 30+ trains per day.  Otherwise I find it impossible to
 support this project, which seems to be little more than a feeder system for Disney customers
 moving from a cruise-ship to an amusement park.


Until you have spent some time in this community, the effect of 30 more trains per day may be
 hard to imagine.  


a)  In my neighborhood, the fire station is on one side of the tracks; the hospital on the other. 
 The tracks run parallel to the major north-south roadways, so 'outrunning' a train to another
 crossing point is almost impossible.   Residents who need fire or emergency room assistance
 will have no option except to WAIT when a train is passing.


b)  In downtown Stuart, at our aptly named "Confusion Corner" no fewer than six roads
 converge on an intersection, which also has the railroad running right through it.  


c)  The railway crosses the St Lucie Inlet via an old and poorly maintained rail bridge.  When
 this bridge is in use (ie. lowered, for a passing train) there are HUNDREDS of high-end
 sailboats and motor yachts that cannot access the channel to the Atlantic, nor return to their
 safe inland moorings / anchorages.  Is this merely an inconvenience, or will it affect safety? 
 Let's see what happens when a hurricane approaches.


Please do NOT permit this project to move forward on the currently proposed basis.  It simply
 makes no sense for any of the towns along the route, and threatens to destroy some of what
 makes them special.


Thank you for your consideration.


Regards,


Kim Singleton



mailto:kpsingleton@yahoo.com
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Port Salerno, Florida








From: michael harrison
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:08:07 PM


 I feel that The 'All Aboard Florida' is a poorly conceived idea.  It will destroy
 businesses and lives along the Treasure Coast area of the Florida East coast. 
Michael Harrison
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From: Ted Task
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attention John Winkle-----I"m OPPOSED to AAF
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 2:52:20 PM


With comments and a question.
It's MY opinion that this is unnecessary service that's being projected.
 AMTRAK runs that route every day,at lower prices, without the traffic
 interruptions that will ensue if AAF is allowed to continue.
I THINK that this is a stalking horse, as they (FEC) expects to run a great
 deal of freight from Miami, when the newly enlarged Panama Canal opens.
 They will lay new track, and when the consumer traffic isn't there, they'll
 use that track to run more freight trains.
Question, can they be "forced" to not run freight on the new trackage in the
 future if their projections fail?
My family lives East of the current track and even with a steady on-shore
 breeze, I am awakened every morning about 5:10 AM by (seemingly)
 continuous whistle blasts for the four (4) crossings within a half mile of my
 home. Imagine the noise level with 32 MORE trains moving daily.
Ted Task
5200 N Flagler Dr
West Palm Beach, Fl 33407-2777
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From: donna
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stuart FL NOT ALL ABOARD
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 11:41:08 PM


Please do not destroy our beautiful and quaint downtown Stuart
 by running your trains through it.  
Please do not destroy our ease of navigation on the waterways
 by forcing all boat traffic to come to a halt numerous times a
 day.
NO NO NO to Big Choo Choo!  You are NOT WANTED here, not even
 if a stop is proposed.  No train, no train stop.  Go west! 
d. true
stuart, fl 34997
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From: Christine Moriarty
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Opposed to All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, October 30, 2014 1:20:39 PM


To whom it may concern at All Aboard Florida:


I am opposed and very concerned about the impact of the trains coming through the
 Stuart, Fl. area.  The rail line goes right through our town, with the hospital being on
 the eastern side along the water.  


There are freight trains that pass through on a daily basis that cause quite a back up
 every time they pass through but are usually only twice a day.  The numerous
 proposed trips with All About Florida will really cause severe congestion.  My biggest
 concern is the emergency vehicles trying to get to the hospital and/or physicians
 offices.  Not to mention the loss of business to the restaurants and stores near by.


I would hope that you understand these concerns, as I am sure you would not care to
 have your loved one in an ambulance, waiting for a train to pass and traffic to clear,
 when every minute counts.


Thank you and please take into account the personal impact this will have on so
 many people.


Christine Moriarty
Palm City, Fl.
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From: Rob Montanile
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Please no All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:48:19 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Dear All Aboard Florida & whomever else it may concern,
 
I am a Jupiter, Florida and Village of Tequesta, Florida resident, tax payer, and stakeholder. Additionally, I am a USCG licensed captain and very aware
 of the role the USCG plays in our everyday lives. Firstly, thank you for your service and dedication. The purpose of my message is because I am a
 resident in the area and I am highly concerned about the plans for All Aboard Florida and what that implies for railroad bridge closings on our
 waterways. I attached a map which shows the train bridge adjacent to roadway 811, but also the waterways that will be impacted. I am highly against the
 All Aboard Florida plans in our area for the number of reasons listed below and I believe you should consider these reasons as a member affiliated with
 the USCG:
 


1)      Waterway and marine economy is significantly affected by the frequency of waterway closures due to train traffic
a.      Many people, especially those not interested in water activities, are unaware and underappreciate the significant contribution that our


 waterways, boating, fishing, and other water activities play in our local economy. This local economy is extremely important to the
 USCG and funding the budgets necessary to keep the USCG as strong as it is today.


b.      Studies show homeowners are less likely to own boats when they live by a fixed bridge or waterway with interrupted access (bridge
 closure, water depth and sandbar blockage, locks, etc…). Restaurants and marinas suffer from lower attendance due to noise and
 nuisance of traffic or trains. Charter boats, dive boats, fishermen, and other sub-sectors of the boating community are less likely to
 use a waterway that they can’t depend on for timing of their trips. Marine biologists that dock their boats in the river will likely
 relocate, a few were featured on shark week. These are only a few examples of the local “boating” economy that will be significantly
 impacted.


2)      Safety
a.      In the event of a marine crisis – the potential of frequent bridge closures and train traffic will impact the speed and efficiency of


 medical or emergency response.
3)      Infrastructure


a.      I have lived in this area my entire life – the current infrastructure and dependability of the train bridge is weak. Thankfully, there is
 only freight traffic right now because I doubt the bridge every time it operates. Even if the investment is made to update mechanical
 components, we all know any machine can fail at any time and either a train breakdown or the bridge becoming inoperable can
 significantly impact the ease of waterway traffic. For example, the Loxahatchee River in Jupiter, FL is one way in and one way out.


4)      Disturbance to marine life and environment
 
I have other concerns that I am willing to express – but these are just a few of the main concerns that I think the USCG should consider and take a strong
 stance on. I am available anytime to discuss if you would like to reach out. Please acknowledge receipt of this e-mail message.
 
Thanks for your attention and time to this important matter.
 
Colin Hickey, CAIA
Investment Analyst
AM Global Family Investment Office, LLC
319 Clematis Street, Suite 300
West Palm Beach, FL 33401
 
W: 561.249.6826
M: 561.262.6453
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From: Sandy Zeoli
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida - I am against All Aboard Florida"s plans for a high speed rail line between Orlando and Miami
Date: Monday, October 13, 2014 12:07:21 PM


John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue S.E.
Room W38-31
Washington, DC 20590


If you have not already done so, I urge you to visit the Treasure Coast area of Florida,
 specifically Indian River, St. Lucie, Martin, and Palm Beach counties and see for
 yourself where this proposed rail line will go.


You will see for yourself how it runs through small towns that are not set up to handle
 high speed trains.   


You will see for yourself that each time a train passes, it will cut off access between
 residents and emergency responders that can make the difference between
 someone living and dying.


Is there another option for a rail line for those wishing to travel between Miami and
 Orlando (and perhaps in between)?  


Are 16 trains a day in each direction needed or are these a cover to eventually move
 up to freight moving on the tracks with 16 trains a day in each direction?


Have you consulted with high speed rail experts from such countries as Japan and
 France who have experience with this type of transportation and have no interest or
 connection with All Aboard Florida to provide independent analysis of the condition of
 the tracks, where the tracks are, environmental considerations, what type of
 maintenance is required, etc.  


You can deny All Aboard Florida's request to establish high speed rail service
 between Miami and Orlando and I ask that you do so.


Sandra Zeoli
2032 SE Pyramid Road
Port St. Lucie, FL 34952
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From: rjgriesemer@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:43:34 PM


John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration


Ladies and Gentlemen,


There are two points I'd like to make against moving forward with All Aboard Florida:


First:  The negative economic impact on the marine industry.  The three railroad
 bridges 
          in Jupiter, Stuart and Port Saint Lucie would never stand up to 32 openings
 and 
          closings a day plus the additional freight train traffic.  The breakdown of any
 one of
          these bridges would cause havoc to the marine industry as well as to All
 Aboard Florida's 
          schedule.


Second:  Since there is no record of Passenger Rail Line profitability and no
 cost/benefit analysis
          to support it, there can be only one underlying reason for All Aboard Florida to
 persue this 
          project, and that is freight and the ever increasing freight traffic from the
 expansion of the 
          Panama Canal.  This is the only way for All Aboard Florida to make this line
 profitable and 
          it would have a very negative impact on the Treasure Coast, both
 environmentally and
          economically.


Sincerely,


Robert J Griesemer
Hobe Sound, Florida
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From: Sue Bechtold
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Gary Bechtold; barrettct@comcast.net
Subject: Attention John Winkle
Date: Thursday, November 6, 2014 11:46:03 AM


Dear Mr.Winkle,
After reviewing the information given me concerning the All Aboard Florida (AAF), I was more than concerned
 with this plan.  Although the concept of All Aboard Florida is a good one, the reality of it is not. 
The safety and well being of the citizens is the number one priority of any well-governed community.  The proposed
 All Aboard Florida challenges this every notion.  With the increase of the number of freight and passenger trains
 daily, traveling in Jupiter is going to be a nightmare to say the least.
Any individual needing emergency medical assistance and /or having to travel to the local hospital or urgent care
 facility will not find it easy (especially living east of the railroad tracks).
Their direct and fastest route will be compromised; and everyone knows time is vital in an emergency situation.  If a
 train is traveling through Jupiter at the time of an emergency transport, the alternate route would take the
 emergency vehicle from Indiantown Road south to PGA, onward to North I-95, back to Indiantown Road, to
 Military Drive then to the hospital in Jupiter.  This will triple, if not quadruple, the time it takes to go to the hospital
 if one lives east of the railroad tracks.  So much for timing in a crisis!
Needless to say, I oppose All Aboard Florida and hope that those individuals responsible for this plan will
 reconsider it.


Thank you in advance for your consideration with this situation.


Sincerely,
Susan Bechtold


Sent from my iPad



mailto:sbechtold10@comcast.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

mailto:gary@innopak.com

mailto:barrettct@comcast.net






From: Nancy Kirsch
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stuart REAL Public Safety Issues
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:43:00 PM


Hello my name is Nancy Kirsch and reside in Palm City just over the bridge from Stuart.  I have
 lived in the area for 32 years - 2 years in Stuart & 30 years in Palm City.  A member of my
 household has serious medical issues & has been transported by ambulance to Martin Memorial
 North Hospital 3 times in the past two years  Thankfully, each trip to the hospital was unimpeded
 by train traffic and my family member was able to quickly receive prompt medical treatment. 
 Although, given the number of train traffic that is proposed to travel through Stuart, in addition
 to the fact that you MUST cross over railways in order to get to Martin Memorial North, (which is
 where my family member must go to receive treatment) it is highly likely that this member of my
 family could easily die due to either an ambulance waiting at a train crossing in order to get to my
 home or the hospital.  


Obviously, my family is one of thousands that would be affected.  Oh & lest I forget, the Martin
 County Sheriff and Fire Department would also have the exact same problem in attempting to
 respond to urgent calls involving life and death.  You, your investors and whatever right of way or
 property rights involved, should not be allowed to so adversely affect hundreds of thousands of
 people (if not millions) in multiple counties for the sake of MONEY & PROFIT.  AAF has no right to
 dictate life and death, not to mention scarring or decimating local economies, quality of life and
 home values.  Only a very few will benefit, while the majority of citizens in the Treasure Coast &
 elsewhere will suffer - some paying with their lives given your current plan.  


Nancy Kirsch
3711 SW Sunset Trace Circle
Palm City, FL 34990
772-286-8479
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From: Mike Boguth
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Opposed to All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 7:17:38 AM


Dear Sirs:
The plan to run a high number of trains up the east coast of Florida is a plan that should not receive any financial
 loans or any other assistance from public funds.  Nor should it receive authorization or approval from the Federal
 Railroad Assoc. 
The negative effects on the populations of the many large towns along the route should be enough to stop this
 project.  If the need is that great in the future for moving people, and freight, which is rarely talked about, then the
 companies will find a way to put a plan together to use tracks further west away from large population areas.
Don't allow AAF to turn the many towns along the east coast into slowly dying communities.  That is exactly what
 will happen if allowed to proceed as businesses struggle and eventually fail, and home values slowly drop over the
 coming years.
Sincerely,
Michael Boguth
1357 NE Ocean Blvd. #301
Stuart, FL. 34996


Sent from my iPad
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Proposed South FloridaTrain Plan
Date: Wednesday, November 26, 2014 9:29:38 AM


 
 
From: James LINDER [mailto:jebdlinder@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, November 26, 2014 9:00 AM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Cc: rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com; bill@billnelson.senate.gov; Greg_Langowski@rubio.senate.gov;
 Congressman.Posey@mail.house.gov; gardiner.andy.web@flsenate.gov; altman.thad.web@flsenate.gov;
 john.tobia@myfloridahouse.gov; steve.crisafulli@myfloridahouse.gov;
 ritch.workman@myfloridahouse.gov; tom.goodson@myfloridahouse.gov; ananth.prasad@dot.state.fl.us
Subject: Proposed South FloridaTrain Plan
 
Dear Sir:
 
I am writing with concerns about the All Aboard Florida (AAF) passenger rail
 project and the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) they have
 forwarded to the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) for review and
 comment.
 
The DEIS repeatedly refers to the impacts of adding 32 high speed trains as
 “will be mitigated.” No remedies are discussed for important issues like
 noise, vibration, air quality, construction staging or the impact more freight
 and 32 passenger trains will have on our natural habitats and wildlife. 
 There has been a serious attempt by AAF to fool us into accepting their
 plan with misleading facts or partial truths at area forums.  Additionally, as
 the South Florida Phase 1 segment is moving forward, many people
 believe there is nothing we can do to resolve their concerns.  That
 sentiment has been used by AAF to limit comments and promise local
 officials concessions and/or stations “sometime in the future.” 
 
The new AAF tracks will bisect our community of mostly retired and senior
 residents. This means increased train activity could virtually cut off the east
 parts of my neighborhood from western portions. This is a serious
 impediment to the delivery of emergency services.  Neighbors will be
 separated from neighbors and access to needed community services will
 be limited by increased delays at crossing.
 
Safety at railroad crossings is also a huge concern.  Add 32 daily high
 speed trains, PLUS 16 to 20 freight trains to road crossings, that are level
 to the roadway (grade level) and we have an accident waiting to happen.   
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Also not adequately addressed is the demolition and replacement of the St.
 Sebastian River railroad bridge.  AAF states the bridge will remain in its
 right-of-way.  While the bridge may be in the right-of-way, the tracks are
 being moved east and at landfall will impact homes in the Little Hollywood
 community.  Among the issues “to be mitigated” are the impacts of bridge
 construction on the annual winter migration of the Florida Manatee, an
 endangered species. The St. Sebastian River is treated as a stand-alone
 issue.  No mention is made concerning its use as a watershed by the St.
 Johns River Management District or that the River is a tributary of – and
 included in - the National Indian River Lagoon Estuary, a Lagoon of
 national importance and in critical need of restoration.
 
Finally, Florida already has a passenger train that goes from Miami to
 Orlando and no one rides it.  It’s called Amtrak. 
 
I am asking the Railroad Administration to reject the flawed Draft
 Environmental Statement and tell All Aboard Florida to  move their trains
 west.  Florida voters approved an amendment to the state’s constitution in
 2000 authorizing a high speed “bullet” train adjacent to Florida’s Turnpike.
 
Sincerely yours,
 
James and Beverly Linder
 








From: Jack Valerio
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida - Miami to Orlando Passenger Rail Service
Date: Monday, September 29, 2014 8:35:23 AM


I am a resident of Martin County who was approached by a resident to sign a
 petition against the new, high-speed rail from Miami to Orlando. I am the kind of
 person who is not quick to jump on the bandwagon just because some people are
 passionate about their point of view. The point of view only becomes my own after
 I research the matter. Unfortunately, despite the many obvious gains our state and
 communities would have should such rail service be available, there is one concern
 that is an overriding one that forces me to oppose the building of this service.
 
There is an intersection in Martin County where the train will cross each day. Had
 the train run just a few times a day, I would understand the inconvenience.
 However, in my reading, I learn that the train will run so many times each day that
 it will be a relatively rare occasion to pass through this intersection without finding
 traffic backed up to allow for the passing. My experience in this wonderful little
 town tells me that there will be many such intersections that will have a significant
 negative impact on the living conditions of some of the residents of Martin and
 probably of other such towns along the route. I have to fully support those who
 oppose the operation of this otherwise excellent passenger rail service.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jack Valerio 
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From: John Nickerson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:04:16 PM


To whom it may concern.


I'm so dead set against the expansion of any train traffic in the Florida East Coast 
 corridor of Florida between Miami and Orlando be it passenger or freight train. The
 existing traffic reeks enough havoc on our way of life on the Treasure Coast in all
 areas, safety issues, noise pollution, personal issues,  professional issues /
 concerns, and the quality of life. Any increases in train traffic will increase the safety
 and noise concerns and multiply the other concerns for all people living in / along the
 corridor. The present arrangement has out lived its usefulness. It's time to look at and
 find an alternate route for both the proposed passenger trains as well as the increase
 in freight traffic the new Port of Miami will require to service the projected trade
 goods increases. The proposed 32 daily passenger train trips will handcuff our local
 traffic, both automobile and boat at each thoroughfare / waterway they will cross.
 This will slow boat traffic to a standstill as well as  cripple the EMS services efforts to
 transport injured people needing care at the local hospitals. Waiting for trains of any
 kind has and will cost someone their life. The population of this area is growing every
 day and the waiting at the train crossings gets longer with each new face. This in
 itself indicates it's time to move the train corridor westward. More costly for the
 railroad but much more user and environmentally friendly for all involved once it is
 completed. 


The counties of Martin, St Lucie, Indian River, their businesses and their
 populations should not be left holding the bag in regards to the consequences of All
 Aboard Florida fast tracking this project through. I'm asking the Federal Railroad
 Administration to not approve the extra traffic until all avenues have been properly
 examined,vetted and are completely understood for a proper long term solution.  


Regards,


John M. Nickerson  
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From: Debbie Scott-Queenin
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attention: Mr. John Winkle re All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, November 30, 2014 11:08:28 AM


Dear Mr. Winkle:


We are writing to express our concerns over the All Aboard project.  As residents of the Las Olas River
 House, located on the New River at 333 Las Olas Way, we enjoy the quality of life that the surrounding
 environs have afforded us.  In particular, the New River is a bustling thoroughfare of marine traffic that
 creates the most significant economic impact for Broward County. Additionally, the linear Riverwalk that
 has turned out to be a very wise investment by the residents of Fort Lauderdale, when they decided to
 support its associated general obligation bond, is a continual draw for special events, business
 enterprise, and visitors from around the world.  When we moved to Broward County a little over 30 years
 ago, the only active development along the New River was the jail, then dubbed the “New River Hilton”. 
 We would hate to see the magnificent transformation of a once derelict waterfront be negatively impacted
 by a single project.


We have two primary concerns:


Horn noise from the trains – Currently the FEC Railway runs its trains throughout the day and
 are required to blow their train horns at virtually every at-grade crossing.  As residents of the Las
 Olas River House, we accept the current level of horn blowing.  We essentially knew that when we
 decided to move here.  Train traffic from All Aboard Florida and proposed passenger commuter
 trains will knowingly increase tremendously.    If grade separation improvements are not provided
 for this corridor, we consider it imperative that appropriate and effective “quiet zone” infrastructure
 be put in place.  We are afraid that if insufficient noise abatement measures are not programmed
 into the project, the loss of quality of life enjoyed by many living and working near the tracks will
 be devastating.
 


Obstructions to maritime traffic – If the rail bridge is lowered more frequently for the increased
 rail traffic, the boating traffic will potentially be negatively impacted.  The marine industry is a
 major player in our state of the economy and we would hate to see that business leave the
 County.


We trust you will keep these concerns in mind as you proceed with reviews of this project.


Thank you for your attention to this matter.


Debbie and Larry Queenin
333 Las Olas Way, Unit 1403
Fort Lauderdale, FL  33301
Tele:  954-309-7041
Email:  dsque@bellsouth.net
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From: Al Ragl
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stuart RR crossings
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 2:54:19 PM


My first question is: Do you know how many street crossings there are in Stuart alone for the High
 Speed Rail????
Each time the intersection closes for traffic, it impedes not only the flow, but also the normal
 conduct of business on either side.
Wore jet is the real possibility that emergency vehicles will not arrive at the Martin Health hospital
 before your train has claimed a life.
I must assume that that is of no concern to you in our area.
We can only hope that you fail in subjecting all of us in your careless endeavor.
 
Not On Board.
Al Ragl
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From: bosdan02@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Opposed to All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, November 10, 2014 4:36:37 PM


To: John Winkle, FRA
 
Hi John,
 
As a resident of Stuart, FL, I am opposed to All Aboard Florida for the following reasons:
 
1) Safety: a) There are approximately 350 at grade crossings between Miami and Orlando, a distance of
 235 miles.  Very few of these will be sealed corridors.  By comparison, Amtrak from Boston to
 Washington, DC, a distance of 400 miles, has only 11 at rail crossings; b) Delays to first responders due
 to increased freight traffic and AAF passenger trains.
2) Navigation and Marine Industry: a) Navigation via the Roosevelt Railroad Bridge will be greatly
 diminished by running several additional freight trains plus the AAF passenger trains, b) first responders
 in the Tequesta area must rely on the railroad bridges being up to access emergencies west of the
 tracks...Tequesta Mayor Abbey Brennan has voiced this concern many times.
3) Negative impact on endangered, threatened and vulnerable species: a) All three categories of species
 exist in the Jonathan Dickenson State Park.  AAF plans to triple-track with in the State Park.
4) Property values: a) The property values of homes west of the RR tracks in Stuart are already
 decreasing; b) Prospective home buyers who are also boaters are reluctant to look at properties west of
 the tracks.
5) Downtown Stuart: a) Downtown Stuart has seen a resurgence over the past few years.  AAF higher-
speed passenger trains and increased FECR freight trains will reverse this trend.  Who wants to eat
 outside at the Gafford, or Luna restaurant while a passenger train is whizzing by at 80 to 100mph?
 
Based on the five aforementioned impacts, the overall quality of life will be diminished in Stuart.
 
Thank you,
 
Daniel J. McAuliffe
1950 SW Palm City Road
Stuart, FL  34994
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Proposed all aboard Railway Expansion
Date: Thursday, November 20, 2014 10:19:06 AM


 
 


From: Chris Wigley [mailto:wigley5@bellsouth.net] 
Sent: Thursday, November 20, 2014 8:06 AM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Cc: 'Lisa Wigley'
Subject: Proposed all aboard Railway Expansion
 
Dear Mr Winkle,
I am a homeowner that lives approx 100 yds from the existing train tracks . I live on Alice Ave ,
 Jensen Beach Fl. I have invested heavily in the home and my business in the local area. As of now
 My house is only 5 years old it is showing deterioration from the constant vibration from the trains
 that already pass through this area. I can feel the train shake my bed when it goes by in the morning
 and the whistles disturb us as we sleep if the windows are left open.
It is unimaginable , the deleterious effects, more trains will have on this area.
I can’t imagine how this project can possibly continue as projected.
The people to the South say it will help them with jobs. I can tell you as a business owner it will
 irreparably effect our local area. If it matters to you, I will be forced to leave and take my business
 elsewhere. There will be more businesses lost than mine I can assure you.
I realize you have probably received many letters like this ,so I will keep it short. Just note that for
 the record there are many of us locals that have long term ties here in town that this ridiculous
 railroad idea will adversely affect.
I will be forced to move and take my business elsewhere and seven families will lose jobs.
This is a ridiculous.
Kind regards, Chris Wigley
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From: Susan Match
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attention:Mr. John Winkle
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:11:05 PM


I am very much AGAINST this train coming through Vero Beach many times a day.
One very important reason is that access to our hospital will be compromised. Emergency vehicles will be stopped,
 endangering the lives of citizens.
Also, the crossroads are direct east-west traffic patterns and will slow down these highly-used routes many times a
 day.


Thank you for your time.
Susan Match
200 Sable Oak Lane #104
Indian River Shores, FL 32963


Sent from my iPad
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From: Colleen Holmes
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida - Objection
Date: Monday, November 10, 2014 10:56:16 AM


I want to express my objections to All Aboard Florida.  Adding 32 high speed trains that go through
 Martin County would cripple the traffic, especially in downtown Stuart which is adjacent to the
 railroad tracks.  The trains would have to slow down to go over the one track bridge that goes over
 the river just past downtown Stuart.  The trains would also block access to the hospital.   I find it
 very hard to believe that there is a need for 16 trains a day to bring people from Miami to Orlando
 and 16 trains full of people going from Orlando to Miami!  I believe this is a ruse to increase the
 number of slower freight trains.  This type of activity belongs on the CSX railroad tracks which are in
 a western rural area.  If this is allowed it could destroy much of our local economy by making access
 to downtown undesirable.  Please do not approve this plan!
 
 
Colleen Holmes
681 NE Zebrina Senda
Jensen Beach, FL  34957
 
  


"The comments and opinions expressed herein are those of the author of this message and may not reflect the policies of the Martin County Board
 of County Commissioners. Under Florida Law, email addresses are public records. If you do not want your email address released in response to a


 public records request do not send electronic mail to this entity. Instead, contact this office by phone or in writing." 


 Click here to subscribe to Martin County’s e-Newsletter
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From: Jean Defrancis
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stuart Ruins!
Date: Monday, October 13, 2014 12:03:00 PM


32 trains per day PLUS freight trains -
What a way to ruin our beautiful town and all the lovely old towns along the coast  to which many people love to
 live in. Don't let that happen in FL.
Jean DeFrancis,
Stuart, FL full time resident


Sent from my iPhone
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Response - DEIS All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 1:06:38 PM
Attachments: FRA final.docx


IRCHS-signed.pdf


 
 


From: STANBR@aol.com [mailto:STANBR@aol.com] 
Sent: Monday, December 01, 2014 12:33 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA); AAF-comment@vhb.com
Cc: dreingold@irc.gov; citymgr@covb.org; mfalls@covb.org; jgriffen@cityofsebastian.org;
 acoy@cityofsebastian.org; mbusha@tcrpc.org; kdelancy@tcrpc.org; rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com;
 bill@billnelson.senate.gov; Alyn.Fernandez@rubio.senate.gov; Pam.gillespiese@mail.house.gov;
 gardiner.andy@flsenate.gov; altman.thad.web@flsenate.gov; steve.crisafulli@myfloridahouse.gov;
 debbie.mayfield@myfloridahouse.gov; Robert.Bendus@dos.myflorida.com;
 ananth.prasad@dot.state.fl.us; amie.goddeau@dot.state.fl.us; mbrandenburg@sjrwmd.com;
 Andrew.w.phillips@usace.army.mil; bmitchell@sebastianchamber.com;
 director@indianriverchamber.com; sisustarfish@aol.com; gtokro@aol.com; idletteiii@bellsouth.net;
 jackiemerle2000@yahoo.com; jerryandsue1967@bellsouth.net; indianriverhisto@bellsouth.net
Subject: Response - DEIS All Aboard Florida
 
Mr. Winkel,
Please find attached a Memorandum and Letter Report prepared as the response to the Federal Railroad
 Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the All Aboard Florida Proposed Project. On
 behalf of the Indian River County Historical Society, I thank you for the opportunity to provide these
 comments. 
 
We regret that this has been our only opportunity to provide local knowledge concerning the cultural
 resources in Indian River County, but we trust that the FRA will adhere to their promise that each and
 every one of our concerns will be addressed. If there are any questions or clarification needed, please do
 not hesitate to contact us.
 
Respectfully submitted,
 
Ruth Stanbridge
County Historian
Indian River County Historical Society
 
 
Please acknowledged receipt of this communication. Thank you.
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MEMORANDUM and LETTER REPORT





Date:	November 29, 2014


To:	Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration


From:	Ruth Stanbridge, County Historian


		


Re:	Draft Environmental Impact Statement - All Aboard Florida Project.  





Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this Proposed Project.  The following is submitted and specifically directed to the Consultation and Cultural Resources of the above DEIS as it relates to the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) Section 106 and Federal Department of Transportation Act (FDTA) Section 4 (f). 





COMMENTS


From the beginning, the citizens of Indian River County and other Treasure Coast Counties were assured by both the Federal Rail Administration (FRA) and All Aboard Florida (AAF) that all concerns would be answered and the Draft Environmental Statement (DEIS), when released, would be complete, creditable, and address all of their concerns.  


After reviewing this DEIS, it is clear that this document is not complete and far from creditable.  It is lacking in the most basic information and details, especially in the identification and discussion of the cultural resources of Indian River County.  


The DEIS Summary was the first indication that the FRA and their consultants failed to give any consideration to the cultural resources of Indian River County.  The DEIS does not acknowledge significance cultural resources or historic districts that are located in or immediately adjacent to the FECR Railway Historic District.  The DEIS does not include text, tables, or a report which would indicate that a true cultural resource assessment was completed for the APE of the N-S Corridor.  There is, however, a bold statement on page S-18 that says that “The Project would have no direct or indirect effect (noise, vibration, and change in setting) in the historic resources located adjacent to the N-S Corridor.”  That statement is unbelievable!  


A proper survey and discussion of cultural resources (including archaeological sites) cannot be found in the Affected Environment (Chapter 4), or Environmental Consequences (Chapter 5), and is totally missing from Chapter 7 (Mitigation and Project Commitments).   Because these resources have not been identified or acknowledged in the DEIS, is it presumed that there are no “environmental consequences”.   That is not to be believed! 





As early as July 2013, FRA was being assured by AAF and their consultants that the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) “was comfortable that AAF has properly consulted with them and that, at this point, [there are] “no adverse effects” to cultural resources from this project" [8 July 2013 letter – Appendix 4.4 .5 A2].   Again, another bold statement that was made more than two months before the release of the DEIS and months away from the end of the commenting period.   


This DEIS is flawed.  It has created confusion and bewilderment not only for the public but for the local governments and cities trying to review the document.  Again, this DEIS is unacceptable and a failure of the FRA and their consultants who were tasked to write a complete and creditable document.





FAILURE TO COMMUNICATE:  The DEIS is incomplete because the FRA and its Consultants failed to communicate with local governments and the local historical communities.


(1) In the letters of March 28, 2013 [Appendix 4.4.5 A1] and July 8, 2013 [Appendix 4.4.5 A2] FRA determined “that the coordination with local preservation planning representatives used in Phase I was “not warranted in Phase II” and that “coordination with local entities was not required …” 


(2) Also,  FRA agreed “not to use the ‘substitution approach’ to streamline the NEPA and NHPA Section 106 consultation process” which meant that the “standard Section 106” method would be used - 8 July 2013 letter [Appendix 4.4.5 A2] 


(3) It was reported in the DEIS (page 4-124) that determinations had been made at meetings and through conference calls and concurred with at the highest level (prior to the DEIS release) that coordination with local planning representatives was "not warranted".    





These determinations between FRA, AAF, and SHPO (in both the pre-DEIS and in the DEIS) set the stage for what happened in Indian River County and in other local governments along the N-S Corridor.  


The FRA and their consultants failed to contact local governments (cities and counties), historical or heritage organizations or individuals in regard to information or input on cultural resources.  No scoping meeting was held in Indian River County. The City of Vero Beach and the City of Sebastian both located along the APE of the N-S Corridor were not contacted.  Neither the Indian River County Historical Society nor the Sebastian River Historical Society was asked for information on cultural resources.  The planning staff of Sebastian and Vero Beach and those of Indian River County were never called.  Even the County Historian (duly appointed by the Indian River Board of County Commissioners) and who has worked closely with the Department of State, Bureau of Historical Preservation, for over thirty years was never asked for information.


SHPO, when contacted on October 15, 2014 by email about these pre-DEIS determinations, responded that “An agency official may use the process and documentation required for the preparation of an EA/FONSI or an EIS/ROD to comply with section 106 in lieu of the [standard 106 process] if the agency official has notified in advance the SHPO/THPO and the [Advisory] Council that it intends to do so”.  


Whatever method (the “standard Section 106 process” method or the streamlined and flexible “substitution” approach) was used local public participation and involvement cannot be ignored or overlooked.  The FRA’s determinations in the early pre-DEIS meetings has compromised this mandatory participation and involvement.





(4) Table 4.4.5.2 (page 4-125) – This Table explains that 4 Certified Local Governments (CLG), 1 urban planner, and 1 archaeologist were contacted.





The Orlando-WPB Corridor is well over two hundred miles long and runs through 6 counties with a dozen or so large and small local city governments, at least another dozen or so planners for each city and county, many local historical societies, preservationists, and knowledgeable local people, yet only 6 contacts were made with only 3 responses 


  


Under Section 106, a Certified Local Government is not singled out as a substitute for “local government”, a consulting party, a consulting agency or a local preservationist.  An urban planner in St. Lucie County cannot be a substitute for the urban planner in Indian River County.   FAILURE TO COMMUNICATE!





FAILURE TO ACKNOWLEDGE CULTURAL RESOURCES: The DEIS is incomplete because it failed to acknowledge cultural resources located in or immediately adjacent to the APE of the FECR Corridor. 


(1) In Section 4.4.5 Cultural Resources:  Most of the historical properties and archaeological sites in Indian River County located in or immediately adjacent to the APE of the railway corridor were not acknowledged, surveyed, or discussed in this DEIS.  These resources were omitted or simply dismissed from the Section.  Therefore, no analysis could take place.





Section 4.4.5 (pages 4-120-132) was alarming in its entirety.  There was neither a detail discussion of historical buildings and structures nor a cultural resource assessment report.  Moreover, no recognition was given to the two National Register Historical Districts in the City of Sebastian that are located in or immediately adjacent and on either side of the FECR Linear Historic District.  Not only are these National Register Districts in or immediately adjacent to the APE of the N-S Corridor there are over 40 buildings or structures within their boundaries with many of them in the APE and several are individual properties potentially eligible or already listed on the National Register.


Throughout the length of the county in or immediately adjacent to the APE of the N-S Corridor, there are a number of other single historic properties potentially eligible or already listed on the National Register.  These were not acknowledged in any way.  They would fall under Section 106 (NHPA) and will have impacts from noise, vibration, and safety issues, yet they are not listed or discussed in the entire document.  


The “three architectural/historical resources” mentioned on page 4-129 of the DEIS are only identified in the Tables that immediately follow that page.  The railroad corridor, the bridge, and a railroad platform (designed and constructed by engineers not architects) are slated for reconstruction activities or demolition.   No other cultural resources in Indian River County were listed or acknowledged in the text or in the Tables.





In the separate Appendix 4.4.5-B3 which shows the “proximate” of cultural resources in relationship to the N-S Corridor APE, there are some resources identified only by their FMSF#s identification.  There is no refer, no discussion, or other acknowledgement of these resources in the DEIS text.  Again, there is no Cultural Resources Assessment Report (CRAC) or Table attached to this DEIS.  





The DEIS also failed to acknowledge or identify several very important archaeological sites located in or immediately adjacent and within the N-S Corridor.  These sites are of major significance and have National implications and, even, International importance.  Another failure of this DEIS.





(2) Archaeological Resources (page 4-131) – Under this portion of the DEIS only one archaeological site in Indian River County is reported in or immediately adjacent to the APE of the N-S Corridor in the text.  This one site, a shell midden not evaluated by SHPO, was mentioned, but several more in or immediately adjacent to the corridor were ignored and/or dismissed.  





One of the archaeological sites that was missed is in or immediately adjacent to the bridge landing of the St. Sebastian River Bridge (FMSF#8BR3062/8IR1569) near Roseland.  This site is listed on the Florida Master Site File but was never acknowledged, surveyed, or investigated by the FRA or their consultants.  This is the same St. Sebastian Bridge that will be demolished as part of the Proposed Project and a survey will be necessary before any permits can possibly be issued.  Without investigation, demolition and new bridge construction will destroy any cultural resources in the vicinity of this bridge landing.   





Two sites with major potential were also ignored or dismissed.  Neither the Vero Man site (FMSF#8IR09) nor the Gifford Bones site (FMSF#8IR07 and FMSF#8IR08) were mentioned in the text.   Both are potentially eligible for National Register status. 





The Vero Man site has gained both National and International attention.  In fact, the excavation at the Vero Man Site is now going into its second season. The State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) is well aware of the potential of this site.  Again, this is a total failure of the DEIS in not properly addressing cultural resources along the N-S Corridor and not actively coordinating with local government and local people!








FAILURE TO ACKNOWLEDGE IMPACTS: The DEIS failed to acknowledge the Proposed Project’s impacts to cultural resources.





In Section 4.2.2 and Section 5.2.2, there is limited discussion of impacts to cultural resources.  Unfortunately, this DEIS has not recognized or acknowledged these resources (including the archaeological sites) and therefore, discussion of the “environmental consequences” and impacts is so inadequate that it fails to meet the requirements of National Environmental Protection Act (NPEA).  Vibration, noise, and safety issues are major concerns.





(1) Table 4.2.2-1 separates noise-sensitive land uses into Categories.  Category I lists National Historic Landmarks as one of the “significant outdoor uses”.





In Indian River County there are two National Register Historic Districts and a number of single historic properties that fall within Category 1 which are listed on the National Register or potentially eligible to be listed. The referenced properties are  in or immediately adjacent to the APE of the N-S Corridor, but, again, they were not identified, acknowledged, or discussed in the text or anywhere in the DEIS document.  They would fall under Section 106 (NHPA) and there will be environmental consequences from noise, vibration, and safety issues. 





Located in Pocahontas Park (Table 4.4.6-2, page 4-141) are two historic buildings which are considered community centers (one is on the National Register and another potentially eligible).  While Pocahontas Park is acknowledged in Table 4.4.6-2 under Section 4 (f) and Section 6 (f); the historic buildings are not acknowledged.  In fact, their existence is not acknowledged anywhere in the text - only on Map 45 [Appendix 4.4.5-B3] as a Florida Master Site File number.  


 


These community centers and Pocahontas Park host hundreds and hundreds of people per day, yet the DEIS failed to discuss or acknowledge these buildings and their uses.  In fact, the Park, itself, was misidentified as being owned and managed by Indian River County, but Pocahontas Park is a city park in the City of Vero Beach and has been since 1913.  The DEIS failed to acknowledge these community buildings in an active public park and the obvious impacts from noise, vibration, and safety concerns.





Another property that was not mentioned or discussed in the DEIS is a historic farmstead consisting of a house museum (listed on the National Register), barns, and a future as an educational center.  This Farmstead should be considered under Section 4(f) and is a unique property with over 100-acres of conservation and preservation land including several rare and endangered species onsite.  Its eastern boundary is located in or immediately adjacent to the APE of the N-S Corridor.  Again, this entire historic farmstead with barns was omitted from discussion as well as impacts from noise, vibration, and safety issues.








(2) The FRA did determine that the N-S Corridor would result in “long-term noise and vibration with adverse impacts to residents and properties”. (page 5-39)


(3) FRA also determined that “the ground-borne vibration already exceeds the criteria” (page 5-51).   Currently, the N-S Corridor is consider a “heavily used rail corridor” (more than 12 trains per day) with additional impacts if the trains double (FRA 2012a).





Again, vibration, noise, and public safety are major concerns to all the cultural resources in or immediately adjacent to the APE of the N-S Corridor.  Since these cultural resources were not acknowledged, recorded, and are missing from the DEIS records and since public involvement was non-existence, no adverse impacts were discussed or recorded.


With the only plans – the 30% plans – available, there was inadequate information to review the DEIS and the potential impacts that will be caused by the Proposed Project.  Sixty percent (60%) plans were requested but NOT provided while the ninety percent (90%) plans will not be available until weeks after the DEIS deadline for comments has passed.  Plans at 60% are considered standard in any construction project, but for reasons unknown, the FRA and AAF determined that those plans were not necessary for this DEIS.   Once again, the DEIS fails to acknowledge the impacts of AAF’s Proposed Project!


Because the FRA and their consultants failed to provide the necessary information, data, and plans in the DEIS document, local governments, owners of these properties, preservationists, and the general public will not be able to accurately address the impacts AAF’s Proposed Project will have on the cultural resources of Indian River County!  Failure to acknowledge impacts!








SUMMARY


This “reconstruction” proposal by AAF will add “new” modern infrastructure, additional high speed passenger trains, and increased freight.  Impacts of vibration and noise to cultural resources were NOT addressed in this DEIS.  Safety issues in and around these cultural resources were NOT discussed.  This DEIS simply did NOT acknowledge or recognized these resources and so the DEIS presumed they did NOT exist as far as “consequences” from this Proposed Project. (See Cultural Resources, pages 4-120-132 and Table 4.2.2-1- Noise and Vibration – page 4-35)


But these cultural resources do exist and will be impacted not only by the current Proposed Project, but any future increase in rail freight.  This freight issue may rapidly increase “if and when” the passenger service proves to be a financial burden. The practical use of this “new” modern infrastructure would then become a freight corridor.  History has a way of repeating itself and in 1968 - passenger service was discontinued on the FEC Railway and freight increased - it could happen again!     


What recourse will the public have to address impacts from increased freight when the passenger service decreases or is discontinued?   The FRA must find language to add to any final document that will allow the issue of a substantially increase in freight service to be re-visited and re-evaluated. 





CONCLUSION





All Aboard Florida representatives have promoted this Proposed Project to the public as a “restoration” and this term was actually used by one of the consulting agencies, but this is not a true statement.  A “restoration” would “restore” passenger service with the trains moving at a normal rate of speed with the original stops “restored” along the way.  This is a “reconstruction” with the goal of operating a high speed passenger train with a maximum speed of 125 mph on modern tracks, with new and upgraded bridges, and with NO small railroad station stops planned along hundreds of miles of the original corridor.  This is definitely not a “restoration”.





There are many local governments, organizations, and citizens along this Corridor that are extremely displeased and very disappointed with the Federal Rail Administration on how this DEIS was handled.  There is also amazement that an Agency with the reputation of the FRA would allow an Environmental Impact Statement, so poorly done, to be released, even, as a “Draft” document.





This DEIS does not represent  the goals and objectives of Section 106 and Section 4 (f) nor does it adhere to the criteria that the Federal Rail Administration or any other Federal government agency must have to allow a Proposed Project of this scope to move forward.  The deficiencies in this document are just too much to overcome in an amendment, or, even, in a supplement.  This DEIS should be rejected, outright, with the opportunity that any “new” document have a realistic timeframe and follow the proper legal guidelines established through NEPA, NHPA, and FDTA.  The public and local governments must be guaranteed participation from the beginning - not the end. 





Respectfully submitted by:                           /s/____ Ruth Stanbridge_____, County Historian
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November 29, 2014





United States Department of the Army


Jacksonville District Corps of Engineers


Cocoa Permit Section


400 High Point Drive, Suite 600


Cocoa, Florida 32926


Attention:  Andrew Phillips


RE:  SAJ-2012-01564 (SP-AWP), All Aboard Florida Project


Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above U.S. Army Corps of Engineers permit application for the All Aboard Florida Project.  As County Historian for Indian River County and a member of the Board of the Indian River County Historical Society, it was with special interest that the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) furnished by the Federal Rail Administration (FRA) was reviewed.


This DEIS is incomplete and lacking in the most basic information about the cultural resources found in or immediately adjacent to the right-of-way (ROW) of the Florida East Coast Railway (FEC) corridor in Indian River County.  


This DEIS did not acknowledge or investigate archaeological sites that are recorded at three of the four bridge sites in the County.   The following are brief descriptions of these bridges and the sites in or immediately adjacent to these bridges.


St. Sebastian River Bridge (FMSF#8BR3062/8IR1569) is to be demolished.  The original bridge was a wood trestle bridge (C. 1891) that carried the first train into the fishing village of Sebastian in December 1893.  The existing bridge (C. 1926) replaced the original structure in the same alignment. On the Indian River County side, the bridgehead is situated in or immediately adjacent to a midden, known as the Campbell Property (FMSF#8IR02).   It was a common practice in those days to utilize midden materials for support of bridges and for road material.  


This site was noted in Irvin Rouse’s 1951 publication on the archaeology of the Indian River area but was not investigated.  The countywide archaeological survey conducted by Indian River County in 1990 noted this site but did not investigate because of its status on private property and its use as an active railroad line.  


 Undoubtedly, this site was not investigated by the AAF’s consultant either.  This site should be thoroughly researched and investigated before any permit is issued and any construction begins.


North, Main, and South Relief Canal Bridges:  The railroad bridges currently over the North, Main, and South Relief Canals are slated to be upgraded.  These canals are part of the Indian River Farms Water Control District (Farms) created (C. 1913) as part of a 55,000 acre land development.  The Farms is a Chapter 298 District under the State of Florida and has authority to tax the landowners in the District for water control. 


Our concerns are:


The North Relief Canal, historically, was a tidal creek called Houston Creek and was channelized as part of the Farms Plan of Reclamation.  This reclamation unearthed fossilized paleo bones which included mastodon and camel.  This site is in and immediately adjacent to the ROW of both the bridges of the existing railroad and Old Dixie.  It is listed on the Florida Master Site File as #8IR07 and #8IR08 (aka Gifford Bones) and is considered potentially eligible for listing in the National Register.  Again, this site was not recognized by the consultants for AAF and was not included in the DEIS.   Further investigation of cultural resources will be necessary.


The Main Relief Canal, historically, was a tidal creek called Van Valkenburg and joined on the east with a smaller stream, the Vosenberry.  As part of the Farms Plan of Reclamation canal construction unearthed not only fossilized paleo bones of mega fauna, but human bones.  The site of Vero Man and Vero Woman are within sites called Locality 1, Locality 2, and Locality 3.  The boundaries of this site extend eastward under the railroad ROW, under U.S. 1 (formerly Old Dixie) and even further eastward on both sides of the channelized tidal creek.





Currently, there is a major archaeological research and excavation project being conducted on a portion of the site.  Mercyhurst University and the Old Vero Ice Age Committee (the local archaeological organization) have completed research and analysis for their first year dig and are preparing for the next phase.  This site is eligible for National Register listing and is listed on the Florida Master Site File under FMSF#8IR09.





Totally missed, omitted, and ignored by the consultants for AAF and the agencies assigned by FRA, this is a MAJOR site with National implications and International interest.  Impacts to this site were not even considered or discussed in the DEIS because of their omission from the document.   





Recommendation:


There are NO construction plans, only 30% right-of-way plans to be seen.  There are NO 60% plans available and, we are told, 90% plans are not scheduled to be released until after this permit and the DEIS deadline has passed.  Therefore, it is not possible to adequately address impacts and consequences from construction.


This permit application, as presented, does not acknowledge these sites, therefore, there was No discussion and NO mitigation considered.  The construction or re-construction of these bridges will create major impacts to the cultural resources that exist in or immediately adjacent to the FEC right-of-way unless proper steps are taken.   





This permit application, as presented, should be denied.  It has major deficiencies, a lack of information, and no plans or drawings available.  The DEIS did not follow the proper procedures under Section 106 and/or Section 4 (f).  Any issuance of this permit would have major impacts to archaeological sites without any stated conditions or mitigation to protect them.   





Respectfully submitted,





/s/  Ruth Stanbridge





Ruth Stanbridge


Research Historian





CC:  Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration
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From: Carole Townsend
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida - We Must Have Trains!
Date: Thursday, October 9, 2014 5:31:18 PM


My Name: Carole Townsend


My Email: disted2@hotmail.com


My Address:


634 Floyd Bennett Drive, Melbourne, FL 32901


Years ago, Floridians amaneded our Constitution, demanding high speed rail. Florida's
 population is now fourth largest in the country, and that's just residents. It doesn't count the
 student, tourist, or part-time residents. We need high speed rail!



mailto:disted2@hotmail.com
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From: Alisha Cline
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attn John Winkle
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2014 11:52:36 AM


Hello Mr. Winkle,


This is to address the additional 32 train passing's in Brevard county, specifically in the town
 of Malabar and Malabar Road.  It is a large concern that the additional noise that the train
 horns will generate will drive down property values in the neighborhoods surrounding the
 crossing at Malabar road.  Many of the people in my neighborhood purchased and remodeled
 our home to be permanent family residents and poured our savings, hearts and souls into
 making these wonderful homes.  The additional noise will not only affect that feeling of peace
 and tranquility that we bought here to have, but will also deprive us of the ability to relocate
 because our homes will have then become devalued because of the noise and vibrations.  I am
 also concerned with the wildlife.  We currently have several families of ospreys that reside
 around our property.  We also have a mating pair of bald eagles that fish in the pond next to
 our home.  I would hate for them to relocate or be disturbed by this additional traffic.  


Also the level of traffic that is going to increase with so many more crossings is going to be
 horrendous.  I have to cross train tracks at Malabar and Palm Bay Road to get to my job at
 Harris Corp 2 times a day.  The addition of that many trains will affect all 7000 employees at
 Harris as well.  I honestly have to wonder how it will affect our sensitive government testing
 facilities with the additional vibrations and noise.  


If AAF must do this I implore them to install the quiet zone at Malabar to at least remove the
 noise pollution that they will be causing with the additional 32 horns a day.  


Please preserve the country peace that we love in Malabar!!!


Sincerely,
Alisha Cline



mailto:kodiaksgirl612@gmail.com
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From: William Wink
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Opposed to All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 7:14:33 AM


Dear Mr. Winkle,
My family of four is opposed to the development of All Aboard Florida. After studying this issue for several weeks,
 I have concluded this rail service will degrade our quality of life along with many people living in coastal south
 Florida.
Please do NOT start this railroad project.
Thank you.
William Wink. (Florida resident for 61 years.)
355 S. Ocean Drive
Fort Pierce, Fl. 34949
772 216. 3999


Sent from my iPad


________________________________


Disclaimer -


This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for %[]To and Cc: (name)[]%. If
 you are not the named addressee you should not disseminate, distribute, copy or alter this email. Any views or
 opinions presented in this email are solely those of the author and might not represent those of Carter Healthcare,
 Inc. WARNING: Although Carter Healthcare, Inc has taken reasonable precautions to ensure no viruses are present
 in this email, the company cannot accept responsibility for any loss or damage arising from the use of this email or
 attachments.
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From: Randy Sroczynski
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stuart in Martin County
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 8:07:21 AM


The expansion of tracks and the increase of trips will forever ruin the pleasant environment of downtown Stuart and
 Jensen Beach.
I will protest this venture by all possible means.
Randy Sroczynski
1225 NW 21st St.
Stuart 34994



mailto:randyski@reagan.com
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From: Frank Watanabe
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Review comment on the AAF DEIS
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 5:25:47 PM
Attachments: Comment Letter on DEIS.pdf


John,
 
My email was returned as undeliverable, so I am trying again to submit our review comment letter.
 Hopefully, this time it will get through.
 
Frank Watanabe
Public Works Director/City Engineer
City of Sebastian
(772) 388-8228
 
 
 


From: Frank Watanabe 
Sent: Monday, December 01, 2014 5:20 PM
To: 'AAF'; 'john.winkle@dot.gov'
Cc: Joseph Griffin; Cynthia Watson
Subject: Review comment on the AAF DEIS
 
Mr.  John Winkle,
 
Attached is the City of  Sebastian review comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
 (DEIS) for the AAF Passenger Rail Project.   You will also receive an overnight package tomorrow
 Tuesday 12/2 which includes the hard copy binder with the same City comment letter and
 additional comment surveys, letters and documents collected by the City of Sebastian regarding
 comments on the DEIS.   If you have any questions regarding our review comments, please email or
 call me at (772) 388-8228.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank Watanabe, PE
Public Works Director/City Engineer
City of Sebastian
(772) 388-8228



mailto:FWatanabe@CityofSebastian.org
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From: MARJORIE L. ALEXANDER
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida - development thru Stuart Florida
Date: Saturday, October 11, 2014 3:18:45 PM


October 10,2014
 
Dear Sirs,
 
I live 150' from the FEC railroad in Hobe Sound. The proposed expansion will affect
 me directly. It does not make any sense to run the line here. There is already a right-
of-way west of Stuart, the CSX tracks. The CSX tracks are not as well cared for as
 the FEC tracks. This should not have any effect on the decision of the new
 installation because they will be putting in new tracks for AAF. I have ridden the train
 to New Jersey a number of times and there is not much to disturb there.
 
I don't have any idea where you are going to get the passengers that will use this line.
 
I also think that this is just another way to get money from the taxpayers.Then you
 can walk away when the railroad fails.
 
Marjorie L. Alexander
 
 
 



mailto:margeale@bellsouth.net
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From: Cregar
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attn Mr John Winkle
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:58:24 AM


Orlando Miami Hi Speed Rail Proposal Comment


Please add a stop at Fort Pierce because;


- town will suffer with the increased traffic due to many grade crossings, expensive homes adjacent to the tracks,
 and continued lack of public transportation to Orlando


- a stop will overcome the negatives by improving airport and Miami access


- quick stop because trains will slow to pass through town anyway


- inexpensive because public land is adjacent to tracks along with a underutilized public garage


Sent from my iPad



mailto:cregar@gmail.com
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From: sphoskins@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Opposed to All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 8:18:37 AM


    Our family has lived on the same piece of property in St. Lucie Village for over one hundred years.  The
 All Aboard Florida project will have a huge negative impact on our property and quality of life.  The three
 rail lines proposed  to run through St. Lucie Village will essentially cut St. Lucie Village off from the rest of
 the area with thirty-two passenger trains a day and long freight trains presumably using the third rail
 every day.  Anyone coming into the Village or leaving the Village must cross over the railroad tracks.
    We also own a business in downtown Fort Pierce.  The thirty-two trains running down the middle of
 downtown daily will create a frustrating nightmare for our clients and probably will cause some clients to
 stop coming downtown.
    We are adamantly opposed to All Aboard Florida.
 
Steve and Beth Hoskins



mailto:sphoskins@aol.com
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From: Carol Newton
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stuart trains
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 2:02:03 PM


please do not bring all aboard project to our area ... It will cause too much trouble for our little
 town... 
Thank you, 
Carol Newton



mailto:figgyflute@gmail.com
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: Standley, Lisa; Ward, Autumn
Subject: FW: Scanned Image
Date: Thursday, December 18, 2014 2:27:43 PM
Attachments: image2014-12-18-142358.pdf


A couple of more.  One of them was postmarked in time but took a couple of weeks to get to us.


-----Original Message-----
From: Winkle, John (FRA)
Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 2:24 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: Scanned Image


Please See Attached



mailto:john.winkle@dot.gov
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From: Niels Stenhoj
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida - environmental impact statement
Date: Thursday, October 2, 2014 10:33:10 AM


To Whom It May Concern
 
I want to express my big concern over the planned high speed train service between Orlando and
 Miami. My concern is not the service itself, but the fact that it will run along the East Coast
 ‘corridor’ – right through many Treasure Coast communities with great impact to not only the
 environment, the quality of life in these communities and towns. If following the proposed route, it
 will cause an enormous loss of value to the property owners, especially those living west o the
 tracks, as the access to the ocean will virtually be eliminated, due to the frequency and length of the
 closing of the railway bridge over the St. Lucie River.
 
Also, the 2x16 high speed trains and the increase in the freight trains will cause ‘havoc’ in downtown
 areas (specifically downtown Stuart), causing long back-ups and delays to motorists trying to get
 from one side of the tracks to the other and might cause severe delays for emergency vehicles to
 reach the hospitals in the area.
 
Finally, running high speed trains through heavily populated areas as Vero Beach, Ft. Pierce, Stuart,
 Jupiter etc, will be a very big danger to the citizens of these towns.
 
The solution is very simple: Move the high speed service to the west of the East Coast communities,
 along the Florida Turnpike or to the tracks already in place in the center of the state.
 
Thanks,
 
Niels Stenhoj
Sewall’s Point


 
 


This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus
 protection is active.
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From: David Hole
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attn Mr. John Winkle
Date: Saturday, November 29, 2014 12:18:07 PM
Attachments: FRA - AAF.pdf


Dear Mr. Winkle,


Please see attached letter in relation to All Aboard Florida passenger line.


Keep updated on MMYC business development. See great pictures of yacht projects.
 Click our facebook link and please click "LIKE"
 
https://www.facebook.com/marinamile
www.marinamileyachtingcenter.com


 
Regards
 


David Hole
Marina Mile Yachting Center at marina bay


2200 Marina Bay Drive East
Ft Lauderdale FL 33312
Ph   954 583 0053
Fax 954 583 0064
   



mailto:daveholeprojects@aol.com
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Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE  
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC  20590 
 
November 17th 2014 
 
Dear Mr. Winkle, 
 
I am writing in relation to the proposed Florida railroad project All Aboard Florida that I understand the 
F.R.A. has approved. I represent Marina Mile Yachting Center (“MMYC”), one of the many marine facility 
service centers to the west of the FEC bascule bridge in Fort Lauderdale Florida which AAF intends to 
use.  
 
MMYC is a hybrid full service shipyard and marina located on the New River just west of the CSX / FDOT 



railroad track on the southern end of the bascule bridge. The yacht basin and graving dock at MMYC can 



accommodate work simultaneously on up to 12 large yachts over 100 feet and 12 others of medium 



size. MMYC has eight resident marine trade contractors and over 200 registered contractors on our 



insurance logs. MMYC  and its on-site contractors employ approximately 40 employees in varying 



marine skill sets, including painters, mechanics, electricians, carpenters, AC technicians, yard 



administrators and operations staff. Together with on-site technicians, outside contractors and vessel 



crew, the working economy of the yard fluctuates between 75 – 125 heads in daily operations. 



Increasing FEC bridge closings on the current FEC bascule bridge will certainly pose safety concerns with 



boat owners, yacht captains and tug boat companies on a river that already has its navigation 



challenges.  Increasing wait times for vessels will cause vessel congestion that will add further challenges 



particularly when the tide is flooding and ebbing. These safety concerns and the increased wait times 



could lead boat owners and captains in the local Broward market to seek other repair and refit options 



to the south in the cities of Dania Beach and Miami or to the north up toward and including Palm Beach.  



Florida has limited facilities like MMYC that can accommodate refit and repair of vessels over 100’ in 



length with dry docking capabilities. The impact of the increased FEC bridge closings on the larger 



yachts, generally internationally registered, may drive the work to other states or the ever expanding 



shipyards in the Bahamas, Caribbean and elsewhere. 



MMYC shares a property line that borders the Florida Department of Transport (“FDOT”) right-of-way 



which accommodates the CSX rail line and the elevated Amtrak rail line. MMYC can state factually that 



the bascule bridge closings on the CSX track do provide increased risk to vessel safety at periods of 



closing. The elevated Amtrak line, by contrast, poses no disruptions to increasing marine traffic.  The 



current level freight traffic on the CSX track at the New River bascule bridge has been tolerable to 



mariners in the past. However, if freight traffic accompanied by public transportation services should 











 
increase on the CSX and FEC tracks, the increased congestion on the New River will quickly have 



negative consequences for the New River marine industries to the west of these bascule bridges.  



MMYC believes strongly that the best solution for increased rail traffic over the New River at Fort 



Lauderdale would be an elevated bridge around 50’ in height with opening capacity so as to not limit air 



draft to marine service centers in bound. This would surely reduce the financial impact to the marine 



industry in Broward County and Fort Lauderdale and most certainly reduce the incidence of vessel 



accidents likely to occur if railroad bridge closings on the New River should significantly increase. 



Two parallel and adjacent bridges might be considered as the solution over the FEC bridge, New River at 



Fort Lauderdale, one  elevated line for AAF or other public lines in future. This would certainly be one of 



the best compromises for the interests of railroad companies, mariners, business owners and the 



general public 



Yours sincerely, 



 



David Hole 
General Manager 
Marina Mile Yachting Center 
 













From: stardust-v42@juno.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Opposed to All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:26:26 PM


I (an my husband), residents of Vero Beach, Fl are greatly opposed to the planned All Aboard
 Florida. We do not believe that adequate consideration was given to the alternate routes that
 would move the track West of the cities of Stuart, Port St Lucie, Fort Pierce, Vero Beach and
 Sebastian. We believe that the Environmental Impact Statement is grossly deficient in it's
 assessment that there would be minimal impact in traversing the downtown infrastructure in
 these cities, to say nothing about the property value losses that will occur for so, so  many
 people. Moving the track West would greatly mitigate the impact. Of course, with the hiring
 of the  consulting firm that did the EIS by AAF, we do not expect any fair representation of
 the actual facts. The FRA should be ashamed of projecting this EIS as a fair analysis. Just
 follow the money as they say.
 
Further, the huge number of at-grade crossings on the proposed route is just ludicrous.
 (something like 11,000 crossings per day!!). And with the inevitable addition of more and
 more freight trains, the delay at crossings will only get worse. How many emergency vehicle
 crossings are projected to be delayed with the planned route vs moving the route West away
 from populated areas?
 
And the nautical impact is also not fair to a large segment of the population in this area that do
 recreational boating, especially in the Stuart area. The US Coast Guard should be taking a
 positive stand against more bridge opening delays.
 
I do not believe that adequate consideration was given in the EIS to endangered species, for
 example the Scrub Jay.
 
 
Sincerely
 
Susan Stockman
7300 20th Street
Vero Beach, Fl 32966


____________________________________________________________
Apple's Crazy New Gizmo
Forget the iPhone 6. Next hit Apple product leaked. (see picture)
fool.com
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From: kmc3055@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stuart, FL Impact
Date: Tuesday, September 23, 2014 1:30:17 PM


We own a home in a golf course community only 100 yards or so from the tracks. It is already noisy from the
 current train traffic. If AAF is allowed to proceed our quality of life and home value will be negatively impacted.
This is the wrong thing to do to homeowners in the Stuart, FL area.


Karen McMillan
Stuart, FL


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:kmc3055@comcast.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Scanned Image
Date: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 11:12:18 AM
Attachments: image2014-11-25-110909.pdf


Hi Autumn -


This one was handed to me at the Ft. Lauderdale meeting and I'm not sure if it was otherwise submitted.  It seems to
 be confusing Phases 1 and 2, but should be part of the record.


-----Original Message-----
From: Winkle, John (FRA)
Sent: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 11:09 AM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: Scanned Image


Please See Attached



mailto:john.winkle@dot.gov
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From: Hal Agar
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida ...NO!
Date: Thursday, October 30, 2014 9:46:49 AM


I have registered my objections with the Federal Railroad Administration and
 I wish to espress the same to you.
It is incredulous that the entire project is even being considered as it will
 totally impact the quality of life in all the small towns on the Treasure Coast.
 The frequency of the trains is beyond comprehension and there is no
 possibility that passenger usage will come anywhere near the numbers
 predicted...PLEASE, GET REAL!
Emergency services, noise pollution, property values...everything will be
 negatively impacted. It will bring an end to maritime interests on our beautiful
 rivers. The train tracks themselves are a huge concern, they are OLD and the
 trestle bridges now in operation appear to be very marginal. It is disastger
 waiting to happen.
Take your high speed trains to the western corridor ...and try three trains a
 day...there will be empty seats.
Virginia and Harold Agar
Palm City



mailto:vpagar@hotmail.com
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From: John Anderson Sr.
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attn mr. Jon Winkle/AAF
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:19:08 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle,


I am for growth. But, responsible growth.  I feel the AAF plan is a hazard being rammed down our throats without
 anyone thinking it through. While the picture below is extreme, I fear it won't be in the future.  Along with boat
 collisions in the new river.
I feel a shame that our local politicians are so blinded by lobbyists as to buy off on this boondoggle.  I hope you are
 different and will oppose this project until major safety concerns can be adequately addressed


John Anderson
2442 Okeexhobee Lane
Ft Lauderdale , fl



mailto:ghohn@bellsouth.net
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From: Kate
To: john.wrinkle@dot.gov
Subject: Opposed to All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:39:30 PM


As residents of Hobe Sound, Florida, we are very opposed to the increased railroad traffic that All Aboard Florida
 would bring to our community. There will be no benefit to Hobe Sound, and in fact, it will negatively impact all the
 businesses along Old Dixie Highway. Ambulances and Fire engines may have to wait life-threatening minutes to
 reach our homes. This Railroad should go west of our communities. There is too much danger involved in bringing
 so many high-speed trains and extra freight trains through Hobe Sound. Katharine Miller and William Miller, 103
 River Rd., Hobe Sound, FL 33455



mailto:katmill@ix.netcom.com
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From: Tammy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Subject: AAF - Let"s Do Great Things
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:00:29 AM


Hello AAF,


It's a great thing. The first step to catching up to the European
rail system. This is America. We should do great things.


--
Best regards,
 Tammy                          mailto:tbrogall@gmx.net



mailto:tbrogall@gmx.net
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: Standley, Lisa; Ward, Autumn
Subject: FW: Scanned Image
Date: Thursday, December 18, 2014 2:27:43 PM
Attachments: image2014-12-18-142358.pdf


A couple of more.  One of them was postmarked in time but took a couple of weeks to get to us.


-----Original Message-----
From: Winkle, John (FRA)
Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 2:24 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: Scanned Image


Please See Attached



mailto:john.winkle@dot.gov
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From: MARK MINTER
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Comment
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:42:49 AM


I’m very excited about All Aboard Florida connecting regions of Florida with advanced high-
speed train transportation. It’s a great invest in our future for the economy, tourism, 
communities and modernizing the train service we currently have. 


I know many residents may have issues with the noise due to their location near the tracks, but
 it can only improve with the technology. And any train would make noise, as does highways, 
roads and airports. Small sacrifice in the name of progress, or they can move to any other 
location away from the tracks.


I think this is a great advancement for all Florida citizens and for our future.


Mark Minter


_______________________
Mark Minter
9729 Osprey Isles Blvd
West Palm Beach, FL 33412
T 516.626.4070
C 516.568.5819
markminter@mac.com
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From: hmimicoach@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attn. John Winkle
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:18:58 PM


Move it out West.  A complete disastor at Confusion Corner and Ocean Blvd. for people, and
 emergency people trying to access the hospital.  Same is true at Monterey and Dixie. 
 Shopping in downtown Stuart, as well as diners will become marginal!!!!


Sent from AOL Mobile Mail



mailto:hmimicoach@aol.com
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From: Katherine Miller
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Opposed to All Aboard Florida
Date: Saturday, October 25, 2014 4:36:37 PM


As a residents of Jupiter Island, trying to get to the mainland, we frequently wait for the draw bridge while boats go
 through. We wait for about 27 freight trains a day. With All aboard Florida we will wait for an additional 32
 passenger trains. While this is a major problem for those of us living on Jupiter Island, a more serious and life
 threatening issue is the inability of emergency services to get to and from the Island. Do not allow this to happen!
 For All Aboard Fla to be a reasonable transportation option, tracks must be built further west so they do not
 endanger cities along the coast. Katharine and William Miller, 103 River Rd, Hobe Sound, FL 33455



mailto:katmill@ix.netcom.com
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From: Kesley De Miranda
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Suggestion: Please consider overnight hours [possibly in lesser frequency] for the nightlife/concertgoing crowd
Date: Thursday, October 16, 2014 2:35:13 AM


The AAF stations will go into the heart of 3 downtown cities in South Florida, where the
 nightlife industry is booming.  Not only are there after hour and even 24 hour clubs, there's
 also many concerts that are hosted in nearby venues that people come from far and wide to
 see particular artists.  The hours of these events are during the late night and overnight hours.
  I think AAF should consider running trains during these hours, maybe at a lesser frequency,
 once per hour possibly, maybe it can be limited to Fridays to Sundays?  Urban centers are
 rapidly becoming alive again and Miami is a 24-hour city.  I would love to have the option to
 jump on a train to West Palm Beach to see one of my favorite bands and then jump on the
 train and go right back, and not have to worry if I had a few too many drinks.  Drunk driving
 is a serious problem and having this option will curb accidents by giving people another
 option.  Also, keep in mind that anyone whether in Orlando, West Palm Beach, Ft.
 Lauderdale, or Miami will have this option.  So this has the potential of attracting a new niche
 market of passengers that may want to come down here or vice versa for concerts or special
 events, such as Ultra and its after parties.  There are a lot of concerts of musicians I enjoy
 which are typically held in Ft. Lauderdale or West Palm Beach.  There have even been some
 in Orlando.  But the long drive during those late hours is a turn off for me.  This option will
 make it more safe and comfortable for us to enjoy these type of events.


Best Regards,
Kesley De Miranda 


Sent from iCloud



mailto:k.dm@me.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: Ward, Autumn
Cc: Standley, Lisa
Subject: FW: Seminole Tribe of Florida: All Aboard Florida EIS
Date: Wednesday, December 17, 2014 2:00:47 PM


A real straggler.
 


From: Bradley Mueller [mailto:bradleymueller@semtribe.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 17, 2014 12:18 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: Seminole Tribe of Florida: All Aboard Florida EIS
 
To: Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration
       1200 New Jersey, SE Room W38-311
       Washington, D.C.  20590
       Email:  john.winkle@dot.gov
 
Good Afternoon Mr. Winkle,
 
I was unable to successfully send comments concerning the All Aboard Florida Draft EIS to the
 AFF_comments@vhb.com email address so I am sending them via john.winkle@dot.gov. Please see
 below.
 
 
 
 
Dear Mr. Winkle,
 
Thank you for contacting the Seminole Tribe of Florida – Tribal Historic Preservation Office and
 providing us the opportunity to comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement and 4(f)
 Evaluation for the proposed All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project. Pursuant to Section
 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act we have reviewed the report sections dealing with
 Cultural Resources and have no objection to the report’s findings concerning historic properties at
 this time. I would however like to point out one error that occurs on page 5-137, Section 5.4.5
 Cultural Resources, the definition of “cultural resources” provided in paragraph one of this section is
 in fact a definition for “historic properties”. As I am sure you are aware the distinction between
 cultural resource and historic property is a critical one in the 106 process. Thanks again and feel free
 to contact me with any questions.  
 
 
 
Regards,
 
Bradley M. Mueller, MA
Compliance Supervisor
Tribal Historic Preservation Office



mailto:john.winkle@dot.gov
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Seminole Tribe of Florida
 
Tel:  863-983-6549 ext 12245
Fax:  863-902-1117
Email:  bradleymueller@semtribe.com
Web:  www.stofthpo.com
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From: Ted Bowers
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: laurence.reisman@tcpalm.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Comment
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:41:24 PM


To whom it may concern,
 
I am writing comments on the proposed All Aboard Florida rail enhancements for several reasons.
 
As a recent transplant from the Chicago area to the Treasure Coast, I am really concerned for the
 people of this unique area, rich in heritage, and who deserve to have a chance at better planned
 growth.
 
Little is known by the general population here of the tremendous negative economic impact that
 would result from having a lot of extra rail freight trains and high speed passenger trains blast
 through this pristine culture.
 
Better locations for the kind of rail traffic proposed certainly are available rather than carving
 through the precious East Coast communities who are not even being considered for rail stops
 beneficial to them.
 
Freight traffic and high speed passenger service should be located in areas along interstates and
 freeways in the country where they would least affect the local citizenry. 
 
Certainly better planning should be done and proposals made by our State and Local Governments
 that have the interest of our citizens first and foremost as their obligation, rather than that of
 concern over profits of big corporations whose plans may destroy the citizens interests.
 
Let’s not turn Florida into another Illinois whose people flee at the rate of 1 every 9 minutes, not to
 mention the exodus of small businesses.
Best Regards,
 
Ted Bowers
A Concerned Newcomer



mailto:tedbowers@testnetinc.net
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From: margaret martin
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attn: Mr. John Winkle
Date: Wednesday, November 19, 2014 1:10:32 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle:


As a baby boomer in  Brevard County, I'm extremely concerned about the lack of public
 transportation here that can be utilized to visit other portions of the state.  I was raised in
 Brevard and I have lived here for about 30 years as an adult  I've always been forced to use an
 automobile to reach other areas of Florida.  As I age, I do not intend to end up isolated from
 the rest of the state due to lack of public transportation in the area. I have started looking at
 where I will be moving to if this matter continues.  If Brevard thinks that any major amount of
 baby boomers will move or stay here given the lack of public transportation then they are in
 for a rude awakening!


Respectfully,
Margaret Martin
Grant Valkaria, Fl  



mailto:mmartin7@att.net
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From: Marina Stenhoj
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Opposed to High Speed Passenger Train Service
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 3:09:22 PM


Attn: John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E.
Room W38-31
Washington, DC 20590
 
 
To Whom it may concern,
 
I wish to voice my opposition to the planned high speed train which will travel through Stuart 32
 times daily on its way between Miami and Orlando.
 
All Aboard Florida have announced that they wish to use the existing track and travel straight
 through downtown Stuart.  The negative impact at the rail crossings will be substantial, and I
 anticipate traffic tie-ups and gridlock all through the Treasure Coast as a result of the closings.
 
The speed at which the trains will travel is also a great concern.  I do not believe that AAF will be able
 to secure the tracks sufficiently, and I fear for the safety of both people and animals.
 
The repeated closings of the Roosevelt rail bridge across the St. Lucie river is yet another issue. 
 Boaters will be allowed very little time during which to pass through the bridge, and this will
 negatively impact the marine industry as well as the property values for both private homes and
 businesses.
 
I fail to see any positive effects of the passenger trains.  I question that the service will see sufficient
 ridership to make it a profitable undertaking.  I do not know of any other passenger train operation
 that is profitable.  On the contrary, I'm aware of many that run at a loss. 
 
Suppose that someone did ride the train between Miami and Orlando.  What will this passenger do
 once he or she reaches the destination? The infrastructure is not ready for this project and people
 will get "stranded" at the end stations, and will end up renting a car anyway to venture out from the
 station.  I also believe that most passengers would find it cheaper to rent a car and not use the train,
 based on the rates published in the local papers. If you are just a few people traveling together,
 taking the train will be substantially more expensive than driving yourself, or renting a car.
 
My husband and I have lived in Stuart for the last 15 years, and we love this community.  We fear
 that our town will be "cut in half" by the train.  The emergency response time is a great worry in
 light of the many gate closings.  We are currently discussing if it is best to sell our home now, or risk
 a decline in property value, which, we are certain, will happen once the quality of small town living
 will be destroyed by the trains.
 



mailto:marina@bait-stik.com
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For me to support a passenger train connection, it would have to be moved west, either to run on
 the existing westerly track or on a newly built western track.
 
I am a believer in public transportation, however I cannot see the benefit of this project.  The
 passenger trains will disrupt the lives of the Treasure Coast residents and cause severe traffic issues,
 both on land and on water.
 
Please do not bring the passenger trains through downtown, but move them west to sparsely
 populated land, if such an operation is to be considered.
 
I thank you for reading my comments with an open mind, and with consideration for the damage
 you risk causing by forcing this upon us.
 
Sincerely,
 


Marina Stenhoj
DANCO SPORTS, INC.
106 Hillcrest Drive
Stuart, FL 34996
 
772-219-2570 TEL
772-334-4196 FAX
772-475-4752 CELL
 








From: Peate, Martin
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Supoprt for All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, October 16, 2014 2:12:54 PM
Importance: High


Mr. Winkle,
 
As a transportation planner and lifetime resident of Florida I applaud the efforts and concept of All
 Aboard Florida.  For far too many years the State of Florida has relied solely on the personal
 automobile as the primary mode of transportation and personal mobility.  Far too many times has
 the State of Florida and federal government attempted to develop and complete an exclusive, fixed-
guideway rail connection between Miami, Orlando and even to Tampa.  All Aboard Florida has
 passed a milestone that other efforts have fallen short of achieving with the development and
 public review of this DEIS.
 
I whole-heartedly support and endorse the project as discussed in the DEIS (approved 09.19.14). 
 
I look forward to having the opportunity to have a choice between Miami and Orlando and hopefully
 one day all the way to Tampa.
 
 
 
Martin A. Peate, AICP
4815 West Bay Court Avenue
Tampa, Florida 33611
813.760.1254


This e-mail and any attachments contain URS Corporation confidential information that may be proprietary or privileged. If
 you receive this message in error or are not the intended recipient, you should not retain, distribute, disclose or use any of
 this information and you should destroy the e-mail and any attachments or copies.
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From: Ajwilliamz4500@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attn: John Winkle re: All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 4:09:11 AM


October 31, 2014
 
John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave. S. E
Room W38-31
Washington, D. C. 20590
 
Dear Mr. Winkle
 
I disagree with the All Aboard Florida project as proposed and their request for
 loans or loan guarantees.  I would like to express my concerns and have a
 solution to propose.
 
First I do not think it possible to run a train at 110 mph from Cocoa to Stuart
 safely.  It will travel through to much densely populated and heavily traveled
 area to not expect disastrous results sooner or later.  I had relatives killed by a
 train traveling much slower in the 1950’s.  The tracks parallel US-1 with many
 major highways intersecting and crossing the tracks with little space for traffic
 separation with the expected increase in the rail traffic doubling possibly
 tripling with the anticipated freight traffic increase.
Second the environmental impacts of the speed, vibration and frequency to the
 human being and wildlife impacted will be significant.
Third the economic impact to the cities business and homeowners adjacent to
 the tracks will be very detrimental.  Business will be affected by the
 congestion, delays and environmental causing economic loss from income and
 the value of their business, homeowners will loose home/property value.
Fourth, maritime interests will be severely limited, Taylor Creek in Ft. Pierce
 has never been available to boat traffic due to the low RR bridge, other areas
 with bridges will feel the same effect if it is closed most of the time, which for
 the trains safety would have to be closed sufficient time ahead to allow for a
 safe stop if the bridge failed to operate properly.
 
I am sure you are hearing this and plenty more at the public meetings going on
 now which is why I have taken the time to write.
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I am all for AAF and FEC having the right to develop their properties and
 assets and to make business decisions to meet freight and public
 transportation.  The problem is they should not have the right to force their
 enrichment on others to the detriment of those affected.  I can no more play
 loud music late at my home and upset my neighbors, park a semi truck in the
 drive way or drive my car down US-1 at 100+ MPH which is similar to what
 AAF wants to do.  I am for railroads and high speed trains where and when it
 makes sense and to that end I have a recommendation I think you are in an
 excellent position to possibly move forward.
 
On the road map that the State of Florida hands out at welcome centers there is
 a rail line shown from West Palm Beach goes into central Florida, follows US-
27 north to Lake Wales and continues on north.  There is also a rail line in Lake
 Wales that follows US-27 to Haines City then US 17-92 and goes to
 Kissimmee.  The distance from Kissimmee to the Orlando International airport
 is less than half the distance AAF is proposing from Cocoa to the airport.  The
 next potential advantage to taking a central Florida route thru Lake Wales is
 Tampa is directly west and there are plenty of old rail lines used in the
 phosphate industry available to make a route west and accomplish what was
 proposed for a high speed train from Tampa to Orlando, it could be Orlando
 and Miami and Miami to Tampa.
 
The railroads made development of Florida possible as well as the rest of the
 country.  They do have the potential to be the most fuel efficient as the
 advertisement illustrates “one ton of freight 450 mi. on one gallon of fuel” and
 it does help congestion on the highways.   The problem is towns became cities
 became metropolitan areas and the problem is the most intense on the coasts. 
 The same problem exists with the central FL route as the coast that the
 communities have been there for a long time but the central FL towns are
 smaller and they may be more receptive to the development it would bring and
 because they are smaller may be easier to make route adjustments.
 
I realize AAF and FEC do not own the route I proposed, I think CSX does but
 FEC has things they may use to make it a win, win, win deal for themselves,
 CSX and the people of Florida.  A project like this I could see the government
 in a role to facilitate it happening as long as the publics money is protected
 with assets and the principals investments.
 
I appreciate your consideration.







 
Sincerely,
 
 
Jason Williams








From: h.daulton@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Commentary
Date: Tuesday, September 23, 2014 11:39:45 AM


Dear Mr. Winkle,
 
It is most distressing for the residents in our community of Micco, Florida to envision
 what will happen to our quality of life once All Aboard Florida would start running its
 passenger trains 32 times a day on the tracks that slice right through our town.
 Access by ambulances, fire trucks and police cars will be delayed, possibly at the
 cost of people's lives and homes. Please do not approve this project.
Thank you,
Sincerely
Henriette and Lee Daulton
3980 11th St
Micco, FL 32976



mailto:h.daulton@comcast.net
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From: Bonanti, Christopher
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Support Cards for AAF
Date: Tuesday, October 7, 2014 11:21:07 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
image003.png
Comment Cards to FRA - 10-07-2014.pdf


Dear Mr. John Winkle,
Please find attached, 33 support cards for the All Aboard Florida project.
Sincerely,
Chris
 
Christopher Bonanti
Director of Environmental Planning
All Aboard Florida


2855 Le Jeune Road | 4th Floor
Coral Gables, FL 33134
T: 305.520.2347 | C: 571.334.4807
Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com | allaboardflorida.com


Follow us:  


 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: The information contained in this transmission is privileged
 and confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or entity named
 above. No addressee should forward, print, copy, or otherwise reproduce this message in any
 manner that would allow it to be viewed by any individual not originally listed as a recipient.
 If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
 unauthorized disclosure, dissemination, distribution, copying of this transmission or the
 taking of any action in reliance on the information herein is strictly prohibited. If you have
 received this transmission in error, please immediately reply to sender that you have received
 this communication in error and then delete it. Thank you.



mailto:Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
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http://www.allaboardflorida.com/

http://twitter.com/allaboardfla

http://facebook.com/AllAboardFlorida

http://www.feci.com/

http://www.feci.com/




















































































































































































































From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Small Town Fort Pierce Locals Speak Out in A Big Way!
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:29:54 AM


-----Original Message-----
From: Danielle Ohanesian [mailto:deohanesian@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, December 01, 2014 5:47 PM
To: towncouncil@jupiter.fl.us
Cc: CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov; Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: Small Town Fort Pierce Locals Speak Out in A Big Way!


FYI. This is the future for the small businesses in Jupiter. It will be the end for many of our locals.


Check out this video on YouTube:


http://youtu.be/5zSafLg8ahs


Sent from my iPad



mailto:john.winkle@dot.gov

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
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From: Peter Sarasek
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: plynch300@gmail.com
Subject: Opposed to High Speed Trains along US1 on the Treasure Coast of Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:44:49 PM


We are full-time residents and taxpayers of Indian River County.  We are writing to  urge the
 Federal Railroad Administration to more fully evaluate the impact of high speed trains in excess
 of 100 mph barreling down unprotected tracks of the Florida East Coast Railway in communities
 located along the Treasure Coast.  We regularly travel through our hometown of Vero Beach, and
 neighboring Sebastian, and we further travel regularly through Melbourne.  All of these cities
 have large populations, with much traffic regularly crossing the FEC Rwy tracks. Encouraging
 FEC Rwy with public funding to run its high speed passenger trains along this route makes no
 sense, and will result in many future casualties. If a car crossing the tracks does not collide with
 these trains, surely individuals walking along the tracks will meet that fate.


We urge the Federal Railroad Commission to instead require, as a condition to any public
 financial assistance to FEC Rwy, that Florida East Coast Railway run its trains along the current
 freight tracks located in unpopulated areas in Indian River County along I-95 and the Florida
 Turnpike, instead of along US 1 through highly populated communities.  We believe the impact
 study commissioned by FEC Rwy for this high-speed train project is deficient in that (1) it does
 not attempt to evaluate the impact of these trains upon the densely-populated areas of Indian
 River County (including Fort Pierce, Vero Beach, and Sebastian, in particular), (2) it does not
 evaluate any safety issues or crossing upgrades that should be required for this type of project,
 (3) it does not comment on the delays to medical vehicles traveling to Indian River Medical
 Center or Sebastian River Medical Center which will need to wait for trains to pass before they
 can cross the tracks safely, and (4) it is silent about the additional noise that will affect the
 population of this already congested area.


We are adamantly opposed to this project, to the extent  it would run though populated areas of
 eastern Indian River County, instead of unpopulated areas of western Indian River County.


Peter A. Sarasek  
Peggy A. Lynch
1233 W Island Club Square
Vero Beach, Florida 32963



mailto:psarasek@sbcglobal.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
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From: Patchas
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attn: John Winkle
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 9:47:21 AM


 
 
Sir:
I have listened.  I have read.  I have been to meetings.  Now my opinion regarding your so
 called “passenger” trains.
 
Some how you have neglected to mention the increased freight train traffic that will cause
 even more delays than the faster moving passenger trains.  We all know that any and all the
 passenger trains in the US are losing money.  Nice try! 
 
Perhaps you should tell us how many and how long the increased freight trains will be that will
 travel through Vero Beach. 
I happen to live on the opposite side of the tracks than all the medical facilities in Indian River
 County.  What happens when one of your long and slow freight trains is parked on the track
 for more than the few seconds you claim the passenger train will take? 
 
I am very sorry, but this passenger train excuse is wearing very thin! 
AAF is staring at its bottom line and ignoring all the fine residents of the Treasure Coast,
 particularly Vero Beach. 
 
My chant is NO TO AAF!!!!!
 
Pleadingly yours,
Patricia Harvin
2500 45th Avenue
Vero Beach, FL 32966
patchas@bellsouth.net
 
 
 



mailto:patchas@bellsouth.net
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From: Jancy11@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Comments
Date: Tuesday, October 7, 2014 4:22:36 PM


I wish to voice my concern about the All Aboard Florida Proposal to have 32 trains running through the
 center of  Martin County.
 
There is NO WAY you can provide safety for the citizen who cross the railroad tracks everyday on foot or
 by car, truck or bus.
 
The traffic will be an issue making people who need to get to the hospital and other facilities late on a
 daily bases.
 
There is NO REASON to provide this kind of service NO CITIES are asking for this to happen.  PLEASE
 STOP THIS
 
TRAIN RECK FROM HAPPENING AND DESTORING OUR CITY.
 
 
Nancy Sailer, a resident of Martin County since 1966
 



mailto:Jancy11@aol.com
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From: Ben Stewart
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Support all aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, September 30, 2014 4:10:49 PM


Hello,
 
I am writing this email in support of the All Aboard Florida project.  Being from the South Florida
 area, I think this project will have a significant positive impact on the state of Florida .  I currently
 work in Orlando and have my girlfriend, friends and family all living in the Fort Lauderdale area.  I
 would find the ability to take a 3 hour commute via train rather than automobile much more
 appealing and convenient, as I could continue to do work while making the commute down there. 
 The economic and environmental impact of this project cannot be ignored. This project will bring
 numerous new jobs to the state of Florida as well as reduce the environmental impact of long
 distance commuters.  I am in full support of this project and look forward to taking the ride down to
 South Florida upon its completion.
 
Thank you,
 
Ben Stewart



mailto:BStewart@cfs-fl.com
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From: Michelle.Silva@dot.gov
To: john.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: FW: Stating Opposition to AAF
Date: Thursday, December 4, 2014 6:42:26 AM


 
 
From: Betsy Boggie [mailto:561etb@gmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, December 04, 2014 12:00 AM
To: Silva, Michelle (FRA)
Subject: Stating Opposition to AAF
 
John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration, 1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E., Room
 W38-311, Washington, D.C. 20590.
 
Dear Mr. Winkle,
 
We are writing to state our opposition to FEC's  proposed All Aboard Florida project. 
 As informed citizens we believe the proposed project would be very detrimental to
 Florida's east coast communities and especially Jupiter.  We have been a waterfront
 property taxpayers in Jupiter for thirty years.  Like many other residents we are
 seriously concerned with the potential downturn of property values due to negative
 impacts from increased FEC railroad activity.  We are very concerned that more
 trains will cause traffic jams and impede passage of emergency vehicles.  We share
 common concerns about the Loxahatchee bridge safety and blockage of boating
 traffic.   We question the necessity and sustainability of a high speed train and we are
 suspicious that the FEC has ulterior motives of eventually increasing freight passage
 once the high speed venture fails.  We strongly oppose taxpayer funds being used to
 support this project in any way. 
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Gordon and Betsy Boggie
912 North Loxahatchee Drive
Jupiter, FL 33458



mailto:Michelle.Silva@dot.gov
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From: STINEGOLF@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Opposed to the All Aboard trains
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:31:50 AM


Please take into account the overwhelming impact, inconvenience and likely tragedies that will occur with
 the All Aboard.
 
Please take into account if you lived in one of the communities that will have to endure all these trains on
 a daily basis.
 
Please take into account the noise and pollution these trains will cause.
 
Please take into account the delay of emergency vehicles waiting on these trains.
 
Please take into account the communities that will have to be burdened by the trains without having any
 direct benefit.
 
You must listen to the people who are affected by these trains and not just by the people who will profit
 from them.
 
Please STOP the All Aboard trains.
 
Tom and Kate Stine
4702 SE Cheerio Way
Stuart, FL 34997



mailto:STINEGOLF@aol.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: joey000245@aol.com
To: pnicoletti@ci.stuart.fl.us
Cc: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF Stop in Florida
Date: Saturday, November 22, 2014 11:47:47 AM


Please do not be pushing for a train stop in Stuart. We do not want the AAF  running
 up the coast at all. Do not be looking for a train stop here to give them approval to run
 this train up the coast. This is a very bad idea!!!
You sure did not make any points with this idea!
 
Joe Galluccio
Jensen Beach, Fl.
 
 
 



mailto:joey000245@aol.com
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From: Steven & Pam hartman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Kaydittle; karenmalfregeot@att.net; ricou51@hotmail.com; R. Reed Hartman; Charles A Malfregeot; Peter


 Hartman; R.W.H. III; Ricou D. Hartman; R.W.H. IV; Clara Kathleen Margaret; Aunt Molly Ricou-Randall; Micah
 Hartman; Kayleen Hartman; Amber Hartman Scholz; Greg & Christie Moore; Auriel; Angelique Malfregeot; Ann &
 Joe Guettler


Subject: Attn: John Winkle, Federal Railroad Admin.
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:40:07 AM


Dear Sir +/or Madam,
I live on the city limits of Stuart, Florida and my house abuts the rail tracks. The present rail
 traffic alone is cracking my home’s foundation. 32 MORE TRAINS PER DAY AS PLANNED, WILL
 BRING MY HOUSE DOWN. Not to mention putting me into the street.
Besides this whole plan is a Trojan Horse, everyone knows there isn’t a single profitable
 passenger train in the country, maybe the world ! The F.E.C. railroad is only after new tracks
 for increased freight traffic for once the the work of widening the Panama Canal is completed.
 That way they can leave the taxpayer to pay the check for the new rails. A very clever idea on
 their part, it’s just too bad they have to wreck the downtown traffic systems of Jupiter, Hobe
 Sound, Stuart, Port St. Lucie, Ft. Pierce etc. right up the coast !!! Not to mention tying up boat
 traffic on several navigable rivers along the coast.
Whatever actions you can take to prevent this, I beseech you please do so, on behalf of your
 fellow Americans to do so. Make them go inland with their route up the I-95 corridor.
Regards,
Steve Hartman
1058 Green Lawn Dr.
Jensen Beach, Fla. 34957
 
 
Comments No Later than Dec. 3rd, 2014
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From: Fadden, Dennis
To: john.winkle@dot.gov
Cc: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Comments
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 2:32:13 PM


John,
 
By now I'm sure you have received many letters and e-mails
 of concern regarding the Fortress Investment Group's
 motives to push the plans of All Aboard Florida quickly
 through the Treasure Coast.  Many residents of the Treasure
 Coast realize railroad progress is important, however
 alternate routes for the trains can and should be determined
 now.  The Environmental Impact Statement discounted 3 of
 the 4 options in what appears to be a financial decision
 without regard to the Treasure Coast life style, in particular
 the marine traffic.  Having attended the many meetings, it is
 odd that the models of marine traffic did not take into
 consideration the size of the canal (only one boat in at a
 time), the currents and the commercial barges.  The
 representative in front of the display could not answer direct
 questions about this discrepancy.
 
I have a favorite restaurant, The Pelican Cafe, that is located
 under the Roosevelt Bridge and I can see the boats joking
 for position.  I also have to suspend table conversation as
 the freight train roles over the rail bridge.  If these trains are
 going to be longer, that will impact this establishment, not
 to mention the planned 32 added passenger trains.
 
In my opinion, it is the revenue of FREIGHT not passenger
 service pushing the unwanted route. The current plan
 will impact property values (especially West of the rail
 bridge) and negatively effect future real estate and tax
 revenue for at least three counties. I have many other
 concerns but my primary concern is the future of attracting
 buyers of many different types of property in our area.   I
 welcome your thoughts regarding my e-mail to you today.   I
 thank you in advance for your response and I look forward to
 the next Environmental Impact Statement addressing many
 of the missing items.



mailto:dennis.fadden@floridamoves.com
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Dennis L. Fadden, CRS, GRI, SRES, SFR, MRP
Coldwell Banker Residential Real Estate, LLC
Mobile - 772.486.1763
Office - 772.286.1300
Fax - 772.287.3000
Web - www.DennisLFadden.com


The information in this electronic mail message is the sender's confidential business and may be legally privileged. It is intended solely for the addressee(s). Access to
 this internet electronic mail message by anyone else is unauthorized. If you are not the intended recipient, any disclosure, copying, distribution or any action taken or
 omitted to be taken in reliance on it is prohibited and may be unlawful.


The sender believes that this E-mail and any attachments were free of any virus, worm, Trojan horse, and/or malicious code when sent. This message and its
 attachments could have been infected during transmission. By reading the message and opening any attachments, the recipient accepts full responsibility for taking
 protective and remedial action about viruses and other defects. The sender's company is not liable for any loss or damage arising in any way from this message or its
 attachments.


Nothing in this email shall be deemed to create a binding contract to purchase/sell real estate. The sender of this email does not have the authority to bind a buyer or
 seller to a contract via written or verbal communications including, but not limited to, email communications.








From: Garrin Evan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Opposed! All Aboard Florida
Date: Saturday, October 18, 2014 9:40:33 AM


I'm not at all aboard with All Aboard Florida's rail plan. I live in
Boca Raton, where I am already subject to railroad noise day and night
at Mizner Park.


To think that there will be even more rail traffic - with the
mandatory oncoming train warnings in the middle of the night - isn't
going to help me sleep any better than I am today.


I would like to know how folks like myself are going to benefit from
this project?? I see zero benefit. Keep it out of my neighborhood.


Thanks,
Garrin Hirschhorn
Boca Raton, FL



mailto:garrin@garrinevan.com
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From: King, William W - NEW YORK NY
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Governor Rick Scott
Subject: Support for All Aboard Florida passenger rail service...
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2014 11:52:33 AM


Dear Mr. Winkler,
 
I wish to convey my support for the All Aboard Florida passenger rail service.
As a resident of Vero Beach, Florida, I think it would be beneficial.
Among the reasons:


1.       The construction phase provides direct and indirect jobs to the entire East coast of Florida.
2.       The finished project provides a lasting capital improvement that will serve generations of


 Floridians (and visiting tourists).
3.       It will reduce car emissions, reduce highway fatalities and injuries and reduce wear and tear


 on our Florida highways.
 
There will be many who say, “not in my back yard”!
There will be many who say, “it is too dangerous”!
There will be many who say, “All Aboard Florida is getting a Federal handout”.
 
I say, my elected officials need to have the guts to make a “Go Forward” decision for the long term
 benefit of all.
And maybe, one day, we will have passenger rail service in Vero Beach as well?
 
Thank you,
 
William King
5156 Saint Andrews Island Drive
Vero Beach, FL  32967
 


 This message, and any attachments, is for the intended recipient(s) only, may contain
 information that is privileged, confidential and/or proprietary and subject to important terms
 and conditions available at http://www.bankofamerica.com/emaildisclaimer. If you are not the
 intended recipient, please delete this message.
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From: Robert Figuereo
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF Support Letters
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 2:18:39 PM
Attachments: Support Letter - Economy and Jobs.docx


Support Letter - Environment.docx
Support Letter - General.docx
Support Letter - Transportation.docx


Mr. Winkle,
 
I too support the AAF plroject.
 
Thanks,
 


 



mailto:rfiguereo@borrelliarchitects.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment



12-02-14








Mr. John Winkle


Federal Railroad Administration


1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 


Room W38-311


Washington, DC 20590





Dear Mr. Winkle: 





Please accept this letter in support of the All Aboard Florida project. This new intercity, express passenger rail service will have significant economic benefits for the state of Florida through the creation of jobs, generation of economic impact and tax revenues and increased mobility options. The project is receiving international interest and positions Florida as a global competitor. 





[bookmark: _GoBack]Although the system’s current route is confined to central and south Florida, the economic benefits have statewide implications. The Draft Environmental Impact Statement states that All Aboard Florida is set to have $6.4B in direct economic impact to Florida’s economy over the next eight years and generate $653M in federal, state, and local governments revenue through 2021. The project will create over 10,000 jobs on average per year through the rail line construction and over 5,000 jobs on average per year after the rail line construction is completed through 2021.





All Aboard Florida underscores Florida’s relevance as a mega-region and as the first private, intercity passenger rail system in the entire nation. Supporting this projects means supporting Florida’s economy, the creation of thousands of jobs, and an improved quality of life for our state. 





Sincerely, 





Roberto C. Figuereo


Casselberry, FL




12-02-14








Mr. John Winkle


Federal Railroad Administration


1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 


Room W38-311


Washington, DC 20590





Dear Mr. Winkle: 





I would like to express my support for All Aboard Florida. This project will result in significant environmental benefits to our state. 





Leveraging an existing rail corridor that is more than 100 years old means the project will have minimal impact on our natural environment. The project will net regional air quality benefit through a reduction in Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) and associated air pollutant emissions with the reduction of 3 million vehicles from area roadways. 





As the Draft Environmental Impact Statement says, “Air quality in the region would be improved through the reduction of vehicles from the roads and highways as riders move instead to the proposed passenger rail service between Orlando and West Palm Beach. The Project would decrease emissions of carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen oxides (NOx), sulfur dioxide (SO2), volatile organic compounds (VOCs), particulate matter less than 10 microns in diameter (PM10) and particulate matter less than 2.5 microns in diameter (PM2.5) by 2016. By 2030, the Project would reduce CO emissions by 1,654 tons, NOx by 192 tons, VOCs by 59 tons and PM10 by 7 tons.”





The reduction of cars may also translate to tentative reductions in tax payer dollars allocated for the maintenance of major highways and arterial roads along the corridor.  





All Aboard Florida is a sustainable, privately-funded project that will improve the quality and prepare Florida for a better future. 





Sincerely, 





Roberto C. Figuereo


[bookmark: _GoBack]Casselberry, FL




12-02-14








John Winkle


Federal Railroad Administration


1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 


Room W38-311


Washington, DC 20590





Dear Mr. Winkle: 





I am writing this letter to express my strong support for the All Aboard Florida project. This necessary infrastructure project will improve mobility in Florida by reintroducing passenger rail along the existing Florida East Coast Railway corridor, creating thousands of jobs and generating millions in economic impacts.





[bookmark: _GoBack]All Aboard Florida is beneficial for Florida’s 19 million residents and more than 95 million tourists. Florida’s roads are already some of the most congested in the country, and the expansion opportunities are extremely limited. As our population continues to grow, we must look toward alternative mobility options. The Draft Environmental Impact Statement says, “The Project would have the beneficial impact of removing 335,628 auto vehicle trips per year from the regional roadway network in 2016 and 1.2 million vehicles in 2019.”





There is no other infrastructure project will change Florida’s landscape and economy and benefit the environment like All Aboard Florida. This intercity passenger rail system will become a new infrastructure backbone and a benefit to our state. 





Sincerely, 





Roberto C. Figuereo


Casselberry, FL










12-02-14








Mr. John Winkle


Federal Railroad Administration


1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 


Room W38-311


Washington, DC 20590





Dear Mr. Winkle: 





I would like to express my strong support for All Aboard Florida. The project would re-establish passenger rail between two of the state’s most congested, visited and populated regions. This new service would have beneficial social and economic impacts for the millions of residents that travel along the state’s east coast. 





[bookmark: _GoBack]As Florida surpasses New York to become the nation’s third most populous state, the influx of cars on our roads will increase dramatically. The project will remove up to 3 million vehicles on the road per year. The re-introduction of passenger rail along the FEC translates to less congested roads in the South Florida and between South and Central Florida, which are some of the most dangerous in the country, and result in increased productivity for train passengers. We need other transportation choices. In my review of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, I found the following to be especially true,“The Project would have a beneficial impact on the passenger rail transportation network between Orlando and West Palm Beach by providing potential customers with an alternative means of transportation.”





The All Aboard Florida project represents a real solution to the transportation challenges in Florida. I cannot wait to get on board! 








Sincerely, 





Roberto C. Figuereo


Casselberry, FL
















From: Debra Neger
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attn: John Winkle. All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:40:31 PM


Short and to the point:  no to the train.
Moved to Hobe Sound to avoid WPB traffic and  I commute to Juno each day for work.  This will be awful strain on
 already over taxed bridge openings. While maybe good for southern counties, terrible for Treasure coast. Move
 tracks west of I-95 but don't impose on our quality of life and beautiful coastline.
Thank you,


Debra Neger
Sent from my iPhone
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From: c huggins
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Comments
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 2:39:40 PM


 
Mr. John Winkle
Director, Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE
Room W38-31
Washington, DC 20590
 
Via Email: AAF_comments@vhb.com
 


 
Dear Mr. Winkle,
 
I do not support the current All Aboard Florida (AAF) proposal to provide passenger
 train service between Miami and Orlando. 
 
Please don’t get me wrong. I like trains.  My grandmother and my uncle were both
 agents for the Florida East Coast Railroad many decades ago in Malabar, Florida.   I
 just don’t like what is being proposed by AAF and the terrible impact it will have on
 the citizens of this region.
 
The AAF plan offers no benefits for either my home town of Ft. Pierce or the Treasure
 Coast region where it is located.   Quality of life will be adversely impacted.  AAF
 won’t even stop in any of our towns, but we will have it whizzing through at a high
 speed anyway—32 times a day.  I live on the opposite side of the tracks from where
 everything is located (health facilities, banks, schools, offices, etc.).  The people in
 this area do not have much money.  We cannot afford to build overpasses to bypass
 the tracks or upgrade roads and track crossings.  And it’s not just Ft. Pierce that will
 be impacted.  Hundreds of thousands of people will be cut off from the other half of
 their towns, as trains fly through without stopping.  There will be severe economic,
 safety, and environmental problems, not to mention loss of property values and
 business.  This area needs tourists, yet AAF will take the tourists to Miami and Ft.
 Lauderdale.
 
There are viable alternatives.  For example, there is a lot of land west of the coastal
 areas or along I-95.  Alternatives like these have not been adequately considered,
 because AAF doesn’t want the service to go there. It seems the primary economic
 focus is on making sure that AAF gets its preferences and is profitable for its
 developers.  What about the negative economic impact the current plan will have on
 the citizens and towns of this region? 
 
AAF rushing nonstop through the middle of the cities and towns on the Treasure
 Coast will cause considerable damage and hardship.  Please consider the comments
 that our cities and counties and organizations have sent to you about your draft
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 Environmental Impact Statement.  Please require AAF to revise its current proposal.
 
Sincerely,


 
 
 


Carolyn Huggins
Fort Pierce, Florida
 
           








From: Ann Marie
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Opposing All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, October 13, 2014 2:13:48 PM


We are against All Aboard Florida here in Sebastian Fl.
 
Why in the world are you people thinking of going through so many towns here on
 the east coast when after you leave West Palm your projected route has only one
 other stop and that is in Orlando.  There are other rail lines that go through the
 central part of Florida that don't affect as many towns so safety, speed, local traffic
 interruptions will not be affected.  We have many children that must walk over
 these rail lines to and from school, not to mention all the fire, police and emergency
 vehicles that have limit options for responding to needs of the town.  The speed
 you are planning on going at is way to high to go through small towns and what
 about the current rails that are here?  We heard that you would need to put in new
 rails that would accommate the train so what happens to all the freight trains that
 currently use our tracks?  Are you suggesting that all the freight companies change
 their trains? 
 
Whoever thought of this idea of using the east coast to get into Orlando is not using
 the brains God has given them.  I guess you can say this is more of a "whose
 pockets get filled" by going via the east coast small towns instead of the safety and
 well fare of the people who live in these areas. 
 
One other question -  how many lives will have to be lost because of your proposed
 train route before anyone realizes that this was a very bad idea?  And don't think
 we don't know who is going to be footing the bill for all your expenses. 
 
How much of your own personal money will be used for your project?  Will it be as
 much as we will be paying?
 
Ann Marie Rimondi
Sebastian Fl
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From: Lauren Murley
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Support for All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 3:15:56 PM


Good afternoon,


I am writing to let you know I am very excited for All Aboard Florida. This is a project that
 has been long-needed to connect Florida's major destinations. Driving on Florida highways is
 treacherous - I cannot wait for the day when we can get on an All Aboard Florida train and
 easily get to Orlando from South Florida. 


Thank you,
Lauren  
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From: Dean Baumgartner
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; "john"
Subject: AAF Train Comments and Issues
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 12:37:31 PM


Train will cause terrible impact on our Community!  AAF prepared documents were biases, false, and
 omitted the actual cost to our environment, our community, our health, our safety, our welfare. 
 
Consider alternative TRAIN ROUTE… same result, less impact!  I don’t oppose have trains in
 Florida, but increasing the impact on our busiest most populated areas in absolute nuts  I do
 oppose trains in the center of our coastal towns.
We’ve all read the wonderful (not) news about the  All Aboard Florida proposal to send 16 more
 trains through the most densely populated areas of our counties each day between 6am  and 9pm
 in addition to the already 7 freight trains moving through our town presently.   Why?  It just does
 not make sense, the mess created with freight traffic already causes bottlenecks.  Would it not be
 more advantageous to move the All Aboard Florida rail usage to either along the interstate highway,
 the turnpike, or the CSX line that moves through Indiantown and the western rail  corridor of our
 county?     The Florida East Coast railway was located where it would produce the most economic
 good a century ago.  Today the eastern rail  location is an economic burden, an environmental
 hazard, a maritime disaster for boat traffic.   Businesses, residential communities, Vehicular traffic,
 marine traffic, and even ambulances seeking routes to the hospital will all be seriously and
 negatively impacted by high speed rail moving through the small downtowns of East Coast Florida.  
 There will be no trains stopping along our communities, there is no rationale for us to be impacted
 by needless congestions.   The goal is to connect Orlando to Miami, then why not take a more direct
 route with the least repercussion on larger residential areas? Consider alternative TRAIN ROUTES …
 meeting same goal, with less impact!
 
We have a 10 year old in elementary school, Frequently we are late to
 school now because of trains and the long lines of traffic waiting for the
 train to pass.  There is no other route between our home and the school
 that does not require a train crossing.    Even with the now freight trains,
 we have seen
Respectfully,
 
Dean Baumgartner
Home address:  20 Banyan Road Stuart, FL 34996
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From: Chris de Graff
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: "Rep. Bill Posey"
Subject: All Aboard Florida Comments
Date: Saturday, October 11, 2014 11:48:20 AM


Dear Mr. Winkle,
 
I read the summary for the “All Aboard Florida - Miami to Orlando Passenger Rail Service Draft
 Environmental Impact Statement.”  I haven’t read (nor do I plan to read) the entire 500+ pages.
 
Bottom Line up front: I am opposed to the All Aboard Florida (AAF) rail project and I am even more
 opposed to the FRA providing a $1.5B loan to help fund the project. 
 
My reasons are simple:


1.       This isn’t “high speed” rail.  It may be fast rail, with higher speeds along the final stretch
 between Cocoa and Orlando, but maximum speeds of 79 to 125MPH isn’t “high speed.”
  Though the trains will be shorter than freight trains, they will still have to slow when
 passing through each town, such as Melbourne, Suntree, Cocoa, etc.  Actual transit time will
 be greater than the “about 3 hours” advertised.  I believe it may be less than 4 hours, but it
 will certainly be greater than 3 hours.  If you advertise 3, and it takes closer to 4, ridership
 will suffer.


2.       High speed rail has its own separate track system for most of the journey that enables very
 high speeds between stops. Look at Germany and the system they put in place for the ICE. 
 New tunnels, new bridges, direct routes between major hubs.  It works, and people, who
 are already accustomed to using the highly efficient train system AND supporting intra-city
 transportation system, use it.  Without the supporting intra-city transportation system, you
 have the fast train to nowhere.  This AAF effort chooses the easier wrong (mixing in with the
 current rail lines and right away) over the harder right, a direct line from West Palm,
 following the Florida Turnpike to Orlando.  Would the direct line option be expensive? You
 bet.  But, people might actually use a line that could transport people from MCO to Miami in
 about an hour (true high speed, dedicated rails) versus the proposed line that will take
 “about 3 hours.”  My bet, as noted above, the line will take closer to 4 hours.  I can drive
 from Orlando to Miami in about 2.5 to 3 hours using the FL Turnpike.  For people arriving at
 MCO, a connecting flight takes less than an hour.  Why would most people opt take a 3 to 4
 hour train ride instead?


3.       Those of us north of West Palm Beach and south of Cocoa get little benefit, but receive all
 the inconvenience.  A 2 minute per hour increase in crossing closures may not sound like
 much, but it is nearly double the current closure time.  I dislike red lights, I dislike getting
 stopped by trains crossing, and with this proposed doubling of stoppage, I dislike it twice as
 much.  Also, there is the theoretical stoppage time, and there is reality.  Freight trains stop
 to drop cars, often triggering gates for longer periods.  They sometimes stop right in the
 vicinity of a sensor, which results in gates dropping for a period, lifting to allow several cars
 to pass, before dropping again.  The times given in the impact statement may be accurate in
 the average, or they may be accurate assuming a certain speed through the crossings, but I
 don’t believe they truly capture actual closure times.
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4.       Based on my comments in 2. above, I believe the ridership assumptions are overly optimistic
 which means that this is unlikely to be a profitable enterprise.  If unprofitable, when it goes
 into bankruptcy, we, the taxpayers who provided the loan (though the FRA) will be left on
 the hook.  In addition, part of the ridership will be taken from those currently using Amtrak,
 which is already taxpayer supported and continues to lose money.   Essentially, robbing
 Peter to pay Paul.  Why do I doubt it will be profitable?  First, look at our history with
 passenger rail lines.  Second, I do not see me ever using it, nor would any of my friends and
 associates who live in Orlando have any interest.  Have you tried to do anything in the Fort
 Lauderdale area without a car?  For those who only wish to visit the beach, or go on a
 cruise, not having a car is probably OK.  For those who want to go golfing, go to the mall,
 take a trip across the Everglades, or the Keys, etc., . . . they’ll most likely want/need a car. 
 Third, I can drive from MCO to Miami as/more quickly with a car as with this rail, and I’ll
 have the flexibility to change plans once I arrive if I have a car.  Given, I can get there more
 quickly by car, I have personal transportation once I arrive, I have more flexibility with my
 schedule – why take the train?  Many others are of like mind.


 
I applaud efforts to reduce auto traffic in and to the Miami Dade area.  Driving in the Ft Lauderdale
 to Miami I-95 corridor is always congested (though not Washington DC congested) with very
 aggressive drivers weaving in and out, even during rush hour.  It is possible that this project could
 reduce some of that.  I say possible, but not likely, as it will have to be priced low enough to
 outweigh its disadvantages.  Of course, getting the price low enough means it won’t be profitable,
 which means it will fail.
 
In summary, I am opposed to the rail and any Federal funds being spent or loaned to support it.  If
 this is a viable, potentially profitable system, the company needs to secure funding through other
 sources outside the Federal Government.  If the All Aboard Florida LLC is unable to raise funds in the
 private market, that should be the first indication that the rest of the private market doesn’t see this
 as a money-making enterprise.  Let the market forces do their job and weed out projects where
 costs outweigh benefits and risks outweigh potential rewards.
 
V/r
 
Christian de Graff
Viera, FL
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From: Laura McBride
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Opposing increase in trains traveling through Martin County
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:29:34 PM


I have owned a home approximately 2 miles north of downtown Stuart and east of US
 Highway 1 since 1989.
I hear and feel the vibration of the current trains traveling through the area even with my
 windows closed. The addition of the "NEW" Roosevelt Bridge has not lessened the back-up
 of traffic on US 1 traveling north or south through the county.  Anytime a train travels
 through town during the day, 7 days a week, everyone attempting to head east from
 US1/Federal Hwy is impacted by stopped traffic flow and backed up turn lanes extending to
 the highway on every street near downtown Stuart. Downtown Stuart is also know for
 "Confusion Corner", where 8 streets intervene the center of which the railroad track run.
 http://www.visitflorida.com/en-us/articles/2014/freelance/downtown-stuart-winston.html
 along with other historic buildings and local theater, shops, restaurants and pedestrian traffic,
 shuttle cars, moped rentals, open air concerts, farmers markets....


The above may seem more of an inconvience to you, the major issue is the fact that the county
 hospital courthouse, police station are all located on the opposite side of the tracks from all
 major roads in the county.
Every person is aware, unless you choose to ignore the health and safety of human life that
 "seconds count" in a medical emergency. I've said countless prayers each time I see an
 ambulance stopped due to a train wondering if the person inside will live due to the delay in
 treatment.
Laura McBride


Laura
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From: Cara Capp
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: John Adornato, III
Subject: Support for All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2014 3:16:50 PM
Attachments: NPCA All Aboard Florida DEIS Comment November 2014.pdf


 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
On behalf of the National Parks Conservation Association, please find the attached comments in
 support of the All Aboard Florida initiative. After reviewing the Draft Environmental Impact
 Statement, we believe the project will have positive environmental benefits for the state and our
 treasured national parks. Please do not hesitate to contact me should you have any questions about
 NPCA’s position.
 
Thank you and best regards,
Cara
 
Cara Capp
Everglades Restoration Program Manager
National Parks Conservation Association
450 North Park Road # 301
Hollywood, Florida 33021
(954) 961-1280 x 402
(305) 546-6689 (cell)
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November 13, 2014 



 



Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



1200 New Jersey Avenue 



Washington, DC 20590 



 



Re: All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement  



 



Dear Mr. Winkle:   



 



The National Parks Conservation Association (NPCA), the only independent, nonprofit 



membership organization devoted exclusively to advocacy on behalf of America’s National Park 



System, writes to submit our comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for 



the proposed All Aboard Florida initiative. NPCA believes that the facilitation of successful 



commuter rail as outlined in the All Aboard Florida proposal will overall yield positive impacts 



for Florida’s urban and environmental communities, extending throughout the greater Everglades 



ecosystem, including Everglades National Park, Biscayne National Park, and Big Cypress 



National Preserve.  



 



One of the preeminent threats facing Everglades National Park in the coming years is climate 



change. Sea level rise, changes in water temperate and salinity, unpredictable rainfall patterns, 



and increased storm events are among the concerns associated with climate change. NPCA 



appreciates that, by offering a viable transportation alternative to single-occupancy vehicle use, 



the All Aboard Florida initiative proposes to significantly reduce greenhouse gas emissions in 



the coming years to help slow the impacts of climate change. As stated in the DEIS: 



 



“Calculations for emission of greenhouse gases (GHG) carbon dioxide (CO2), methane 



(CH4) and nitrous oxide (N2O) show the Project would decrease emissions as a result of 



decreased automobile VMT. CO2 emissions would decrease by 19,617 tons/year in 2019 



and 31,477 tons/year in 2030. CH4 emissions would decrease by 4.7 and 5.7 tons/year, 



respectively and N2O emissions by 5.0 and 6.1 tons/year in 2019 and 2030.” (All Aboard 



Florida DEIS, Section 5.2.6, Climate Change) 



 



Based on this analysis, the DEIS finds that All Aboard Florida would have a net positive impact 



on climate change over the no action alternative, in which individual vehicle use and subsequent 



greenhouse gas emissions will continue to increase at higher levels than any project alternative.   



 



 











 



 



Further, NPCA appreciates the assessment that All Aboard Florida will have a net positive 



impact on the slowing of roadway expansion efforts that are resource-intensive and often lead to 



dangerous habitat fragmentation. By removing 335,628 vehicle trips from Florida highways each 



year (All Aboard Florida DEIS, Section 5.1.2, Transportation) this initiative can help alleviate 



the burden on transportation infrastructure that leads to the dangerous cycle of expanding lanes, 



off-ramps, and roadway extensions when traffic inevitably becomes heavy. Such roadway 



expansion projects have proven harmful to the endangered Florida Panther among other native 



species, and lead to urban sprawl that has harmful environmental impacts throughout the state.  



 



Given the proposed benefits regarding climate change, transportation infrastructure, and air 



quality, and the fact that the DEIS finds no considerable impacts to farmland soil, coastal zone 



management, wild and scenic rivers, threatened and endangered species, or recreation, NPCA 



supports the All Aboard Florida project. Thank you for your consideration of our input.  



 



Sincerely,  



 



 



 



 



John Adornato, III 



Sun Coast Regional Director 



 
CC:  Jose Gonzalez 



 All Aboard Florida 



 



 













From: robert.benninkjr@gmail.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF Train proposal
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 5:42:46 PM


John Winkle,
As a South Beach resident for three years and Florida resident/voter, my wife and I deplore the ruse AAF used to
 Disneyfy the train as a happy, fun filled way to get to Orlando! Panama Canal widening will double freight to the
 USA and Miami! That's where the profits are! Passenger trains do not make profits in the US, and government
 funding (taxes from us all!) not private support makes this a black hole to pour money down! 32 trains a day at 100
 + MPH will sever the beach from the mainland, and be a serious economic blow for all business on both sides on
 the rail. Saddling counties with huge infrastructure costs for a some distant corporation the counties neither wanted
 nor would derive any benefit! I suspect subsidies and bail outs and train wrecks in the futures!
Rob and Cynthia Bennink
2160 Via Fuentes
Vero Beach FL 33963


Sent from my iPhone
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From: kcozzypilot@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Kcozzypilot@aol.com
Subject: Opposition To All Aboard Florida!
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2014 9:37:25 AM


Dear Mr. Winkle,


I am writing to you as a resident of Martin County to express my opposition to the All Aboard
 Florida rail service proposal.  This rail service would have dire negative effects on numerous
 aspects of our daily lives here on the Treasure Coast!  


Noise pollution, barriers to boating navigation, and restricted access to emergency medical
 resources are just a few of the major detrimental effects this rail service would cause!  The
 proposed 16 Northbound trains and 16 Southbound trains as well as cargo rail would create an
 absurd number of bridge/crossing closures on a daily basis.  It has been estimated that the
 main boating bridge used by thousands of resident boaters, including me and my family,
 would be open for only 20 minutes an hour!  For what?  So residents of South Florida can get
 to Orlando!  The premise of the whole whole concept doesn't make sense as these same
 visitors are going to need a rental car in Orlando upon arrival, anyway.  


Please actually listen to the tens of thousands of opposers of this rail idea!  Don't forever
 negatively affect the great lifestyle we have built and continue to strive for here on the
 Treasure Coast.


Sincerely,


Chase Osborn
Martin County Resident


Sent from AOL Mobile Mail
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From: Lili and Steve Wolfson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Concern
Date: Thursday, November 6, 2014 9:44:45 AM


To whom it may concern,
We are writing to voice our concern over the plans for AAF.  We are residents of Jupiter in a
 condo community of Jupiter Cove.  We are located close to the railroad bridge and tracks on
 Alt A1A, zip code 33469.   Currently we hear the train as it passes throughout the day and
 night.  Also the traffic is affected.  We want to voice our strong resistance to having an
 increase in rail traffic.  Thank you.
Lili and Steve Wolfson
1748 Jupiter Cove #423
Jupiter Fl 33469
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From: chrispbarry@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Support for All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 10:38:27 PM


To Whom It May Concern:


While I can understand the concern for safety with the trains that will hopefully be running as part of All
 Aboard Florida I am of the opinion that these concerns can be addressed in a thoughtful and
 comprehensive manner.  The long term positives of the project which include, but are not limited to,
 reducing personal vehicle travel will provide a much more sustainable mode of transportation in Florida.  


I am in full support of All Aboard Florida.


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


Sincerely,


Chris Barry
830 Flamingo Drive, West Palm Beach, FL 33401
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From: Michael Sweet
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF Train
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:00:15 AM


Sirs: I am 100% opposed to AAF for a myriad of reasons which have been enumerated
 endlessly. The train will run through the heart of Stuart and will cause much disruption.
 Marine traffic will definitely be severely impacted at the RR tressel at the Roosevelt Bridge.
 Quality of life will suffer. There will be no economic benefit to our area. Future increases in
 freight traffic are a certainty. 
My recommendation is to MOVE IT WEST, along the turnpike right of way. Expensive? Yes. But
 the right way to go. Again, I am 100% opposed to the current plan.   Michael E Sweet,MD.
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From: gloria.113@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Opposition comments to AAF Florida East Coast
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:09:52 PM
Attachments: AAF November 2014.docx


Attached is letter in opposition to AAF plans to establish a passenger
 service from MIA to MCO
with no benefit to the majority of the territory covered and maximum
 threat to business and residential
life.  We see this as a multi-level threat to the growth and prosperity of
 the Treasure and Space coasts.
Thank you for taking the time to read my letter.  Gloria Neibauer
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November 7, 2014











Mr. John Winkle


Federal Railroad Administration


1200 New Jersey Ave., SE Room W38-311


Washington, D.C.  20590








RE:  All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail, DEIS





Dear Mr. Winkle :





I vehemently oppose the development of the All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail


Project for the following reasons:





1. Safety:  Just from my limited knowledge, there are 4 hospitals that will be cut off


from emergency vehicles by the 49 trains that will be traveling these rails each


Day -  Jupiter Hospital, Jupiter, FL;  Martin Memorial Hospital, Stuart, Fl;  Cape


Canaveral Hospital, Cape Canaveral, Fl;  and Weusthoff Hospital, Rockledge, Fl.


The trains will impede traffic by 7.8 hours just on the weekend, considerably more during the week,  as pointed out at the environmental impact meeting I attended Nov. 6 in Port St. Lucie, Fl. 





This does not even take into account the amount of time that will be curtailed


for marine emergency services with 49 trains passing over bridge openings that


cater to vast marine traffic.  Who is going to take responsibility for the number of lives that are lost due to inability of emergency vehicles to reach hospitals because AAF


needs to get tourists to one of the limited passengers stops they propose.





2. There are 24  existing bridges between Miami and Rte 528 in Brevard County with


4 additional bridges to be built on the Rte 528 corridor to Orlando.  While the


All Aboard Florida operation could lease track from CSX in the central part of the state that would have limited affect on commercial & recreational marine activity and 


limit the safety issues related to hospitals that are cut off by the large increase in


rail traffic, they have chosen to take this passenger train through a heavily trafficked


residential, commercial and popular tourist areas.
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3.  Economic:  The substantial cost  to meet federal regulations for  Quiet Zones


must be met by local governments while, at the same time, these passenger rails


traveling through these areas have the potential to decrease the economic activity of         those traveling by car through our areas.   This would adversely affect restaurants,


hotels, rental cars, service stations, historic venues, recreational sites and retail in general.  Florida businesses are suffering enough without compounding it.











4.  At the meeting last night, AAF was unable to share what they believed to be an


approximation of the cost of this passenger rail service from Miami to Orlando


International Airport.  The response was “we don’t have that information but it will


not be as much as a plane ticket and we hope to be approximately the cost of driving.”


By my calculation, based on a 2-week advance ticket purchase on a plane ticket


from MIA to MCO, the cost would be $305.20 roundtrip.  For a family of 4, the


cost would be $1,220 and would take approximately 3.5 hrs. with airport wait time. 


Transportation at either end must now be considered.





	With a rental car, which provides multiple economic benefit to a vast audience of


businesses along the way, the approximate cost of renting a mid-size car is $127 for a week plus $70 for gas and you have the car for one week and you have transported the family of 4 for a total of $196.  The time involved with a direct drive MIA to MCO is 3hr 27 min.





	In an attempt to compare to an Amtrak route and typical cost, I used the Charlotte to


	Raleigh route.  Keeping in mind that Amtrak is subsidized by the federal government,


this route takes approximate 3 hr 22 min. at a cost of $47.50 one way and $95 roundtrip for a total cost to a family of 4 of $380. Now, you do not have transportation


at either end of the trip.





There is not one thing about this passenger rail service that makes sense to a large majority of residents of Martin, St. Lucie, Indian River or Brevard Counties and, most likely, Palm Beach County.  This creates no economic advantage to our area, creates significant safety issues and creates substantial costs to local governments of all counties impacted wherein we have no say in the matter. This appears on all levels to be an ill-conceived project with benefit not befitting the return.











Page Three, AAF


G. Neibauer








If Amtrak must be subsidized by the government, I have seen nothing from AAF to indicate or assure that they will not be the next railroad that will have their hand out to the taxpayers.  They say they have the $1.6 B loan request from the federal government on hold but the people of southern Florida are not convinced that the loan will not go back on the table if this


is approved.	 I see AAF as another Amtrak or Solyndra.








We just cannot afford this poorly developed model which benefits few and creates multiple adverse affects on many. Does it not seem suspect that AAF has completed all the engineering projects, environmental studies have been completed and AAF says they don’t know the approximate cost of a train ticket from Miami to Orlando.  No wonder there is so much opposition.  They provide only the information they deem beneficial and avoid all answers to pointed questions.  





Sincerely,





Gloria Neibauer


1523 SE Prestwick Lane


Port St. Lucie, Fl 34952


321-243-3311


gloria.113@comcast.net








       









   







From: Lyndle Volz
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Concerns
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 7:47:23 AM


To Whom It May Concern:
 
I have lived in Stuart, FL for 28 years and am very concerned about the passenger trains planned for
 my area.  First of all, I don’t think the trains will be profitable and will go the way of Amtrak. 
 Secondly, I feel this is really a ploy to increase the freight trains traveling through Martin County. 
 Besides the safety and inconvenience factor I also see my already degraded property value slumping
 even lower. 
 
As a tax payer I would hope my concerns are taken into consideration and this plan scraped. 
 
Regards,
Lyndle Volz
3081 SE Fairway West
Stuart, FL  34997



mailto:lyndle.volz@gmail.com
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From: Chuck Robuck
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Support of All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, October 24, 2014 9:40:14 AM


I want to express my complete support for All Aboard Florida.


The passenger rail service they propose to provide will be significant step
 forward in providing travelers an alternative to already overcrowded highways
 and airports.


Thanks for this opportunity to submit my input.


Chuck
(916) 663-2716



mailto:robuckc@live.com
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From: David Fitzgerald
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF Train
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:42:51 AM


We live on North Hutchinson Island and with the heavy train  traffic that doesn't even
 stop in our area our marine, fire, and rescue services will  be greatly impacted. We
 are totally against the AAF train.


David J Fitzgerald
North Hutchinson Island
Fort Pierce Fl 34949



mailto:djfotis@yahoo.com
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From: Sandra Richter
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: John.Winkle@DOT.Gov,Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 4:22:22 PM


Dear Sirs/Madam,


I just want to comment on how the impact of that many trains a day will affect these small
 towns.  I came from a town in Wisconsin that had to build a new hospital on the East side of
 town due to the railroad tracks after too many ambulances were stopped by the railroad.  


The traffic in Stuart and Fort Pierce is already an issue and to add that many trains a day is
 going to be horrendous.  I am not sure how you can justify using these tracks.  


It seems to me it's not an issue of what is best for the people but what is best for who has the
 most to gain.


Thanks for listening.


Sandy Richter



mailto:sandyrichter22@gmail.com
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From: Littman Sherlock & Heims P.A.
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Littman Sherlock & Heims; john.winkle@dot.gov; Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov; Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil;


 David.Keys@noaa.gov; Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil; Allan.Nagy@faa.gov; James.Christian@dot.gov;
 Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov; Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov; John_Wrublik@fws.gov;
 Charles_Kelso@fws.gov; President@whitehouse.gov; CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov;
 BillNelson@senate.gov; Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com; Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov;
 GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com; MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov


Subject: All Aboard Florida DEIS Comments-Guardians of Martin County
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 4:00:27 PM
Attachments: 12 2 14 Letter to John Winkle.pdf


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE
Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590


Re: All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f)
 Evaluation


Dear Mr. Winkle:


The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., a 501(c)(3) organization which has promoted a
 safe and healthy environment and the unique quality of life for Martin County
 residents for more than a decade, objects to the All Aboard Florida (AAF) high speed
 rail project as currently proposed and configured and submits comments with respect
 to the following categories evaluated in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
 (DEIS): Communities and Demographics (Social and Economic Community
 Impacts), Economic Conditions, Environmental Justice, Navigation, Public Health &
 Safety, Threatened and Endangered Species, Wetlands and Water Resources.


Introduction


Martin County is located within the North-South Corridor (N-S Corridor) identified on
 Page 4-1 of the DEIS. The County is located approximately 40 miles north of West
 Palm Beach and has an estimated population of 151,263 based on 2013 U.S.
 Census Bureau projections.


Since there are no station stops planned between West Palm Beach and Orlando,
 Martin County residents will gain no benefits from 32 new trains a day traveling at
 high speed through our community (along with an additional 12 to 14 freight trains).
 AAF will cause economic harm and create safety, environmental, noise, and
 navigation hazards that Martin County residents do not currently face.


The stated purpose of the Environmental Impact Statement is to “disclose the
 environmental consequences” of the proposed AAF project “and to inform decision-
makers and the public of any reasonable alternatives that would avoid or minimize
 adverse impacts to the natural or human environment.” The Draft EIS that was
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 drafted by consultants who were paid by AAF fails to serve this purpose. It contains
 inadequate, incomplete, and inaccurate information that must be supplemented and
 corrected before decision-makers and the public may fully evaluate the impacts of
 the proposed AAF project.


Communities and Demographics (Social and Economic Community Impacts)


AAF will have serious negative social and economic community impacts within Martin
 County.


Incredibly, the DEIS completely omits Martin County and two incorporated
 municipalities which are crossed by the project in its discussion of Communities and
 Demographics. (DEIS 4-103 through 4-105).


The City of Stuart, which is the County’s largest incorporated municipality (pop. est.
 15,975) and is the County Seat for Martin County, is not mentioned in the DEIS
 report of impacts of the project on municipalities, although there are 10 at grade
 crossings in the city. The Town of Ocean Breeze, also an incorporated municipality
 within Martin County (pop. est. 463) which, like the City of Stuart, is literally bisected
 by the project, has also been omitted.


Many of the City’s cultural resources, including the historic Lyric Theater, which is
 listed on the National Register of Historic Places, and the Stuart Heritage Museum
 are within 100 feet of the FECR tracks.


Comments submitted by the City of Stuart and Martin County address these issues in
 detail.


The Guardians of Martin County question the viability of the DEIS evaluation of
 Communities and Demographics affected by the AAF project when the largest
 incorporated municipality in the County and, in fact, all of Martin County is glaringly
 absent from the examination of these issues. The omission of Martin County, the City
 of Stuart, and the Town of Ocean Breeze from the DEIS evaluation of Communities
 and Demographics raises serious concerns about the thoroughness and veracity of
 the entire proposed EIS.


Another glaringly false and absurd statement with respect to the impact of the project
 on communities is the assurance in the DEIS that AAF “would benefit elderly and
 handicapped individuals by providing a transportation option that will enhance
 mobility and livability in their communities.” (DEIS 5-135)


Martin County has the highest percentage of elderly residents (28.9%) of any
 community within the N-S Corridor. Without any stops in Martin County, there is not a
 single “transportation option” provided by AAF to elderly and handicapped
 individuals. AAF not only fails to “enhance mobility and livability” in Martin County
 communities for elderly and handicapped residents, the project promises severe
 disruption to communities in which the elderly and handicapped reside and poses
 potential life-threatening risks.







Economic Conditions


Because the AAF project literally divides Martin County into two sections – that
 section east of the FECR tracks and that section west of the tracks – the project
 creates a severe threat to the economic survival of small businesses that rely on
 customers to cross the tracks for access.


Numerous small shops, restaurants, plants, groceries, and other business outlets are
 located adjacent to or near the FECR tracks. Fast and safe access across the tracks
 is not assured by the project, threatening the customer base of many of these small
 businesses, especially in the unincorporated areas of Port Salerno, Hobe Sound,
 Golden Gate and Jensen Beach and the incorporated municipality of Stuart, which
 encompasses the minority community of East Stuart.


Martin County has five “community redevelopment areas” (CRAs) which will be
 impacted by the project. None of the CRAs are identified or discussed in the DEIS.
 The Jensen Beach, Rio, Golden Gate, Port Salerno and Hobe Sound CRAs all are
 adjacent to or bisected by the FECR tracks. CRAs are statutorily created areas
 designed to eliminate blight, provide affordable housing, and generate economic
 development and stability within the communities where they are established. The
 DEIS fails to consider the project’s negative impacts to Martin County’s CRAs, such
 as the effect of lower property values caused by AAF on the Tax Increment
 Financing methodology that is used to finance and maintain CRA operations.


The economic benefits of the project touted by the DEIS are limited to temporary
 construction work in creating new infrastructure in Martin County.


The DEIS analysis that no job loss or neighborhood fragmentation will result from the
 project (DEIS S-17) is not borne out by the experience of small business owners and
 residents in the project area, especially those adjacent to or in close proximity to the
 FECR tracks.


Severe economic damage to existing small businesses will be long-lasting or
 permanent. It is likely some will not survive the onslaught of increased train traffic
 that will block access to their businesses and create hazardous conditions for their
 customers trying to cross the tracks.


Environmental Justice


The DEIS fails to identify, quantify, or describe minority and low-income populations
 in Martin County that are disproportionately impacted by the negative impacts of the
 AAF project.


The County’s minority and low-income populations are, as in many other
 communities, situated closest to the project and are frequently bisected by the FECR
 tracks.







The East Stuart community within the City of Stuart is historically African-American.
 East Stuart hosts two at grade crossings – at Florida Street and A1A (Dixie Highway)
 and at Decker and A1A. The tracks separate a densely populated residential area
 from the commercial area, and it is common for residents – especially children – to
 walk or ride their bikes across the tracks several times a day. One of the most
 beloved and utilized organizations within the East Stuart community, the Gertrude
 Walden Child Care Center, which provides services for low-income and minority
 parents and children, is located in the immediate vicinity of the project.


Similar situations exist in the Port Salerno, Hobe Sound and Golden Gate, where
 public schools, athletic fields, parks and youth centers such as the Boys and Girls’
 Club are located in close proximity to the project. These communities have a high
 level of minority residents and businesses who are disproportionately impacted by
 the project, which does not directly impact the more affluent communities within the
 County which are not located as near the FECR tracks.


Among the negative effects of AAF on communities with higher percentages of low-
income, minority, and elderly residents is the certainty that delay will be encountered
 by emergency vehicles crossing the FECR tracks to access emergency medical
 care.


Martin Memorial Medical Center, the largest medical care provider in Martin County
 (and also one of the largest employers in the County), has submitted comments
 objecting to the project noting that emergency responders throughout Martin County
 already “face a unique burden from existing freight traffic” on the “rail line [which]
 slices through the center of” the community.


Where the elderly and the very young live and congregate near the FECR tracks, the
 emergency access burden is of special concern and likely to result in tragic
 consequences. As the CEO of Martin Memorial Medical Center noted, even if delays
 caused by increased train traffic at crossings throughout the community are brief,
 “seconds can truly mean the difference between life and death.”


In low-income and minority communities, foot and bicycle traffic across the railroad
 tracks is common and presents additional disproportionate dangers to these
 residents.


Property values in lower-income areas are already depressed and will be further
 depressed by the proximity of the project. Noise and vibration from increased train
 traffic will disproportionately impact low-income and minority communities located
 closest to the FECR tracks.


Navigation


Numerous comments have been submitted regarding the serious negative impacts to
 navigation caused by the project and the failure of the DEIS to adequately and
 accurately address these concerns. The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., joins the
 marine industry, local governments, and boaters throughout the County in objecting







 to the project as it relates to navigation.


The information contained in the DEIS is indisputably inaccurate with respect to the
 number of vessels which pass through the St. Lucie River bridge. Comments
 submitted by Martin County include accurate counts of vessels passing through the
 bridge during the week and on weekends, reflecting more than twice as many
 vessels as the DEIS estimates.


Delays in allowing marine traffic to navigate through the St. Lucie River bridge
 opening will affect boater safety as well as property values for waterfront properties
 that lie to the west of the bridge. Commercial marinas and docks that require boaters
 to navigate through the bridge with longer and more frequent closures also will be
 severely impacted by the project.


Public Health & Safety


The DEIS fails to acknowledge that Fire Rescue and evacuation routes will be
 hampered by the project throughout Martin County.


Even in more affluent communities such as Jupiter Island and Sewall’s Point, there
 will be increased delays in the ability of emergency responders to reach the medical
 center located across the FECR tracks. Both the City of Stuart and Martin County,
 which contracts with other municipalities to provide fire rescue services, project
 serious increases in emergency response times due to increased train traffic and
 crossing closures.


Delays of as much as an additional 45 minutes are projected for evacuation in the
 event of an emergency at the St. Lucie Nuclear Power Plant on Hutchinson Island
 just north of Martin County. All evacuation routes are crossed by FECR tracks. In the
 event of other emergencies or weather events that require evacuation, increased
 train traffic will generate still more delays.


Pedestrian crossings which are frequently used throughout the County, especially in
 low-income and minority areas, will be even more dangerous with not only a higher
 number of trains on the tracks each day but increased speed of approaching trains.
 Pedestrians used to gauging the time available to cross the tracks based on the
 slower speed of freight trains will face significantly less crossing time with high-speed
 passenger trains approaching.


Threatened and Endangered Species


The DEIS discounts any impacts to threatened and endangered species and
 inaccurately states that no such species will be affected by the project.


The project passes through Jonathan Dickinson State Park (JDSP) in Martin County,
 which is the site of a number of resources which are not even mentioned in the DEIS.
 The Florida Division of Recreation and Parks (DRP) has submitted comments
 identifying species which will likely be impacted, such as perforated reindeer lichen







 (Cladonia perforata) located within the right-of-way and Curtiss’ milkweed (Asclepias
 curtissi).


The Division notes that the federally protected eastern indigo snake has habitat within
 the N-S Corridor that will be impacted, as well as the Florida scrub jay, gopher
 tortoise, gopher frog, and Florida mouse. The gopher frog is especially likely to cross
 back and forth across the tracks in the park to travel between scrub habitat and
 wetlands breeding grounds.


Expansion of the tracks through JDSP will impact Florida scrub jay habitat as well as
 gopher tortoise on site.


More frequent closings of the rail crossing within JDSP will have severe negative
 impacts since the park has only one public access road. Emergency vehicles,
 campers, and day visitors could be trapped in the western part of the park during
 closures.


The DPR has submitted extensive and detailed comments addressing these issues.


Wetlands and Water Resources


As with other environmental impacts, the DEIS minimizes damage to wetlands and
 water resources resulting from the proposed project.


Comments submitted by Martin County detail serious concerns, including potential
 impacts to the Northwest Fork of the Loxahatchee River, which is federally
 designated as a Wild and Scenic River. The DEIS brushes off such concerns,
 suggesting that the lack of proximity to the FECR tracks eliminates or minimizes
 them. The entire Loxahatchee River watershed is a significant ecological complex,
 however, that provides unique habitat for endangered, threatened and migratory
 birds that travel throughout the area, including within the right-of-way.


Overall impacts to wetlands throughout the project area have not been quantified or
 addressed by the DEIS, which discusses mitigation of these impacts without
 acknowledging Martin County’s special protections for all wetlands. Insufficient data
 is provided for an accurate evaluation of the project’s wetlands impacts.


Impacts to water resources are being considered by the U.S. Army Corps of
 Engineers; however, the Corps has yet to schedule public hearings which have been
 requested by the Guardians of Martin County, Inc., as well as Martin County and
 other governmental agencies.


It is inevitable that impacts to manatee, protected seagrasses, and other marine life
 will be severe as a result of increased train traffic resulting in increased bridge
 closures producing more vessels queuing up to navigate through the bridge.


Conclusion







The DEIS failed to objectively and fairly evaluate the CSX Route Alternative (DEIS
 Figure 3.2-1), which would avoid most if not all of the negative impacts to Martin
 County residents and communities. The AAF-paid consultants simply rejected the
 CSX Route Alternative out-of-hand, citing speculative issues such as “the risk that
 CSX would not be willing to enter into” a shared use agreement for existing
 infrastructure and unsupported conclusions such as the CSX Route Alternative
 poses “the highest potential adverse direct and indirect impacts to wetlands and
 protected species.” (DEIS 3-7)
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., strongly opposes the AAF project as proposed.
 The DEIS is replete with inaccurate, out-dated, speculative, and subjective material
 that appears to have been deliberately skewed by the drafters to support an
 unsustainable, critically flawed project.


The Guardians advocates consistency with the Martin County Comprehensive Growth
 Management Plan in all development throughout the County. The DEIS inaccurately
 states that the Plan was prepared by the Martin County “Division of Community
 Planning.” (DEIS 4-4) There is no such agency within Martin County government.
 The Plan was prepared by the Martin County Growth Management Department.


Please insist that the final EIS be delayed until supplemental and accurate
 information is provided that truly reflects the AAF project’s impacts on the population
 and communities along the projected route.


Sincerely,


Peter H. Conze, Jr., President
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc.
www.theguardiansofmartincounty.com
Prepared by Virginia P. Sherlock, Esq.
Counsel to The Guardians of Martin County, Inc.



http://www.theguardiansofmartincounty.org/






From: Paul Popson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Opposition to AAF Proposal
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 4:34:18 PM


   My interest lies in preserving our town and it's life style and to protecting our residents and our environment.  
   The impact statement uses phases such as " would result in some degradation", vibration events "(approximately
 doubling)",  reducing noise "in comparison" to "the No-Action Alternative".  These are not favorable comments. 
 Nor do they favor the projects implementation. 
    Furthermore, delays at crossings and the movable bridges over navigable waters, " Under all Action Alternatives",
 "would be closed more frequently".   
   While the FRA is committed to ensuring compliance with federal standards and regulations it also has the
 obligation to protect the public from projects which will have adverse affects on the safety and wellbeing of the
 general population.
    It is clear that the Environmental Impact Statement confirms the concerns of those opposing the All Aboard
 Florida proposal and for this reason alone should result in it's denial.
    Alternatives exist west of the N-S Corridor that would provide the positive impacts to State, Local and Federal
 economies without endangering the environment, public and current growth initiatives already underway.  
    Respectfully Submitted,    Paul D. Popson 415 NW North River Drive Unit 201 Stuart, FL 34994
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From: James T
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: TRAIN
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:07:01 AM


Mr. Winkle


 Could you and the representatives making the decisions that are going to affect
the quality of lives of the citizens and visitors of the Treasure Coast please come
down and take a train ride to understand what is about to happen to our paradise?


TRY GETTING AWAY FROM YOUR DESK AND SEE FOR YOURSELF .


THANK YOU


DAVID TODD
8294 SE LAGOON DRIVE
HOBE SOUND, FL 33455


772-245-8004
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From: James James | Yacht Chandlers
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: tim@yachtchandlers.com; Jay Lasner
Subject: AAF and Marine Impact
Date: Sunday, November 23, 2014 12:17:22 PM


Dear Mr Winkle,
 
Please accept this quick email to express my concerns about the recent proposed changes regarding
 AAF railway.
 
Our company has been in business for 25+ years with about 40 employees in S Florida.  We are
 located at the address below and also have a store at Lauderdale Marine Center, on the New River. 
 Both of our locations are "west" of the railway and would be severely impacted by the proposed
 changes.  http://www.lauderdalemarinecenter.com/ 
 
I am sure you are getting 1,000's of emails, so I won't bore you with more details.  Just know we
 don't have much of an option but to "stand up and be heard", as we are in the marine business, and
 the impact to the waterways is how we earn our living!
 
We strongly oppose this as the amount of bridge closings and amount of traffic congestion this is
 going to cause is going to seriously impact our business.  Since S Florida makes a considerable about
 of it's money and tax income from the Marine Industry, this is something that has to be considered.
 
Kind regards,
 
James James
Yacht Chandlers Inc.
3738 SW 30th Ave
Fort Lauderdale Fl, 33312
www.yachtchandlers.com
+1-954-761-3463 US
+1-954-907-5806 US cell
+33-493-3398-21 France
+33-601-2763-20 France cell
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From: Lynda alexander
To: letters to the editor; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Just say "no" to AAF
Date: Saturday, November 22, 2014 2:15:38 AM


I've been following this "All Aboard Florida" fiasco for some time, as we all have. Personally, I see zero value, and
 considerable costs to our area.  Those costs will come primarily in the form of quality of life issues.
They will not stop here. They will run through here frequently.  I can probably speak for the majority of us who live
 here year-round. They  will wreak havoc on our automobile and boat traffic. It's very possible that we will lose a
 significant amount of tourist traffic and the revenue that comes with it.
My reasoning for this is that many tourists who would normally fly into and out of Ft. Lauderdale & Miami, rent
 cars & drive through our area, making stops at some, or all, of the quaint little towns in our area as they head for the
 ultimate destination - Disney.
Bottom line, in my opinion:  unless we are added as a stop on the service, it's a lose/lose situation for us.


Lynda Alexander
Port St. Lucie, FL
(772) 579-1520


Sent from my iPhone
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From: andyl@jupiter.fl.us
To: john.winkle@dot.gov
Cc: TownCouncil@jupiter.fl.us; deptheads@jupiter.fl.us
Subject: All Aboard Florida DEIS Comments: Town of Jupiter, Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:13:18 PM
Attachments: AAF_DEIS_FRA_120314.pdf


landuse_AAF_TCRPC.pdf
traffic impacts_AAF_TCRPC.pdf


Dear Mr. Winkle,
 
Please find the attached correspondence and supporting attachments regarding the All Aboard
 Florida DEIS.  Thank you for this opportunity to comment on this proposal.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andy Lukasik
 


 
 Andrew D. Lukasik
 Town Manager
_____________________________________
210 Military Trail, Jupiter, Florida 33458
www.jupiter.fl.us l email: andyl@jupiter.fl.us  
office: 561.741.2214 l fax: 561.575.9730


 
 


PLEASE NOTE: Florida has a very broad public records law. Most written communications to
 or from the Town of Jupiter officials and employees regarding public business are public


 records available to the public and media upon request. Your e-mail communications may be
 subject to public disclosure. Under Florida law, e-mail addresses are public records. If you do


 not want your e-mail address released in response to a public records request, do not send
 electronic mail to this entity. Instead, contact this office by phone or in writing


This message has been scanned for malware by Websense. www.websense.com
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December 3, 2014 
 
 
 
Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC     20590 
      
RE:  Town of Jupiter Response to the All Aboard Florida (AAF) Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement (DEIS) 
 
 
Dear Mr. Winkle: 
 
Please accept this correspondence as the Town’s initial comments and questions about the 
AAF DEIS for consideration by the Federal Railroad Administration.  The Town’s comments are 
organized by the Environmental Effects identified in the DEIS. 
 
 
Land Use: 
Much of the FEC right of way through Jupiter was established through an easement dedicated 
by the United States of America by act of Congress on March 3, 1875. Limited lands used by 
FEC were acquired through fee simple deeds.  Further investigations into the ownership of the 
FEC rail corridor through Jupiter has determined that a portion of the property may not fall under 
sole ownership of FEC and/or FEC is not a fee simple controlling party to title of the railroad 
right of way.   
 
Perhaps more importantly, the entire rail corridor has been dedicated to the use of the public.  
For over a century, the FEC has used this dedication to the public to its advantage through tax 
exemptions and the ability to secure public funding for improvements and maintenance in the 
corridor.   
 
In consideration of All Aboard Florida, it is reported that the rail corridor is “privately held” and 
under the complete control and jurisdiction of the railroad company.  As such, FEC and AAF 
purport that state or local governments have no grounds to approve or deny the project as the 
advocate for the “public”.  Even though some of the lands may have originally been held in 
private hands, the “public” designation assigned to some of the property may have modified the 
original private land rights in some measure to consider the “public’s interest” in how the right of 
way is used.    
 
Given these observations, the Town of Jupiter would like clarification on ownership 
issues within the corridor to support the position that AAF/FEC has the ability to 1) 











expand capacity within the ROW without any public input and 2) charge local units of 
government lease payments for use of public crossings and necessary improvements to 
railroad crossings. 
 
 
Transportation: 
Although the DEIS focused on passenger rail, the assumptions in the analysis include a growth 
in freight that need to be considered given the combined impacts on transportation.   
 
Baseline Data for Freight:   
The DEIS discusses expected increased freight train trips using 2013 as a baseline. This 
section should be updated to cite 2014 figures and projections for 2015 and beyond. The 
section also states that a doubling of the number of expected freight trains along the line is 
expected within two years. The basis for this anticipated doubling should be provided. 
 
Per the DEIS, there is a 30% increase in average freight train speeds in the No-Action 
Alternative over the average currently being experienced.  An explanation of this increase is 
important to ensure that there is a clear understanding of the basis for the assumed 
change in speed.   
 
The information requested above will provide more certainty regarding the baseline impacts of 
increased freight without the proposed passenger rail service. 
 
Assumed Train Speeds and Traffic Impacts: 
The methodology for analyzing traffic impacts confirms that the AADT for only the two largest 
arterials have been included for each county. Using only two roads per county (10 total, or 6% 
of the total number of crossings) provides an incorrect calculation of the total average daily 
volume being impacted by the proposed project. The transportation study needs to be vastly 
expanded to study the impact on all major local roads with grade level crossings. 
 
The assumed operation speed for freight trains as 54.3 mph in the DEIS is questionable for the 
Center Street, Indiantown Road and Toney Penna Drive crossings due to the Loxahatchee 
River bridge and curvature of the rail.  Based upon the Town’s internal review of the rail system 
in Jupiter, a 30 mph operation speed seems to be a more appropriate assumption for freight 
trains.  The corresponding total closure time, based upon the Town’s calculations, will be 
extended from 2.5 minutes to almost 4 minutes, which significantly impacts the traffic on 
Indiantown Road.  Additionally, the assumed operation speed for passenger train in the DEIS is 
89.2 mph, which is an unreasonable assumption for this section of the system.  Given the radius 
of curvature of approximately 450m, the safe train speed seems to be limited to 60 mph. 
 
Based upon the Town’s speed assumptions, the Indiantown Road/Alternate A1A intersection is 
projected to be over-saturated due to crossing closure – which also assumes two (2) freight 
trains and one or two passenger train(s) -- during the PM peak period in 2036.  The vehicle 
queue will exceed 4,000 feet and the corresponding intersection delay will be over 200 seconds 
per vehicle.   
 
The projected impacts on traffic constraints have not been adequately addressed within the 
DEIS.  The limited number of intersections analyzed and the generalized speed of the trains that 
were assumed do not provide adequate data to understand the impact of projected freight and 
new passenger service on local traffic.  Given this, the anticipated speeds in Jupiter should 
be analyzed to better understand the impacts of freight and passenger service on traffic 
in 2036.  It would be beneficial to know, where on the system trains will accelerate and 
decelerate and the anticipated speeds would be at these locations.    
 
Additionally, critical intersections at crossings need to be analyzed in term of traffic 
impact, especially for the intersections with speed constraints such as the Indiantown 
Road, Toney Penna Drive and Donald Ross Road crossings. Further, an assumption 
regarding Tri-Rail impacts should be included as well.  In response to the anticipated 
impacts, traffic mitigation strategies need to be proposed in the EIS report as well. 











 
 
 
Freight Impacts: 
The DEIS gave limited consideration to the relocation of freight from the FEC Corridor.  For 
example, the DEIS states, “Negotiating shared‐use agreements presents the risk…that the 
controlling railroad would not agree to acceptable terms for a shared use environment.” AAF 
should attempt to negotiate a shared-use agreement for tracks west of the proposed 
project before citing this as a risk and dismissing this alternative.  Additionally, other 
inland, such as the US27 Corridor proposal, or maritime options should be explored in 
the study as well. 
 
 
Navigation: 
Of significant concern for the Jupiter community is the impact of the Loxahatchee Bridge 
operation on maritime traffic.  DEIS information about existing conditions differs from what has 
been gathered locally.  Data gathered should be consistent and reevaluated to better 
understand the maritime impacts.   
 
Further, there continues to be concerns about the condition of the Loxahatchee Bridge itself.  
Based upon a review of the bridge by Bridge Design Associates (BDA), an engineering firm that 
provided consulting services to the Jupiter Inlet District, the Loxahatchee Bridge is in need of 
structural steel rehabilitation.  There are holes from corrosion in steel beams of the movable 
spans and a significant amount of coating failure and corrosion on the beam bottoms near the 
water according to BDA.   
 
The Town understands that the FRA, in accordance with the Bridge Safety Standards Final Rule 
released in July 2010, requires annual inspections of railroad bridges.  This information has 
been requested by other agencies but not provided as it has been reportedly deemed 
proprietary information by the FECR.  Information gathered about the structural integrity of 
the Loxahatchee Bridge during recent inspections needs to be made available.  It is 
possible that more thorough inspection of the main support beams to evaluate thickness 
and detect possible fractures in the steel and its connections may be required if the 
existing data is insufficient.   
 
Lastly, a specific scope of work for the reconstruction of the Loxahatchee should be 
better defined in the study.   
 
 
Noise and Vibration: 
The areas of moderate noise impact seem to be underestimated. Houses in our community are 
located in close proximity to the corridor and identified as no-impact, yet owners currently 
experience moderate noise and vibration impacts from train noise and horns from existing 
freight operations. The noise impact zones need to be reviewed to ensure that they 
accurately reflect moderate and severe noise impacts along the north-south route. 
 
Additionally, the impact of vibration on hospitals or surgery centers in close proximity to the 
corridor, especially during the construction of the second track, needs to be evaluated.  In 
Jupiter, the Jupiter Medical Center building, which is the local community hospital, is 
approximately 200 yards from the track and could be negatively impacted. 
 
Noise from wheels – maintenance not the only option.  Table 7.2-2 also includes the mitigation 
measure “Maintain train wheels and rails to minimize vibration.” Since there is no indication 
that this is being done for existing freight trains, there should be a mitigation measure 
added by the FRA for periodic inspection and tolerances which, if exceeded, would 
require train wheel replacement. 
 
 
 











Water: 
With the addition of impervious surface associated with the addition of rail within the 
corridor, the Town requests the identification of more definitive water pre-treatment 
strategies and their locations as part of the impact statement. 
 
 
Public Health and Safety: 
Grade Separation:  the DEIS indicates that the East-West Corridor would be entirely grade 
separated at roadways. Existing roads would either be crossed using bridges or would be 
closed, eliminating any potential safety concerns. A similar commitment to safety does not 
appear to be provided in the North-South Corridor.  The North-South Corridor should require the 
same level of safety as the East-West Corridor.  AAF should be required to pay for grade 
separation of the major crossings when done in consultation with local communities. 
 
Grade Crossings:  The DEIS Grade Crossing Details report did not account for impacts on 
emergency vehicular traffic that must cross the railroad tracks to deliver services to or from 
Jupiter Medical Center and the neighborhoods located on the other side of the corridor.  The 
impact on emergency and public safety facilities should be analyzed in the study. 
 
As a condition of proceeding with the proposed project, the FRA should require AAF to 
finance safety improvements associated with as well as the process required for the 
creation and the on-going maintenance of quiet zones requested by local communities.    
Further, the scope of work at each crossing, which should include Vehicle Presence 
Detection devices, should be detailed within the study.   
 
Safety has to be addressed in the DEIS for pedestrians and bicyclists as well.  Pedestrian 
gates and sidewalks should be included in the scope of work for crossing safety 
upgrades.  Communities should be included in the evaluation of safety needs given local 
knowledge of pedestrian and bicycle movements. 
 
Sealed Corridor:  A sealed corridor needs to be established that minimizes visual impacts 
while effectively preventing informal pedestrian crossing between the established at-
grade crossings.  This should be done in cooperation with the impacted communities.   
 
Additionally, communities should not be required to continue to pay for lease 
agreements for existing landscaping in the corridor as it helps to prevent unsafe 
crossings and mitigates impacts from additional trains.   
 
 
Cultural Resources 
The information in the DEIS pertaining to the Historic Resources within the West Palm Beach 
Corridor Area of Potential Effects should be updated to include the following historic sites within 
the Town: 



 Sawfish Bay Park (Florida Master Site File #8PB11388) 



 Milam Archaeological Midden (Florida Master Site File #8PB11546) 
 
Neither midden directly impacts the FEC ROW.  The Milam Midden is located just west of the 
FEC ROW on three residential properties along the north shore of the Loxahatchee River south 
of Riverside Drive. The other is an archaeological site at Sawfish Bay Park. As required by the 
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, the West Palm Beach Corridor Area of Potential 
Effects completed for the DEIS was required to include known archaeological sites within 150 
feet of the FEC ROW to allow for consideration of indirect impacts. Both middens are within 
150 feet of the FEC ROW but were not included in the DEIS.  They should simply be 
identified in the final report.    
 
 
The aforementioned issues were identified by and discussed by the Town Council during their 
November 4, 2014 and December 2, 2014 meetings.  It should be further noted that the Town 











Council is in agreement with the Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council’s letter and 
recommendations as well.  
 
Please contact me should you require additional information about the Town Council’s 
concerns. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Andrew D. Lukasik 
Town Manager 





andyl


Andy Signature









































































































































From: George Hamaty
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Opposition to AAF
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 9:22:45 AM


I fully support the need for a train route from Miami to Orlando . However , the route chosen
 is fraught with problems . Rather than to enumerate the ones that have already been stated I
 would simply like to detail one . If an accident were to occur dealing with children the
 company would be hit by lawsuits that could potentially shut the system down . The press
 coverage alone could be something you would never recover from . The financial penalties 
 handed down from lawsuits would bankrupt the railroad . At issue would be using tracks that
 were 110 years old to carry 21st century trains speeding up to 100 plus miles per hour . This
 all occurring while traveling through populated areas . Several of these locales being located
 in low income areas . The most compelling argument put forth by attorneys for various
 plantiffs would be that there were alternatives routes that were passed over that could have
 easily accommodated  the route to Orlando . Each day these trains run you will be left holding
 your breath waiting to see if a horrible accident happens . What a way for a company to have
 to operate . For the well being of all I implore you to consider a route to the west of the
 proposed one .
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From: Ronald Sides
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: TRAIN
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:04:14 AM


Since this train is not stopping in Ft. Pierce, Vero, or Melbourne. This makes in possible to run
 in the country
And not Disturb the Intercoastal area. There is a line in Okeechobee, Fl. to Palm Beach. Sorry
 but this is common sense!



mailto:ronaldsides@gmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Jowben1@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF application
Date: Saturday, September 20, 2014 8:52:29 PM


The Draft EIS regarding All Aboard Florida is clearly posturing on the part of The Federal Railroad Administration
 to sign off on an ill-advised high-speed passenger rail project. AAF needs to be stopped - history dictates that it is
 unlikely ever to be financially independent of major taxpayer obligation, and it is clear the benefits are not worthy
 of the burden on taxpayers. 


Our country is in debt up to it’s eyeballs, and should not fund or approve a train project that is unsafely retrofitted to
 old rail beds, does not stop to serve passengers in the communities it is passing through, is funded with almost 2
 BILLION dollars of taxpayers money, and carries the magical claim that its service will remove 3,000,000 cars
 from the road.


Florida does not have conditions that would support its success. According to The Federal Train Policy report, “The
 Development of High Speed Rail in the United States: Issues and Recent Events,”* published in December 30,
 2013 about factors supporting HSR, “Compared to the United States, countries with HSR have higher population
 densities, smaller land areas, lower per capita levels of car ownership, higher gasoline prices, lower levels of car
 use (measured both by number of trips per day and average distance per trip), and higher levels of public
 transportation availability and use” are more successful with HSR projects.


The population of AAF’s cities is too small to provide the level of ridership necessary for HSR profitability. Tokyo
 and Osaka have over 17 billion residents, By comparison, Orlando's population is 255 thousand and Miami's is
 418 thousand. 


The same Federal Policy report “quotes a 1997 study in which the FRA estimated, "in most cases rail
 improvements would divert only 3%-6% of intercity automobile trips, and even less in corridors with average trip
 lengths under 150 miles.” So there won’t be significantly less cars on the road. Certainly not 3,000,000.


The train does not even serve most of the communities it passes through, but it will devastate them. A coastal
 topography unique to the United States will be destroyed by corporate greed.


We request that the federal Government Accountability Office review the project’s costs and risks of default, as
 well as the interest rate that would be assessed to their $1.875 billion loan. Why should a “privately funded”
 project be the on the shoulders of the taxpayers. We request curtailment of the development of AAF since every
 bit of evidence points to failure despite false promises to the contrary.


We request responsible leadership and decision making regarding tax-dependent projects, and we, the tax-payers,
 look forward to your accountability and response to our concerns.
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From: Floyd Layman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: LETTER
Date: Friday, November 28, 2014 12:24:10 PM
Attachments: Form AAF Letter.docx


 


______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
 
DATE: _11-28-2014____________
TO: John.Winkle@DOT.gov and AAF_comments@vhb.com (AAF_comments@vhb.com)
FROM: Floyd Layman,  email address floydl37@bellsouth.net
Mailing address 835 Sapodilla Dr. Barefoot Bay, Fl. 32975
 
Dear Sir:
 
I am writing with concerns about the All Aboard Florida (AAF) passenger rail project and the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) they have forwarded to the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) for review and
 comment.
 
The DEIS repeatedly refers to the impacts of adding 32 high speed trains as “will be mitigated.” No remedies are discussed for important issues like noise, vibration, air quality, construction staging or the impact more freight
 and 32 passenger trains will have on our natural habitats and wildlife.  There has been a serious attempt by AAF to fool us into accepting their plan with misleading facts or partial truths at area forums.  Additionally, as the
 South Florida Phase 1 segment is moving forward, many people believe there is nothing wecan do to resolve their concerns.  That sentiment has been used by AAF to limit comments and promise local officials concessions
 and/or stations “sometime in the future.” 
 
The new AAF tracks will bisect our community of mostly retired and senior residents. This means increased train activity could virtually cut off the east parts of my neighborhood from western portions. This is a serious
 impediment to the delivery of emergency services.  Neighbors will be separated from neighbors and access to needed community services will be limited by increased delays at crossing.
 
Safety at railroad crossings is also a huge concern.  Add 32 daily high speed trains, PLUS 16 to 20 freight trains to road crossings, that are level to the roadway (grade level) and we have an accident waiting to happen.   
 
Also not adequately addressed is the demolition and replacement of the St. Sebastian River railroad bridge.  AAF states the bridge will remain in its right-of-way.  While the bridge may be in the right-of-way, the tracks are
 being moved east and at landfall will impact homes in the Little Hollywood community.  Among the issues “to be mitigated” are the impacts of bridge construction on the annual winter migration of the Florida Manatee, an
 endangered species. The St. Sebastian River is treated as a stand-alone issue.  No mention is made concerning its use as a watershed by the St. Johns River Management District or that the River is a tributary of – and
 included in - the National Indian River Lagoon Estuary, a Lagoon of national importance and in critical need of restoration.
 
Finally, Florida already has a passenger train that goes from Miami to Orlando and no one rides it.  It’s called Amtrak.  The Government has to subsidies this service.  I feel that the AAF train service will some how be put on
 us as tax payers to pay in the future.
 
I am asking the Railroad Administration to reject the flawed Draft Environmental Statement and tell All Aboard Florida to do their due diligence and provide needed facts that truly justify this proposal.  Better yet, tell them to
 move their trains west.  Florida voters approved an amendment to the state’s constitution in 2000 authorizing a high speed “bullet” train adjacent to Florida’s Turnpike.
 
Sincerely yours,
 Floyd Layman
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DATE: _____________


TO: John.Winkle@DOT.gov and AAF_comments@vhb.com (AAF_comments@vhb.com)


FROM: ____________________ your email address _____________________________________


Mailing address___________________________________________________________________





Dear Sir:





I am writing with concerns about the All Aboard Florida (AAF) passenger rail project and the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) they have forwarded to the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) for review and comment. 





The DEIS repeatedly refers to the impacts of adding 32 high speed trains as “will be mitigated.” No remedies are discussed for important issues like noise, vibration, air quality, construction staging or the impact more freight and 32 passenger trains will have on our natural habitats and wildlife.  There has been a serious attempt by AAF to fool us into accepting their plan with misleading facts or partial truths at area forums.  Additionally, as the South Florida Phase 1 segment is moving forward, many people believe there is nothing wecan do to resolve their concerns.  That sentiment has been used by AAF to limit comments and promise local officials concessions and/or stations “sometime in the future.”  





The new AAF tracks will bisect our community of mostly retired and senior residents. This means increased train activity could virtually cut off the east parts of my neighborhood from western portions. This is a serious impediment to the delivery of emergency services.  Neighbors will be separated from neighbors and access to needed community services will be limited by increased delays at crossing. 





Safety at railroad crossings is also a huge concern.  Add 32 daily high speed trains, PLUS 16 to 20 freight trains to road crossings, that are level to the roadway (grade level) and we have an accident waiting to happen.    





Also not adequately addressed is the demolition and replacement of the St. Sebastian River railroad bridge.  AAF states the bridge will remain in its right-of-way.  While the bridge may be in the right-of-way, the tracks are being moved east and at landfall will impact homes in the Little Hollywood community.  Among the issues “to be mitigated” are the impacts of bridge construction on the annual winter migration of the Florida Manatee, an endangered species. The St. Sebastian River is treated as a stand-alone issue.  No mention is made concerning its use as a watershed by the St. Johns River Management District or that the River is a tributary of – and included in - the National Indian River Lagoon Estuary, a Lagoon of national importance and in critical need of restoration.





Finally, Florida already has a passenger train that goes from Miami to Orlando and no one rides it.  It’s called Amtrak.  





I am asking the Railroad Administration to reject the flawed Draft Environmental Statement and tell All Aboard Florida to do their due diligence and provide needed facts that truly justify this proposal.  Better yet, tell them to move their trains west.  Florida voters approved an amendment to the state’s constitution in 2000 authorizing a high speed “bullet” train adjacent to Florida’s Turnpike. 





Sincerely yours,



















From: Karen Hudon
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida DEIS and increased freight transport by Florida East Coast Railways
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:25:08 PM
Attachments: John Winkle.pdf


Please find attached a letter concerning the All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact
 Statement and increased freight transport by Florida East Coast Railways.
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 Karen Hudon 



        4900 SE Hanson Circle 



        Stuart, FL  34997 



 



December 1, 2014 



 



Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE; Room W38-31 



Washington, DC 20590 



 



 Subject:  All Aboard Florida (AAF) Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) 



    and railroad operations of Florida East Coast  



     Railways (FECR) and affiliates and projected increase 



     in rail freight transport 



 



Dear Mr. Winkle: 



 



By letter dated November 17, 2014, I sent you comments on the above-identified Draft Environmental 



Impact Statement (DEIS). 



 



Having considered this matter further, I have more to say about the DEIS and the project.  I am strongly 



opposed to this project.  I am a volunteer with Florida NOT All Aboard.  I have spoken with hundreds of 



people on the Treasure Coast who are worried about what this project could do to our coastal 



communities.  The DEIS has treated us like we don’t exist and therefore, don’t matter.  The quality of 



this DEIS is so poor that it should be illegal to present to the public for public comment.  Any document 



issued by a federal agency should be thoroughly reviewed.  It is full of inaccuracies and self-conflicting 



information.  It is extremely long (over 500 pages) plus appendices.  The period for public comment on 



the DEIS expires on December 3, 2014.  This period for public comment is too short for the public to be 



able to consider what is contemplated by the DEIS as well as comment on the DEIS for all of its 



shortcomings and inaccuracies.  I also have many concerns about the information released by AAF to the 



public and how that information has given the impression that this project is a done deal and that 



people have little to say about it, and therefore don’t speak out about it.  I 



 



I am telling you that the people of Stuart and other affected communities will not the tolerate AAF 



public menace whizzing through our towns like a giant cockroach 32 times per day.  Many people are 



frightened about what AAF will do to our towns and how it will affect our quality of life, property values, 



emergency transport and our ability to conduct day to day functions.  A high population of senior 



citizens live on the east side of the tracks and must cross over the tracks in order to go grocery shopping, 



go to doctors’ office visits and practically anyplace else.  We will not put up more noisy freight trains  



  











Mr. John Winkle                                                                                                       Page two 



December 1, 2014 



 



 



disturbing our peace, ruining our property values, cutting off maritime activities, driving restaurants, 



shops and businesses of all sorts out of business and ruining our way of life.  We are sick and tired of  



being treated like railroad kill and we will not put up with Federally guaranteed railroad oppression by 



New York City hedge fund or anyone else.  We are angry that AAF and related entities have spent over 



$350 million dollars on campaign contributions for their pay to play scheme.  We pay taxes so we can 



use our roadways.  The projected railroad operations would effectively prevent us from using our 



roadways by blocking vehicular passage.  The more people learn about this project, the angrier they are 



becoming.  We shouldn’t have to defend our way of life from Florida East Coast Railways, its affiliates or 



anyone else, but we will. 



 



The land does NOT belong to Florida East Coast Railways to do whatever they damn well please.  At one 



time, the railroad served a useful function.  At this point, the Railroad’s operations have become a public 



nuisance and need to be moved to a nonresidential area such as along I95 or the Florida Turnpike so as 



not to present a danger to the densely populated coastal communities.  Florida East Coast Railway needs 



to take their tracks, their trains and any other junk they have and get out of here.  We don’t want any 



more hazardous materials.  We’re sick of breathing unknown particulate matter dispersed from the 



open freight cars and we have had it with noise disturbing our sleep.  We don’t want to have the worry 



of train derailment.  Many senior citizens live here.  They have spent their whole lives working, paying 



for their homes and paying taxes to this Government.  They don’t deserve this project and neither do 



the rest of the people who live here. 



 



AAF and FECR affiliates could move their operations west, but as it stands, they are too cheap to do this 



project right, and want to use Federally guaranteed taxpayer money to do it wrong. 



 



Don’t grant this loan.  While AAF and increased freight is on the table, it’s time to move this railroad out. 



 



Regards, 



 



 



 



Karen Hudon 



 



cc:  Representative Patrick Murphy, U.S. House of Representatives 



 













From: Richard & Sandra Wallace
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Opposition to All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail
Date: Saturday, November 8, 2014 5:11:38 AM


November 8, 2014


 


Mr. John Winkle


Federal Railroad Administration


1200 New Jersey Ave, SE, Room W38-311


Washington, D.C.  20590


 


RE:  All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail, DEIS


 


Dear Mr. Winkle:


 


I am writing to express my strong opposition to the development of the proposed All
 Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project for the following reasons:


 


1.      Safety: As pointed out at the environmental impact meeting on Nov. 6 in Port St.
 Lucie, Fl., there are 4 hospitals that will be cut off from emergency vehicles by the 49
 trains that will be traveling these rails each day -  Jupiter Hospital, Jupiter, FL;  Martin
 Memorial Hospital, Stuart, Fl;  Cape Canaveral Hospital, Cape Canaveral, Fl;  and
 Weusthoff Hospital, Rockledge, Fl. It was projected that the trains will impede traffic by
 7.8 hours just on the weekend, considerably more during the week. In addition marine
 emergency services will be impacted by those 49 trains passing over bridge openings.
 The environmental impact study does not adequately weigh the cost of human lives and
 impact on emergency services against tourism benefits. 


2.      Impact on the Communities : There are 24  existing bridges between Miami
 and Rte 528 in Brevard County with 4 additional bridges to be built on the Rte
 528 corridor to Orlando.  While the All Aboard Florida operation could lease
 track from CSX in the central part of the state that would have limited effect on
 commercial & recreational marine activity and limit the safety issues related to
 hospitals, they have chosen to take this passenger train through a heavily
 trafficked residential, commercial and popular tourist areas.
3.       Economic:  The substantial cost  to meet federal regulations for  Quiet Zones


must be met by local governments while, at the same time, these passenger rails
traveling through these areas will decrease the economic activity from those
 currently  traveling by car through our areas.   This would adversely affect
 restaurants, hotels, rental cars, service stations, historic venues, recreational sites
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 and retail in general.


       4.  Value : At the meeting last night, AAF was unable to share what they believed to
 be an approximation of the cost of this passenger rail service from Miami to Orlando
 International Airport.  The response was “we don’t have that information but it will not
 be as much as a plane ticket and we hope to be approximately the cost of driving.” Until
 the cost is fully weighed against benefit this project should not be allowed to progress.


           


 


           


 


There is not one thing about this passenger rail service that makes sense to a large
 majority of residents of Martin, St. Lucie, Indian River or Brevard Counties and, most
 likely, Palm Beach County.  This creates no economic advantage to our area, creates
 significant safety issues and creates substantial costs to local governments of all counties
 impacted wherein we have no say in the matter. This appears on all levels to be an ill-
conceived project with benefit not befitting the return.


 


These environmental impacts can be mitigated by running the tracks west of the
 communities of the Treasure Coast


 


We just cannot afford this poorly developed model which benefits few and creates
 multiple adverse affects on many.


 


Sincerely, 


 


Richard Wallace


1578 SE Ballantrae Court


Port St Lucie, Florida 34952


 
 


   








From: coedrohrer48@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; coedrohrer48@aol.com
Subject: TRAINS IN PARADISE
Date: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 9:54:46 AM


PLEASE.PLEASE, PLEASE.....................DO WHAT YOU CAN TO STOP ALL THESE TRAINS COMING
 THRU OUR INDIAN RIVER/SEBASTIAN................PARADISE.................ED ROHRER,SEBASTIAN
 FLORIDA..........
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From: Peter Utz
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF comment for FEIS
Date: Sunday, November 23, 2014 7:39:26 PM


RE: Real Estate impact of All Aboard


I recently attended one of the All Aboard Florida Intercity Rail Project
presentations and came away with the following important points: If AAF
uses land that Florida East Coast (FEC) already owns, which passes
through the hearts of Vero Beach, Fort Pierce, Stuart, and other cities,
it will cost roughly $2 billion to build. If AAF opens a new corridor
West of the cities, such as along route 95, it will cost roughly $10
billion to build. It makes financial sense for AAF to build it through
our cities.


If you ask residents and businesses in these cities the question: Will
the extra rail traffic increase the value of your property (or rental
value), or will it stay the same, or will it decrease, the answer is the
same everywhere: the property and rental values will decrease. How much
property values will decrease is anybody's guess. It was not addressed
in the AAF Environmental Statement. I would like it to be.


A study is needed, but in the absence of hard facts, let's pick a
conservative number for discussion purposes. Say property values
decrease 1% because of the expanded rail traffic. The St. Lucie County
tax assessor's office website shows about $2 trillion in property values
in that county alone. A decrease in property values of 1% there amounts
to $20 billion. If the project costs AAF $2 billion, it will cost the
residents of St. Lucie County $20 billion. And that's just one county.


It seems smarter to make (or help) AAF spend $10 billion to run the
trains to the West of the cities, than it is to lose many more billions
of property values, rental rates, and ultimately tax revenues for
residents and taxpayers.


Peter Utz


5207 Echo Pines Circle East


Fort Pierce
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From: Lee Craft
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: LOSS OF LIFE due to crossing delays
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 12:16:31 PM


My Name: Lee Craft


My Email: alcraft7@gmail.com


My Address:


8095 SE Golfhouse drive
Hobe Sound, FL 33455


Delayed medical response and other emergencies would result in loss of life.This is in your
 hands.
Quality of life , declined property values need to be considered .Where are these calculations ?


Another political program that is an affront to the home owners and tax payers
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From: Beverly Yoshioka
To: John.Winkle@DOT.Gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida DEIS comments
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:46:50 AM
Attachments: AAFComments2.pdf


Dear Mr. Winkle: 


Please accept the signed attached letter below as my comments regarding the AAF project.  My previous letter was
 not signed, so this should replace it.


Sincerely,
Beverly Yoshioka
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From: Brittanie Ockerhausen
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Opposition to All Aboard Florida proposal
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:44:44 PM


Dear Federal Railroad Administration,


I am writing to express my opposition and objection to the current All Aboard Florida plan to run a passenger train
 service from Miami to Orlando along the Florida East Coast (FEC) railway lines.


The current plan expresses a blatant disregard for the negative impact that will be felt by the numerous local
 communities through which the trains will be traveling.  The FEC lines run close to the coast south from Brevard
 county.  The population of Florida congregates along the coast to appreciate the coastal breeze, access to the water
 and enjoy the environment.  The increased passenger trains will result in traffic delays for residents and delays in
 deliveries for local commerce. The noise impact to local residential communities will result in a decrease in
 property values and quality of life.  In addition, there will be negative impacts on the marine industry due to the
 numerous bridge closures that will delay marine traffic which is a vital industry and tourist draw for the state.


The FEC lines were laid during the early 1900s.  The purpose was to develop commerce and provide transportation.
 However, at the time, the population of the state was nowhere near the population currently living along those same
 tracks over 100 yrs later. The population along the coast has exponentially expanded during the past 100 yrs.
The current proposal has not factored in these changes. The residential communities of Florida have grown along the
 coast. The number of people who will have convenient access to use the proposed train service is small in
 comparison to the large number of residents who will be negatively impacted by the trains yet unable to benefit
 from the service.


New transportation infrastructure is needed in a state which lacks mass transit systems. The idea of providing a
 bullet train service to expedite travel is welcome because time is a major factor in everyone's life.  However, the
 transportation should be built further inland outside of residential communities near existing expressways such as I-
95 or the Florida Turnpike. Emergency mass transit should be a consideration and be available during times when
 residents are being threatened by the impacts of potential hurricanes. If a route is too close to the water impending
 hurricanes would hinder rail service during times of emergency and evacuation.  Finally, foresight should be
 exercised in consideration of accommodating future expansion to add additional stops, add vehicle parking for
 passengers who would use the train and increase overall access for more residents.


Mass public transportation is needed. However, it is not beneficial if it negatively impacts the local communities
 which would have to tolerate numerous inconveniences and not be able to benefit from the service. I ask you to
 reject the All Aboard Florida proposal to implement a passenger train service along the Florida East Coast Railway
 lines.


Sincerely,
Brittanie E. Ockerhausen
Treasure Coast resident
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From: Judith Tarby
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: TRAINS
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 1:57:29 PM


Dear John,
The trains do not, I REPEAT, DO NOT BELONG, meandering through our small towns causing
 tremendous traffic jams and noise.
The trains need to go out west away from the major population!
Be rest assured I am not alone in my sentiments.
Make the right decision for the people!
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From: quailkeyrailway
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: quailkeyrailway@bellsouth.net
Subject: AAF comments attention of Mr. John Winkle
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:04:15 AM


Comments should be sent to FRA by email to the attention of Mr. John Winkle at this address:
 AAF_comments@vhb.com


Dear Mr. Winkle,


After reading the DEIS summary and reviewing the draft body, I find that there is no question that All
 Aboard Florida is a good corporate citizen and will be a fine neighbor.


The FRA has done its due diligence and has provided valuable and informative public meetings to help all
 parties better understand the scope and impact of this project.


Please include my favorable remarks FOR AAF.  The promise of transferring millions of annual
 passenger trips from the state funded highway system to a privately funded rail transportation system will
 conserve immeasurable fuel resources, reduce pollution and improve the quality of life for the residents
 of this region.


I have no objection to the very worthwhile AAF project.


Sincerely,
Michael R. Starck
Fellsmere, FL 32948-5406
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From: John DeRose
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Lack of common sense on your part, but you have to show your power
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:40:25 AM


You could at least explain why you need to use congested rails.  Instead of the more
 western set.  Your could explain why you need to affect so many bridges, marinas
 and towns and people.  You are well aware of how many people you will affect for
 the worst.  You are pissing on Miami and Orlando's head and telling them it's rain.  Is
 this a political payback for the fiasco in New Jersey?


John DeRose,
Stuart Florida
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From: Friends of St. Sebastian River
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida DEIS comments
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:17:26 PM
Attachments: FSSR_DEIS_comments.pdf


Mr. Winkle,
 
Below are our comments regarding the All Aboard Florida project Draft Environmental Impact Statement,
 dated September 19, 2014.  I have also attached these same comments in PDF format, if you find that
 more convenient.
 
Tim Glover, President
Friends of St. Sebastian River
772-202-0501
www.fssr.org
info@fssr.org
 
 
Friends of St. Sebastian River
Response to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
All Aboard Florida
 
November 28, 2014
 
John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE, Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, for the proposed
 All Aboard Florida rail project. The following are our concerns and comments regarding this project.
Section 3.2.1.1 lists the "Threatened and Endangered Species" that are addressed by the DEIS, and
 states that it specifically excludes plant and aquatic species, such as the West Indian manatee. The
 manatee is a federally listed "endangered" species and the St. Sebastian River provides critical habitat
 for the manatee. In addition, the entire river is covered by Manatee Protection Plans (MPP) in both
 Brevard and Indian River counties, which provide for year-round manatee slow or idle speed zones.
 
Manatees listed status requires permitting and consideration of possible impact to the species, for
 projects that potentially may affect them, as confirmed by the US Fish & Wildlife Service. The Army
 Corps of Engineers permit review "manatee key" states that the key applies to projects such as
 "construction/placement of other in-water structures."
 
The DEIS states that the railroad bridge across the St. Sebastian River is to be demolished and replaced,
 yet it does not provide an analysis of the impacts to manatees. The ACOE manatee key lists specific
 projects that have a predetermined "may affect" status, requiring review to minimize or eliminate potential
 impacts of the project. We believe those impacts will/may include the listed "may affect" activities of:
 
blasting or other detonation;
installation of structures which could restrict or act as a barrier to manatees;
floating platform, barge or structure that restricts manatee access to less than half the width of the
 waterway.
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Friends of St. Sebastian River
Response to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
All Aboard Florida



November 28, 2014



John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE, Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590



Dear Mr. Winkle:



Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, for the
proposed All Aboard Florida rail project.  The following are our concerns and comments regarding this
project.



Section 3.2.1.1 lists the “Threatened and Endangered Species” that are addressed by the DEIS, and
states that it specifically excludes plant and aquatic species, such as the West Indian manatee.  The
manatee is a federally listed “endangered” species and the St. Sebastian River provides critical habitat
for the manatee.  In addition, the entire river is covered by Manatee Protection Plans (MPP) in both
Brevard and Indian River counties, which provide for year-round manatee slow or idle speed zones.



Manatees listed status requires permitting and consideration of possible impact to the species, for
projects that potentially may affect them, as confirmed by the US Fish & Wildlife Service.  The Army
Corps of Engineers permit review “manatee key” states that the key applies to projects such as
“construction/placement of other in-water structures.”



The DEIS states that the railroad bridge across the St. Sebastian River is to be demolished and
replaced, yet it does not provide an analysis of the impacts to manatees.  The ACOE manatee key lists
specific projects that have a predetermined “may affect” status, requiring review to minimize or
eliminate potential impacts of the project.  We believe those impacts will/may include the listed “may
affect” activities of:
• blasting or other detonation;
• installation of structures which could restrict or act as a barrier to manatees;
• floating platform, barge or structure that restricts manatee access to less than half the width of the



waterway.



In addition the St. Sebastian River qualifies as an Important Manatee Area (IMA) due to parts of the
river being designated a Warm Water Aggregation Area (WWAA), and as such, “any type of in-water
activity” has the status of “may affect” impact to manatees.  Therefore the DEIS needs to include a full
analysis of potential impacts to manatees, beyond the proposed mitigation measures outlined in Section
7.2.11.1.



Section 4.1.3.2 Existing Navigation Conditions describes the existing conditions and operations of the
waterways to be impacted by the project.  Its description of the St. Sebastian River though does no
include a significant recreational/access point for the river.  Dale Wimbrow and Donald MacDonald
Parks are county parks that are located upstream of the railroad bridge.  They provide the only free,
improved public boat launches on the river and are important recreational facilities for public access











and enjoyment of the river.  In addition, larger size commercial tour boats regularly transit the railroad
bridge crossing to access the South Prong of the river.



Section 4.3.5.2 Affected Environment – Essential Fish Habitat.  While the DEIS and the National
Marine Fisheries Service do not consider the importance of non “marine” habitat for assessment of
essential fish habitat, the St. Sebastian River is habitat that is essential to a few rare fish species, some
of which are endemic to the river.  Dr. Grant Gilmore, Estuarine, Coast and Ocean Science, Inc., has
published some of his research on these species in the St. Sebastian River, in Rare and Endangered
Biota of Florida, Volume 2: Fishes.  Dr. Gilmore has been trying for a number of years to establish the
endangered status of these fish species by attempting to have them listed.  To date none of them have
been, but their rarity, and the importance of the St. Sebastian River for their survival merits
consideration and minimization of any impacts to their habitat.  Dr. Gilmore indicates that some of the
most productive benthic habitat in the river is located just to the west of the current railroad bridge.



The DEIS only considers temporary construction impacts with regard to in-water bridge work, to be in
the immediate vicinity of the project area.  Impacts of noise, especially with the driving of pilings for
bridge supports, will have far greater impact.  The DEIS only considers noise impacts on fish species.
Manatees and certainly dolphin, which regularly feed in the St. Sebastian River, will have a keen
sensitivity to the noise produced by the project and therefore need to be considered, and impacts
mitigated.  The proposed use of air bubble curtains would seem ineffective in mitigating the extreme
sensitivity of dolphins to the level of noise produced by pile driving.  Additionally the DEIS does not
address the noise impact to the river habitat, of more than tripling traffic crossing the bridge.



The DEIS proposes to demolish and replace the St. Sebastian River railroad bridge, but the Army
Corps of Engineers Biological Assessment indicates that the original bridge will be maintained, and a
new bridge built adjacent to it.  The DEIS does not indicate that the Florida Division of Historic
Resources has given their approval for the removal of the historic St. Sebastian River railroad bridge.
If the bridge is to be demolished, the DEIS does not offer an analysis of the possibility, and
minimization of the deposition of toxic materials in the St. Sebastian River, such as lead, rust, creosote,
etc.  In addition, an adjacent bridge would require a new alignment, which would have a significantly
greater impact on the shoreline and wetland habitat along the river, as well as adjacent neighbors.  The
DEIS does not address these issues.



Potential impacts of the riverine cross section area (flow channel), by the new bridge, are also not
addressed by the DEIS.



Thank you for your consideration of our concerns, and we look forward to them being fully addressed
in the final Environmental Impact Statement.



Sincerely,



Tim Glover, President
Friends of St. Sebastian River
P.O. Box 284
Roseland, FL 32957-0284
info@fssr.org



cc:  Andrew Phillips, Project Manager, US Army Corps of Engineers












In addition the St. Sebastian River qualifies as an Important Manatee Area (IMA) due to parts of the river
 being designated a Warm Water Aggregation Area (WWAA), and as such, "any type of in-water activity"
 has the status of "may affect" impact to manatees. Therefore the DEIS needs to include a full analysis of
 potential impacts to manatees, beyond the proposed mitigation measures outlined in Section 7.2.11.1.
 
Section 4.1.3.2 Existing Navigation Conditions describes the existing conditions and operations of the
 waterways to be impacted by the project. Its description of the St. Sebastian River though does no
 include a significant recreational/access point for the river. Dale Wimbrow and Donald MacDonald Parks
 are county parks that are located upstream of the railroad bridge. They provide the only free, improved
 public boat launches on the river and are important recreational facilities for public access and enjoyment
 of the river. In addition, larger size commercial tour boats regularly transit the railroad bridge crossing to
 access the South Prong of the river.
 
Section 4.3.5.2 Affected Environment – Essential Fish Habitat. While the DEIS and the National Marine
 Fisheries Service do not consider the importance of non "marine" habitat for assessment of essential fish
 habitat, the St. Sebastian River is habitat that is essential to a few rare fish species, some of which are
 endemic to the river. Dr. Grant Gilmore, Estuarine, Coast and Ocean Science, Inc., has published some
 of his research on these species in the St. Sebastian River, in Rare and Endangered Biota of Florida,
 Volume 2: Fishes. Dr. Gilmore has been trying for a number of years to establish the endangered status
 of these fish species by attempting to have them listed. To date none of them have been, but their rarity,
 and the importance of the St. Sebastian River for their survival merits consideration and minimization of
 any impacts to their habitat. Dr. Gilmore indicates that some of the most productive benthic habitat in the
 river is located just to the west of the current railroad bridge.
 
The DEIS only considers temporary construction impacts with regard to in-water bridge work, to be in the
 immediate vicinity of the project area. Impacts of noise, especially with the driving of pilings for bridge
 supports, will have far greater impact. The DEIS only considers noise impacts on fish species. Manatees
 and certainly dolphin, which regularly feed in the St. Sebastian River, will have a keen sensitivity to the
 noise produced by the project and therefore need to be considered, and impacts mitigated. The
 proposed use of air bubble curtains would seem ineffective in mitigating the extreme sensitivity of
 dolphins to the level of noise produced by pile driving. Additionally the DEIS does not address the noise
 impact to the river habitat, of more than tripling traffic crossing the bridge.
 
The DEIS proposes to demolish and replace the St. Sebastian River railroad bridge, but the Army Corps
 of Engineers Biological Assessment indicates that the original bridge will be maintained, and a new
 bridge built adjacent to it. The DEIS does not indicate that the Florida Division of Historic Resources has
 given their approval for the removal of the historic St. Sebastian River railroad bridge. If the bridge is to
 be demolished, the DEIS does not offer an analysis of the possibility, and minimization of the deposition
 of toxic materials in the St. Sebastian River, such as lead, rust, creosote, etc. In addition, an adjacent
 bridge would require a new alignment, which would have a significantly greater impact on the shoreline
 and wetland habitat along the river, as well as adjacent neighbors. The DEIS does not address these
 issues.
 
Potential impacts of the riverine cross section area (flow channel), by the new bridge, are also not
 addressed by the DEIS.
 
Thank you for your consideration of our concerns, and we look forward to them being fully addressed in
 the final Environmental Impact Statement.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tim Glover, President
Friends of St. Sebastian River
P.O. Box 284
Roseland, FL 32957-0284
info@fssr.org
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cc: Andrew Phillips, Project Manager, US Army Corps of Engineers








From: rcnell@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: rick scott; Bill@billnelson.senate.gov; Greg Langowski; CongressmenPatrick Murphy; traylor, kc;


 joenegron@joenegron.com
Subject: Opposition to All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, October 14, 2014 1:58:50 PM


I am writing to you to express my opposition to the All Aboard Florida project as it is
 currently planned.  My concerns are focused on the negative impacts that the project
 will have on Martin County and the other counties that comprise The Treasure Coast.


The AAF project must be viewed in its entirety.  The infrastructure improvements that
 will be made using RRIF loan funds will not only enable the AAF project.  They will
 also facilitate AAF’s sister company, Florida East Coast Railroad’s (FECR),  plans to
 increase their freight traffic from the current 14 trains to 20 trains by 2016 and 25 by
 2026.  Because of the improved infrastructure, the FECR trains will be longer and
 travel faster than the current ones.


With the 32 passenger trains operating only between the hours of 5AM and 9PM
 daily, it is probable that most of the freight train operations will take place during the
 night.  The noise and vibration caused by the faster and longer diesel powered trains
 are more noticeable, annoying and harmful when most residents who live near the
 tracks are sleeping or trying to sleep.   


The draft EIS deals almost exclusively with the environmental impacts of AAF‘s
 passenger trains, not the additional freight trains.  It is ridiculous to believe that 57
 trains per day versus the current 14 trains will not substantially exacerbate the traffic,
 public safety, noise, vibration, property values, etc., concerns expressed by Treasure
 Coast governments, businesses, emergency agencies and private citizens.


The AAF project and FECR’s freight expansion plans will collectively have a
 significant detrimental effect on the quality of life from Northern Palm Beach County
 to Brevard County.  Although the alternative to use the Western tracks owned by
 CSX has been rejected by AAF, it should be explored further.  That alternative may
 cause a reduction in the profits of AAF and FECR, but it will allow their projects to
 take place and without the serious negative impacts on Florida’s Treasure Coast.


Richard C. Nell


Stuart, FL
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From: THOMAS G. ROBSON
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: TRAINS
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 6:30:33 PM


I MUST WRITE TO SAY HOW DISTRESSED I AM TO THINK OF THE DAMAGE
 THESE DAILY TRAINS WILL HAVE ON THE WAY OF LIFE KNOWN TO US IN
 STUART, FL.: ENVIRONMENTAL POLLUTION, NOISE POLLUTION,
 UNDESCRIBABLE TRAFFIC CONGESTION, WHICH WILL MAKE EMERGENCY
 SITUATIONS HORRIFIC!!  OUR TRAFFIC PATTERNS ARE  NOT CONDUCIVE TO
 THE ANNOYANCE, INCONVENIENCE AND DANGER OF SO MUCH ADDITIONAL
 TRAIN TRAFFIC.  OUR STREETS WERE NOT DESIGNED TO HAVE SUCH AN
 EXCESSIVE AMOUNT OF DAILY TRAINS RIPPING THROUGH OUR
 COMMUNITY. 


ON ANOTHER NOTE, THERE IS MUCH DANGER & INCONVENIENCE FOR
 BOATERS TRYING TO MANIPULATE THE WATERWAYS THAT WILL BE
 AFFECTED WITH BRIDGES DOWN SO OFTEN.  SO MANY MARINERS FROM
 THE WEST SIDE OF THE STATE USE OUR STUART WATERWAYS TO CROSS
 THE STATE TO GO TO THE BAHAMAS AND EAST COAST INTRACOASTAL
 WATERWAYS.  EMERGENCY SITUATIONS INVOLVING THE COAST GUARD
 WILL ALSO BE AFFECTED.


PLEASE, PLEASE THINK ABOUT YOUR FELLOW MAN RATHER THAN THE
 ALMIGHTY DOLLAR.  THERE ARE ALTERNATIVES/OPTIONS AVAILABLE WITH
 MOVING THE TRACKS WEST AND STILL PROCEEDING WITH THE PLANS FOR
 ALL THIS NONSENSE.  NO STUDIES HAVE SHOWN THAT THERE WILL BE
 SUFFICIENT PASSENGERS USING THAT MANY TRAINS. 


RESPECTFULLY, A CONCERNED CITIZEN,
THOMAS ROBSON
3282 SE FAIRWAY W
STUART, FL  34997
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From: fritzandrhonda@yahoo.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Jack.seiler@fortlauderdale.gov; DTrantalis@fortlauderdale.gov; BRoberts@fortlauderdale.gov;


 RMckinzie@fortlauderdale.gov; RRogers@fortlauderdale.gov
Subject: AAF comments from Croissant Park residents Alys Marks
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:27:18 PM
Attachments: alys comments.pdf


Sent from Windows Mail


.
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From: Larry Bennett
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Larry Bennett opposes the "All Aboard Florida" project
Date: Friday, October 10, 2014 3:57:23 PM


Dear Sir,


I believe this project will not only be detrimental to


our environment but a severe hindrance to our traffic


with the number of trains  daily heading north and south.


Could this project be not funded and cancelled?


Respectfully,


Larry J. Bennett


Qualitek Services, Inc.


700 North Wickham Road


Suite 101


Melbourne, FL 32935


 


321-259-2400 (voice)


321-821-1373 (fax)


 


lbennett@qualitek.biz


 


This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus
 protection is active.
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From: Ray Mitchell
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida DEIS comments
Date: Sunday, November 30, 2014 6:30:11 PM


Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement of the All Aboard Florida project.
 
 
The primary objection to the project is the negative impacts on the communities along the east
 coast of Florida between Cocoa and West Palm Beach.  These communities (30 or more) are
 characterized by commercial and residential areas that are intersected by the FEC’s at-grade right of
 way.  The proposed significant increase in rail traffic presents a number of conflicts with good
 planning principles.  The addition of passenger rail capacity through the corridor might make some
 sense, were it proposed to actually serve the corridor, but it only serves the terminal points. Even
 with service, the number of trains per day would be hard to justify in terms of the interruptions to
 local mobility and the issues of noise and vibration.
 
The undeniable reality is that the passenger service will not be profitable.  There is no model for
 such service in the U.S. that is profitable.  So why would all the business minds at FECR propose to
 engage in a business that is not profitable?  Because they are looking beyond the few years of
 unprofitable passenger service (for which they will ask to be at least partially reimbursed) to the
 very profitable freight traffic they expect from the Port of Miami.  Once the right of way, signaling
 and grade crossings have been improved under the guise of bringing passenger service to the
 corridor, they will be positioned to run the increased freight traffic.  Freight means longer trains,
 heavier cars and thus more noise, vibration and interruption of local movements.  Since the
 passenger service will not support the 32 trains per day forecasted, the operator may be able to
 claim a reduction in the total number of trains operated even with the increase in freight
 operations. 
 
The difficulty for planners is that there is an established rail corridor from Orlando to Miami on CSXT
 right of way.  That corridor is the one that makes sense for improvement as the preferred freight
 corridor because of its limited environmental and quality of life impacts on current and future
 populations.  The FECR proposal, though attractive as a passenger operation, would produce havoc
 as a heavy rail operation.  The public revolt over freight service for the Port of Miami routed through
 the centers of the Cocoa to West Palm communities would be loud and relentless.
 
Since the FRA knows the long term intent of this proposal is to exploit the potentially profitable
 freight traffic, it must be prepared to fund the improvements to the central Florida routing and
 encourage all Port of Miami freight to be carried over that route. The FRA should not knowingly
 allow their role as the helpmate of rail traffic to contribute to the destruction of the quality of life in
 some 30 communities over 130 miles of FECR right of way.  The probable and unintended
 consequence of approving the proposal is a depopulation of the Cocoa –West Palm corridor.
 
 
 
Ray Mitchell
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From: rcnell@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: rick scott; bill@billnelson.senate.gov; Greg Langowski; CongressmenPatrick Murphy; joenegron@joenegron.com;


 Ed Fielding; Doug Smith; Ann Scott; Sarah Heard; traylor, kc
Subject: Opposition to All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, October 14, 2014 2:33:04 PM
Attachments: AAF -Martin-Health-Systems-Letter-from-Mark-R-1.pdf


As a Nurse Practitioner and former hospital nursing executive, I am writing to express
 my concerns about the detrimental effects that the All Aboard Florida project will
 have on public safely, especially emergency services.


In Stuart, Florida where I live, the tracks that AAF will run on bisect the city.  With the
 current 14 freight trains operating daily, there are already occasional delays for
 ambulances and police cars at the crossings, as well as for doctors trying to get to
 the hospital to care for patients.  AAF will add 32 more trains, and I understand that
 Florida East Coast Railroad is planning to add up to 12 more freight trains per day.  
 Certainly this additional rail traffic will increase the probability of emergency service
 delays, which can be deadly. 


To illustrate the problem more clearly, I have attached a copy of a letter that was sent
 to AAF by the CEO of the Martin Health System.  To my knowledge, the response
 that was requested of AAF has not been received by the Martin Health System.


I, like most of my colleagues in health care delivery, am very opposed to the AAF
 plan.  Please do what is in your power to stop this project.


Susan Garnett


Stuart, FL
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June 2, 2014 
 
 
 
Donald C. Robinson 
President & Chief Operating Officer 
Florida East Coast Industries 
2855 Le Jeune Road, 4th Floor 
Coral Gables, FL 33134 
 
Dear Mr. Robinson: 
 
As a key provider of emergency health care services on the Treasure Coast, Martin Health System 
has significant concerns about the potential impact of the All Aboard Florida project to our patients, 
physicians, and caregivers.  Most concerning is the fact that All Aboard Florida has yet to 
demonstrate how it will minimize disruption in downtown Stuart, south Stuart, Hobe Sound, Jensen 
Beach  and other areas around our hospitals and outpatient facilities, and mitigate safety issues 
related to the substantial increase in rail traffic.  
 
Martin Health believes that significantly increasing the number and speed of trains passing through 
downtown Stuart and neighboring communities will result in additional roadway congestion, critical 
time delays and the increased potential for accidents. These factors could adversely impact the access 
to and quality of emergency and urgent healthcare services in the region.  
 
We believe All Aboard Florida must work closely with local officials in each of our communities to 
ensure that response times for emergency vehicles are not negatively impacted and to mitigate any 
other potential issues.  
 
Martin Health is committed to providing the best clinical outcomes in emergency situations.  We are 
encouraging our community leaders to consider the impact of All Aboard Florida to: 



 Patients emergently being transported to the hospital from the field or other 
hospitals for emergency care (Cardiac, Stroke, Neurological, OB, Respiratory – slight 
delays for these types of critical services can result in adverse patient outcomes and 
possibly death)  



 Patients being transported by water to our emergency dock and the delays that will 
occur from the lift cycle of the train trestles. 



 Patients emergently being transported to other hospitals for higher level emergency 
care (Trauma, Pediatrics, Burns) 



 On-call physicians and staff responding to emergency call (OB, Surgery, Cardiac, 
Neurology) 



 











 



 



 
 
 
 
Donald C. Robinson 
Page 2 
June 2, 2014 
 
 
At a minimum, we believe a study is needed to evaluate the impact on emergency response services 
that address the following concerns:  



 



 Are there any crossings that don’t have an alternative route for emergency vehicles to 
use?    



 What is the amount of time that a roadway/rail crossing will 
be blocked on an average day?  



 What kinds of slowdowns will be caused due to bridge closings?   



 What is the likelihood that a given emergency responder will be stopped for a train? 



 What is the potential for extended train breakdowns/accidents?  
 
Until these and other questions and concerns are addressed to our satisfaction, we will oppose this 
initiative through an ongoing dialog with our local and state legislators, the healthcare community, 
the local media and the community at-large. 
 
We appreciate your time and hope to hear from you regarding these concerns. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mark Robitaille 
President and CEO 



 













From: Sarah DiGiacomo
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: TRAINS
Date: Monday, November 3, 2014 3:59:00 PM


We implore you to stop 32 passenger trains from ruining our peaceful life and degrading the value of our property. 
We live in Barefoot Bay, a community of almost 5 thousand residents, the majority elderly.  We have worked all
 our lives to live in comofrt and safety.  We will not be safe with that amount of increased traffic and barring our
 way out of here.  There are to exit roads, both of which are crossed by the tracks, which often are blocked for 20
 minutes or more by freight trains.  The fire department, ambulance and EMTs are also on the west side of the
 tracks.  The hospital is on the east side a few miles south.  So near yet so far when the road is blocked.  We will
 be imprisioned.
We ask that the trains be denied a loan and barred from increasing traffic on these tracks.
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From: fritzandrhonda@yahoo.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Jack.seiler@fortlauderdale.gov; DTrantalis@fortlauderdale.gov; BRoberts@fortlauderdale.gov;


 RMckinzie@fortlauderdale.gov; RRogers@fortlauderdale.gov
Subject: AAF comments from Croissant Park residents
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:13:59 PM


We have lived in Croissant Park for the past 35 years - our east boundary is the RR track.  We
 have 5 crossings:  SR84, SW 22 St, SW 17 St, SW 15 St and Davie Blvd.  We were told by
 Broward MPO (over the phone) that ALL of Broward county will be a quiet zone.  We also
 went to the comment meeting at the Convention Center and were told by representatives
 from AAF that the only quiet zones in our area would be at SR84 and SW 2nd Street.  If these
 trains are going to blow their horns all the way through our neighborhood, all day and all
 night, life will be intolerable and the City is going to lose one of it’s most charming little
 neighborhoods.  Croissant Park is home to the nurses, fireman, police, teachers, lawyers,
 restaurant/shop owners, realtors, boat captains, crew, etc. that keep this city running.  How
 many other middle class neighborhoods like ours are going to be thrown under the
 bus/train because of this atrocity?  So, you want to make money on some new real estate
 deals around the train station at the expense of our neighborhoods?  Bad idea!


It is hard to believe that our city leaders are onboard with this over-ambitious idea.  If All
 Aboard Florida wants to put passenger rail running through a few downtown cities, they need
 to do it quietly and ALL of the freight trains need to move to the West.  There is no way in the
 world that running that many trains (existing freight, AAF and the additional trains that will be
 added once the Port expands) through the already congested city streets won’t cause a total
 collapse of our infrastructure - starting with the boat traffic and ending with gridlock on our
 roads.


We are all for getting cars off the road.  But, not if it means destroying the quality of life that
 we presently enjoy.  That is not progress.  This is a BAD idea that needs to be re-evaluated
 before we have to change our nickname from The Venice of America to The Greedy Gridlock
 City that didn’t no when to say when.


Best regards,
Fritz & Rhonda Kramer
712 SW 14 Street
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33315


Sent from Windows Mail
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From: Manny G.
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: mannyrr@erols.com; lighthouse1105@gmail.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida DEIS
Date: Saturday, November 29, 2014 6:10:51 PM


Mr. John Winkle
 
I am a retired Railroad with 43 years on the job from various New York railroads. Working in various
 departments as General Foreman. Manager, Supervisor.  I worked with the NTSB on safety issues
 and collisions and have written numerous investigation reports.  ID # 29762 LIRR
 
I have serious problems with this AAF, and their draft proposal. 
 
1) There are a lot of noise migration that the DEIS doesn’t cover.
 


·         Trains traveling at the high speeds at Grade Level will produce sound levels well above 85
 decibels from the wheels and “Rooftop Engine Cooling Fans”.


·         Because its Florida, The Passenger cars will have high capacity cooling units adding to the
 sound level.


·         All “Draft” sound measurements were taken with trains on “Wooden Ties”.  AAF will be
 replacing all the RR ties with Concrete Ties. (a minimum increase of 5db.)


·         Most importantly; will be the High Speed Vibration Mitigation that will Deteriorate nearby
 structures including, the multiple cities Municipal Water Pipes that cross under the train
 tracks along the right of way up and down the east coast.   (as per The DOT “High Speed
 Ground Transportation Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment” (Oct. 2005). Report #
 293630-4


·         Air Quality will worsen in populated areas because of idling trucks and cars at grade
 crossings.


 
 
2) There will be a lot of train/vehicle collisions at grade crossing due to the Age Demographics of the
 Seniors living on the east Coast and their understanding the complexities of safely clearing the right
 of way with their cars before a High Speed train can be upon them.
 
3) The age and the structural condition of the Loxahatchee River Bridge.  If there is a PTC or
 mechanical problem, the closest T&S repair crew is located in Ft. Pierce over two hours away.
 
4) Any PTC mishap in the Jupiter/Tequesta area either with the Loxahatchee River Bridge or
 intersection will isolate large areas of the most populous area of Florida.  The only Hospital in the
 area will be isolated from emergency vehicles.
 
Regards,
Emanuele Giudice
236 Village Blvd. #1105
Tequesta, Fl. 33469
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From: Madison, Dori
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Let"s get aboard!
Date: Wednesday, October 8, 2014 5:31:52 AM


FRA Leaders,
Florida needs All Aboard Florida.  As a native Orlandoan with close family and professional
 associations also in Brevard to South Florida,
I personally will use and promote the use of All Aboard Florida.
 
More impactful, our organization connects with over 30,000 residents daily in our six county region,
 many of whom depend on public transit and rail as a primary means of intra-city and intra-state
 travel.
 
Please continue to make All Aboard Florida a reality to complement the emerging public transit
 system in metro Orlando and the east coast of Florida.
 
This opportunity, with the private sector behind a public asset, is a smart, once-in-several lifetimes
 chance to make convenient rail travel part of our highly mobile lives in Florida.
 
Dori I. Madison
Chief Marketing Officer
YMCA of Central Florida
433 North Mills Avenue, Orlando, FL 32803
P 407 895 4293  F 407 896 4247          
E dmadison@cfymca.org  W ymcacentralflorida.com
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From: tom@ttreks.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Opposition to All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 9:53:47 PM


I am unable to attend in person.  I am vehemently opposed to this 
project. It serves the needs of very few at the expense of us working 
folks. Grade crossings are dangerous and with all the scheduled 
Orlando trains in addition to increased freight traffic we will be 
greatly inconvenienced. Emergency vehicles will be delayed, marine 
traffic will be slowed to a trickle.


Respectfully
Thomas Quinn
Stuart Florida
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From: Sanders, Steve
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: kcsoulhealer@aol.com
Subject: TREASURE COAST TRAIN
Date: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 10:43:20 PM


Sirs,
  When is a person that has either been elected or appointed to a position where they are to serve the people going to
 actually serve the people? We've reached a point in time where it is no longer a government for the people and by the
 people. It is now a government for the corporations by the corporations. This is truly a plan that will benefit only a few,
 probably just the investors, while harming tens of thousands.
  78 grade crossings alone should be enough information to know that this should be moved inland. The attractions to
 the Treasure Coast are the weather and water. Trying to get to the water will be maddening. Prospective real
 estate sales will be lost. This will increase traffic which is what we don't need.
  What about emergency service vehicles? Whether it is fire protection or ambulance services, they will be delayed. How
 does that serve the people?
  This just doesn't make sense and what's wrong with doing something sensible?
 
W. Steven Sanders
4633 SE Bridgetown Ct.
Stuart FL 34997
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From: ctsbill@att.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF comments
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:19:36 PM


The AAF plan to increase rail service is going to destroy the eastern part
of our county.  The long trains create traffic problems now, and if they add
32 passenger trains plus increased freight We will have major traffic
problems for the citizens & emergency personnel.


How many people will die to enable the FEC company to make a profit?


I believe the plan is to build a track for fast trains to use to transport
freight. There is no way the passenger rail service will pay for itself -
but if the AAF can get the government to loan them the money to improve
their tracks (using the passenger trains cars as collateral) the AAF can go
belly-up, give the passenger cars to the government and the FEC company
keeps the upgraded tracks for more freight. The FEC is taking advantage of
the stupidity or corruption of our government officials.


Regards,
William Griffith
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From: Micco Home Owners
To: john.winkle@dot.gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com; bill@billnelson.senate.gov; Greg_Langowski@rubio.senate.gov; Congressman.Posey@mail.house.gov;


 gardiner.andy.web@flsenate.gov; Thad Altman; john.tobia@myfloridahouse.gov; steve.crisafulli@myfloridahouse.gov;
 ritch.workman@myfloridahouse.gov; tom.goodson@myfloridahouse.gov; ananth.prasad@dot.state.fl.us; Commissioner, D1; Commissioner, D2;
 Commissioner, D3; Commissioner, D4; Commissioner, D5; Whitten, Stockton E; Knox, Scott L; Chelle Woods; Joan Legue; Jan Black; Sue Olson;
 jcstargate@att.net; Henriette Daulton; Gloria Fleming; Dick Gee; Joanne Paganelli; Barbara Reisert; Wilma Weglein; Rita Poiet;
 atwellem@hotmail.com; Lee Newell; John Lochmandy


Subject: All Aboard Florida DRAFT Environmental Impact Statement
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 12:11:50 PM
Attachments: image.png


4 - Phase 1 vs Phase 2.docx


DATE:  December 1, 2014 


 


TO: John.Winkle@DOT.gov and AAF_comments@vhb.com (AAF_comments@vhb.com) 


 


FROM:  Micco Homeowner’s Association      Email address: miccohomeowners@gmail.com 


 


SUBJECT:  All Aboard Florida Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement


______________________________________________________________________________


Micco Homeowner’s Association respectfully asks that you review our concerns about the glaring
 problems with dividing the All Aboard Florida passenger train project into Phase 1 and Phase 2.


 


Micco is a community of more than 9,000 residents living in unincorporated Brevard County and
 includes the neighborhoods of Barefoot Bay, Fleming Grant, Little Hollywood, Pelican Bay, River
 Grove, and Snug Harbor Lakes & Village.  We are bounded on the south by the St. Sebastian
 River, on the east by the Indian River Lagoon, and on the north and west by the Micco Scrub
 Conservation Area and St. Sebastian Buffer Preserve State Park.


 


Our community is within the six Florida counties that will be impacted should the Phase 2 All
 Aboard Florida (AAF) passenger rail project advance from northern Palm Beach County through
 Martin, St. Lucie, Indian River, Brevard and Orange counties. 


 


Major differences exist between the South Florida counties of Miami-Dade, Broward and Palm
 Beach and their northern neighbors.  For example, Orange County residents are not expected to
 be impacted by the AAF proposal at all, as it is planned to run parallel to the Beachline/SR 528
 Expressway directly to Orlando International Airport Intermodal Center. The property adjacent to
 the Beachline/SR 528 is largely unpopulated.


 



mailto:miccohomeowners@gmail.com

mailto:john.winkle@dot.gov

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

mailto:rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com

mailto:bill@billnelson.senate.gov

mailto:Greg_Langowski@rubio.senate.gov

mailto:Congressman.Posey@mail.house.gov

mailto:gardiner.andy.web@flsenate.gov

mailto:altman.thad.web@flsenate.gov

mailto:john.tobia@myfloridahouse.gov

mailto:steve.crisafulli@myfloridahouse.gov

mailto:ritch.workman@myfloridahouse.gov

mailto:tom.goodson@myfloridahouse.gov

mailto:ananth.prasad@dot.state.fl.us

mailto:D1.Commissioner@brevardcounty.us

mailto:D2.Commissioner@brevardcounty.us

mailto:D3.Commissioner@brevardcounty.us

mailto:D4.Commissioner@brevardcounty.us

mailto:D5.Commissioner@brevardcounty.us

mailto:Stockton.Whitten@brevardcounty.us

mailto:Scott.knox@brevardcounty.us

mailto:chellepaints@aol.com

mailto:datadocmicco@att.net

mailto:jbmicco@comcast.net

mailto:jerryandsue1967@bellsouth.net

mailto:jcstargate@att.net

mailto:h.daulton@comcast.net

mailto:gloriafleming456@aol.com

mailto:dickbarbgee66@aol.com

mailto:dpag7400@comcast.net

mailto:babsnearl@aol.com

mailto:jweglein@cfl.rr.com

mailto:ritapoiret@gmail.com

mailto:atwellem@hotmail.com

mailto:lee@lan2.net

mailto:tattler@cfl.rr.com

mailto:John.Winkle@DOT.gov

mailto:AAF_comments@vhb.com

mailto:AAF_comments@vhb.com

mailto:miccohomeowners@gmail.com





[image: logo-type]





DATE:  December 1, 2014 





TO: John.Winkle@DOT.gov and AAF_comments@vhb.com (AAF_comments@vhb.com) 





FROM:  Micco Homeowner’s Association      Email address: miccohomeowners@gmail.com 





SUBJECT:  All Aboard Florida Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement


______________________________________________________________________________


Micco Homeowner’s Association respectfully asks that you review our concerns about the glaring problems with dividing the All Aboard Florida passenger train project into Phase 1 and Phase 2.





Micco is a community of more than 9,000 residents living in unincorporated Brevard County and includes the neighborhoods of Barefoot Bay, Fleming Grant, Little Hollywood, Pelican Bay, River Grove, and Snug Harbor Lakes & Village.  We are bounded on the south by the St. Sebastian River, on the east by the Indian River Lagoon, and on the north and west by the Micco Scrub Conservation Area and St. Sebastian Buffer Preserve State Park.





Our community is within the six Florida counties that will be impacted should the Phase 2 All Aboard Florida (AAF) passenger rail project advance from northern Palm Beach County through Martin, St. Lucie, Indian River, Brevard and Orange counties.  





Major differences exist between the South Florida counties of Miami-Dade, Broward and Palm Beach and their northern neighbors.  For example, Orange County residents are not expected to be impacted by the AAF proposal at all, as it is planned to run parallel to the Beachline/SR 528 Expressway directly to Orlando International Airport Intermodal Center. The property adjacent to the Beachline/SR 528 is largely unpopulated.





We are providing a brief summary comparing some of the differences between Phase 1 communities and the six counties represented in Phase 2 of the DEIS as follows:





· 7 million people live in Miami-Dade, Broward & Palm Beach counties. 





· About 1.2 million people reside the four Phase 2 counties of Martin, St. Lucie, Indian River and Brevard.   Only half of Brevard will be impacted by the AAF project from about Cocoa south.





· 1143 is the average person per square mile living in the three Phase 1 counties of Miami-Dade, Broward and Palm Beach.  





· 385 is the average person per square mile living in the four Phase 2 counties of Martin, St. Lucie, Indian River and Brevard.





· Land Use changes in the Phase 2 counties of Martin and Indian River have been enacted which limit building height and density not accomplished in Phase 1 counties.





· Significantly, only that portion of Brevard County south of Cocoa is impacted by the AAF project and subject to Phase 2 of FRA’s DEIS process. Yet, it is the northern portion of Brevard County that is being promised a benefit from the FEC Railway at Port Canaveral and a possible passenger station should the AAF project move forward.  





· AAF passenger trains will not run at high speeds in Phase 1 counties due to numerous road crossings however, only Phase 2 counties will see passenger trains traveling at speeds nearing 110 mph in populated areas and up to 125 mph along SR 528 to Orlando.  





We are asking that you address the following concerns with the All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement:





1. The DEIS fails to explain the reason the All Aboard Florida (AAF) high speed passenger train project was divided into two phases.





2. The DEIS fails to explain how Phase 1 could receive a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) without considering the entire length of the proposed project.





3. The DEIS lacks a comparative analysis of the differences between the urban South Florida counties of Miami-Dade, Broward and Palm Beach within Phase 1 of the project and the largely suburban and agricultural counties of Martin, St. Lucie, Indian River and Brevard Counties included in Phase 2.  





4. The DEIS is grossly in adequate and contains no meaningful analysis of the impacts of the project on a county by county or city by city basis.  





5. The DEIS bifurcates the AAF project into Phase 1 and Phase 2 creating an atmosphere of distrust, perceived political manipulation and general confusion allowing All Aboard Florida to pit communities against communities and bury issues. 





6. The DEIS consistently refers to the E-W corridor as if it might could be Phase 3.  Real people live along the N-S corridor in Phase 2. However, according to the AAF DEIS “There are no at-grade crossings proposed along the East-West Corridor and therefore no highway-rail grade crossing are modeled for Brevard and Orange Counties adjacent to SR 528.”  





7. The DEIS Phase 1 Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) perpetuates the impression the AAF project is fait accompli.  By separating South Florida counties into Phase 1, the remaining Phase 2 cities and counties are subject to extreme pressure by county leaders to their south and state leaders who support the project.  The project is viewed as inevitable by many which restricts public comments and influences officials to agree to “hand-shake” promises of a station “sometime in the future” and agree to concessions to ratify a false promise. 





8. The DEIS fails to provide an analysis on the impacts of both freight and high speed passenger services and whether the combined service will induce developmental changes to land use or zoning along the AAF route.  





Micco Homeowner’s Association is respectfully asking the Railroad Administration to reject the flawed Draft Environmental Statement and to direct All Aboard Florida to do their due diligence and provide needed facts that truly justify this proposal through a NEW DEIS PROCESS that considers the project as one complete rail corridor. 





Florida already has a passenger train that goes from Miami to Orlando and no one rides it.  It’s called Amtrak.





Sincerely,





Micco Homeowner’s Association


Miccohomeowners@gmail.com








Copy: Governor Scott, Senator Nelson, Senator Rubio, Congressman Posey, State Senator Gardiner, State Senator Altman, Representative Tobia, Representative Goodman Representative Workman, Speaker Crisafulli, FDOT Sect’y Prasad, Micco Homeowners Board of Directors, Brevard County Board of County Commissioner and County Manager
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We are providing a brief summary comparing some of the differences between Phase 1
 communities and the six counties represented in Phase 2 of the DEIS as follows: 


·         7 million people live in Miami-Dade, Broward & Palm Beach counties. 


·         About 1.2 million people reside the four Phase 2 counties of Martin, St. Lucie, Indian River
 and Brevard.   Only half of Brevard will be impacted by the AAF project from about Cocoa
 south. 


·         1143 is the average person per square mile living in the three Phase 1 counties of Miami-
Dade, Broward and Palm Beach.  


·         385 is the average person per square mile living in the four Phase 2 counties of Martin, St.
 Lucie, Indian River and Brevard. 


·         Land Use changes in the Phase 2 counties of Martin and Indian River have been enacted
 which limit building height and density not accomplished in Phase 1 counties. 


·         Significantly, only that portion of Brevard County south of Cocoa is impacted by the AAF
 project and subject to Phase 2 of FRA’s DEIS process. Yet, it is the northern portion of Brevard
 County that is being promised a benefit from the FEC Railway at Port Canaveral and a possible
 passenger station should the AAF project move forward.  


·         AAF passenger trains will not run at high speeds in Phase 1 counties due to numerous
 road crossings however, only Phase 2 counties will see passenger trains traveling at speeds
 nearing 110 mph in populated areas and up to 125 mph along SR 528 to Orlando.  


We are asking that you address the following concerns with the All Aboard Florida Draft
 Environmental Impact Statement: 


1.    The DEIS fails to explain the reason the All Aboard Florida (AAF) high speed passenger
 train project was divided into two phases. 


2.    The DEIS fails to explain how Phase 1 could receive a Finding of No Significant Impact
 (FONSI) without considering the entire length of the proposed project. 


3.    The DEIS lacks a comparative analysis of the differences between the urban South
 Florida counties of Miami-Dade, Broward and Palm Beach within Phase 1 of the project and the
 largely suburban and agricultural counties of Martin, St. Lucie, Indian River and Brevard
 Counties included in Phase 2.   


4.    The DEIS is grossly in adequate and contains no meaningful analysis of the impacts of the
 project on a county by county or city by city basis.  


5.    The DEIS bifurcates the AAF project into Phase 1 and Phase 2 creating an atmosphere
 of distrust, perceived political manipulation and general confusion allowing All Aboard Florida to
 pit communities against communities and bury issues. 


6.    The DEIS consistently refers to the E-W corridor as if it might could be Phase 3.  Real
 people live along the N-S corridor in Phase 2. However, according to the AAF DEIS “There are
 no at-grade crossings proposed along the East-West Corridor and therefore no highway-rail
 grade crossing are modeled for Brevard and Orange Counties adjacent to SR 528.”  


7.    The DEIS Phase 1 Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) perpetuates the impression







 the AAF project is fait accompli.  By separating South Florida counties into Phase 1, the
 remaining Phase 2 cities and counties are subject to extreme pressure by county leaders to their
 south and state leaders who support the project.  The project is viewed as inevitable by many
 which restricts public comments and influences officials to agree to “hand-shake” promises of a
 station “sometime in the future” and agree to concessions to ratify a false promise. 


8.    The DEIS fails to provide an analysis on the impacts of both freight and high speed
 passenger services and whether the combined service will induce developmental changes to
 land use or zoning along the AAF route.  


Micco Homeowner’s Association is respectfully asking the Railroad Administration to reject the
 flawed Draft Environmental Statement and to direct All Aboard Florida to do their due diligence
 and provide needed facts that truly justify this proposal through a NEW DEIS PROCESS that
 considers the project as one complete rail corridor. 


 


Florida already has a passenger train that goes from Miami to Orlando and no one rides it.  It’s
 called Amtrak.


 


Sincerely,


 


Micco Homeowner’s Association


Miccohomeowners@gmail.com


 


 


Copy: Governor Scott, Senator Nelson, Senator Rubio, Congressman Posey, State Senator
 Gardiner, State Senator Altman, Representative Tobia, Representative Goodman
 Representative Workman, Speaker Crisafulli, FDOT Sect’y Prasad, Micco Homeowners Board
 of Directors, Brevard County Board of County Commissioner and County Manager


Letter Attached
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From: Kori Benton
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Letter from Historic Preservation Board regarding All Aboard Florida <Watchdog: Virus checked>
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 11:02:03 AM
Attachments: All Aboard Florida.pdf


Good morning, 


The Historic Preservation Board has engaged in discussion regarding All Aboard Florida, and prepared a
 letter containing their concerns for distribution. Please find their letter attached, signed by Chairman Paul
 Sampson, of our Historic Preservation Board. It is our request that this letter be included in the review
 and consideration of the EIS Report and the overall consideration of the project. 


If you have any inquiries or concerns, please contact me directly. Have a great day. 


Have a great day. 
  
Warm Regards, 


Kori Benton
Historic Preservation Officer 
(772) 467-3739 


Planning Department 
City of Fort Pierce
PO Box 1480 
Fort Pierce, FL 34954 
* * * * * LEGAL DISCLAIMER * * * * *
Mail is intended for work preparation purposes only. No legal definite promise.


Under Florida law, e-mail addresses are public records. If you do not want your e-mail address
 released in response to a public-records request, do not send electronic mail to this entity.
 Instead, contact this office by phone or in writing.


This document should only be read by those persons to whom it is addressed and is not intended
 to be relied upon by any person without subsequent written confirmation of its contents.
 Accordingly, The City of Fort Pierce disclaims all responsibility and accepts no liability (including
 in negligence) for the consequences for any person acting, or refraining from acting, on such
 information prior to the receipt by those persons of subsequent written confirmation.


If you have received this e-mail message in error, please notify us immediately by telephone.
 Please also destroy and delete the message from your computer. 


Any form of reproduction, dissemination, copying, disclosure, modification, distribution and/or
 publication of this e-mail message is strictly prohibited.
* * * * * LEGAL DISCLAIMER (autocreated by iQ.Suite Trailer) * * * * *
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From: Byrne Dennis
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Opposition to All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 3:04:18 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle,


I am writing to express my opposition to the All Aboard Florida plan as it stands in it’s present form. I also feel that
 the environmental impact studies that have been conducted by AAF have been incomplete and inadequate, ignoring
 many issues along the planned route through the Treasure Coast. The multiple at grade railroad crossings and
 bridges over waterways will be severely negatively impacted causing traffic backups on roads and rivers. The
 Indian River Medical Center in Vero Beach is located only 1 mile east of the railroad route. Emergency vehicles
 approaching from the west will encounter numerous delays due to the planned increase in rail traffic.


 In the Northeast the Amtraks and the subways can claim that they are facilitating the daily commutes of millions of
 working people, but I do not think they can make that argument here.  Most of the trains in the Northeast run
 underground or on trestles that do not affect regular vehicular traffic, but FEC and AAF are planning at grade
 railroad crossings that will intersect hundreds of roads.  The noise, vibration, environmental effects and dangers of
 this ill-conceived network have not been adequately addressed or have been outright ignored. 


There are existing railways located west of the more populous ares of Martin, St. Lucie, and Indian River Counties
 that could be expanded and used as a very appropriate route for passengers and freight traveling between Miami
 and Orlando. It would be safer for people living in the counties and cleaner environmentally for the multiple
 waterways that exist near the intercoastal waterways.


There are better ways to ship freight between Miami and Orlando, and if FEC still clings to the idea that a passenger
 train between Miami and Orlando is a good idea, they can build it direct and skip the Treasure Coast.  I have no
 doubt that building railroad tracks and stations will mean jobs for Floridians, but those jobs will exist wherever the
 tracks are built.  Right now the main argument for All Aboard Florida is that the tracks already exist, so no further
 input from our citizens is necessary or justified, but because the tracks are already there does not mean the railroads
 can ignore the communities they pass through.  The time to properly tabulate and realize the negative financial,
 environmental and existential effects this project will have on our area is now.  Independent studies of these issues
 are vital to expose the consequences of the plan. It would be very short-sighted of you and our other elected
 officials to listen only to the needs of the railroad company and ignore the very real ways the Treasure Coast will be
 affected by cutting our towns in half, bringing traffic to a standstill, holding up emergency vehicles, and wasting
 our time. I will continue to oppose this plan with my money and with my votes.


I urge you to ask FEC to be good citizens and reconsider their plans for this expensive and destructive project.


Sincerely,


Dennis Byrne
4841 River Village Drive
Vero Beach, FL
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From: Doug Mackenzie
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Take it out of town
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:07:25 AM


Thirty some trains thru Stuart and confusion circle would shut down the town.  Just take it out of town.


Doug MacKenzie
2929 se ocean
121-1
Stuart Fl
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From: Jeff Van Buren
To: John Winkle dot; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Phyllis frey; mc guardians fl; Florida notAA kc Taylor; Dom Lacombe American yacht; Bill Biggs Riverwatch
Subject: AAF comments, time has come to write Mr Winkle with your input
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 6:06:06 PM


Jeff Van Buren


3681 SW Starling Terr


Palm City, Fl 34990


September 22, 2014


Mr John Winkle


Transportation Industry Analyst


John.Winkle@DOT.Gov


AAF_comments@vhb.com


Re: Input - All Aboard Florida EIS


Dear Mr. Winkle,


I am writing to you as a citizen and taxpayer and as a voice for all the communities
 and towns along the east coast of Florida from Palm Beach to Cocoa.


The All Aboard Florida high speed rail project is planning to ram 32 to 50 trains
 directly though the heart of our many and varied beautiful peaceful towns and
 state parks. Citizens, Towns and Counties are rightly outraged at this disastrous
 plan.


It is proposed to benefit Miami and Orlando, by shuttling tourists, (mostly foreign)
 and dollars to Miami casinos and tourist entertainment in Orlando. Towns and
 counties in between will receive only negative consequences and unavoidable
 costs to taxpayers and numerous quality of life issues effectively tearing their
 towns in two.


The current Florida East Coast railway tracks to be used for this project and right of
 way was appropriate a century ago when it was the Flagler Railroad. Today, this is
 no place for high speed rail. Current CSX tracks inland to the west already exist
 and could be up graded and used to avoid these negative impacts. It has now come
 to light that this passenger service is a ruse to get a scandalous RIFF loan for
 billions and millions of dollars from the Federal government to improve tracks for
 the real intent of moving mega freight out of south Florida northward. Money they
 couldn't get for freight improvement alone. You are being duped by Fortress
 Investments who owns Mega ships, port facilities, and yes, FEC Railroad. This
 project and RIFF loan will result in tremendous negative consequences for our
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 south Florida towns.


Negative impacts include:


- constriction of boat traffic in specific communities - Jupiter, Stuart and so on. re
 Marine Industry Assoc. - also reconstruction of older bridges and trestles
 necessary


- constriction of vehicle traffic and safety concerns - all communities, fire and
 rescue


- environmental concerns through state parks - sealed corridors and or degradation
 of animal habitat


- noise and other pollution issues-


- major rehab and construction expense to both town centers and the railroad


- higher taxes will result


- removal of much of parking for Town of Stuart plus noise and congestion


- degradation of calm and quality of life for residents especially where route goes
 through the center of many communities.


- destruction of property values along railway especially where it proceeds through
 town centers, of which there are many


This is a train we don’t want, to be paid for by money we don’t have.


Read the initial report from AAF just released. It tepidly acknowledges many of
 our concerns but does not address them in any significant way. The EIS that you
 are compiling should include all of these concerns.


I sincerely hope that you will be able to assist in stopping or relocating this ill
 conceived project to the west of our treasured towns.


Find more information at floridanotallaboard.com.


Sincerely,


Jeff Van Buren








From: John Sullivan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; Florida NOT All Aboard
Subject: All Aboard Florida Draft EIS
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:24:11 AM


Gentlemen
The draft all aboard Florida Environmental Impact Statement is inaccurate. It does
 not accurately reflect the conditions on the bridge spanning the St. Lucie River.
The delays during bridge closing are grossly understated. As a boater who frequently uses this
 passage. The actual delays will require that the bridge will be down approximately 70% of the
 time during daylight hours. I have advised the Coast Guard that this is contrary to their
 responsibility to see that the navigable waters are available for marine navigation.


The automobile intersection closed times are also grossly understated. The FRA is
 responsible to see that any loan is properly analyzed to see that it serves the public good. The
 All Aboard Florida proposal is not in the best interest of the public and I urge you to make no
 loans to this endeavor.


John Sullivan
Stuart, FL
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From: Elise
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Letter in support of All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, September 29, 2014 8:36:42 PM


As a former University of Central Florida graduate student and South Florida resident, I am so
 pleased and relieved to hear of the news regarding the All Aboard Florida train.
 
I currently live in Ft. Lauderdale and work as a Speech-Language Pathologist in West Palm
 Beach. I support this train because I am looking froward to taking it to work everyday where I
 can be alleviated from traffic issues on I-95, and increase productivity by working while
 traveling on the train. In addition, not only will I gain efficient work time, I can also look
 forward to taking this train to Orlando on Friday afternoons, after work, to spend time with
 close friends and fellow UCF alumni for the weekend. 


Florida's roads are already some of the most congested in the nation. As our population
 continues to grow, we must find alternative transportation options. 


There is no other infrastructure project that will more profoundly and positively impact the
 state of Florida, which is why I am fully in support of All Aboard Florida.


Regards,
Elise Murley M.A. CF-SLP 
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From: Peter STITT
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: cgpresnell; Constance Crocker; Gary Callaway; Guy Pelchat; Don Jones; Congressman Bill Posey; Peter STITT;


 Rep John Tobia; sam yahoo boor yahoo
Subject: Opposition to All Aboard Florida
Date: Saturday, October 11, 2014 1:23:27 AM


Gentlemen:
     Please register my opposition to the plan to run many daily passenger trains right through
 commercial and nearby residential areas of Melbourne, Florida.  The less frequent freighters
 are already noisy and an aggravation when waiting at crossings.  The very frequent proposed
 passenger trains would be much worse.  Since there are to be no stops in this area, let them
 run the tracks west of the urban areas, out with the alligators and cows.  That way no one is
 annoyed by the noise, no crossing accidents or frequent delays.  Or let the tracks run along I-
95, with fewer crossings and already existing high levels of truck noise.  To allow them to
 constantly run passenger trains right through populated areas that are not even served by
 the trains is absurd, exploitive of our communities!
     Do not let these railroaders have any tax dollars.  Do not let them turn our lovely US1
 corridor into their rail yard!  The proposed constant passing of passenger trains through our
 neighborhoods is an outrage!  Make them go somewhere else.
Peter Stitt
2250 Golf Isle Dr. Unit 506
Melbourne, FL 32935
pcstitt@msn.com 
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From: Jean-Claude Nicolas
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: The Pointe at Delray Condo
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:03:44 AM


Our community sits approximately 50 ft from the tracks. My unit is about 50 yards from this
 potential nightmare of a train. Currently,  my windows rattle when the train goes by.  Our
 community will require soundproof windows and a higher wall to create an acceptable buffer.
 I don't see how a 4' wall can provide ample auditory diffusion for our little and mostly
 peaceful community. Your consideration is appreciated.


Jean-Claude Nicolas
440S-128
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From: Mike Christie
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF comments
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:39:56 AM


Hello
I am writing to express my sincere concerns and objections to the proposed development of AAF and the 
expansion of FEC railway. As a mariner I and others using the St. Lucie river will be severely impacted by RR 
bridge closures induced by the increase in rail activity. This is much more than an inconvenience, it is a 
safety hazard. The area on the east side of the bridge is very shallow and there is limited room to maneuver 
especially deep draft vessels. Barge traffic, sailboats, sport fishermen both commercial and recreational will 
be competing for position, while waiting for a bridge opening, in shallow water with a lot of current. This is a
 recipe for disaster.


I and ALL of my neighbors and acquaintances oppose AAF on the common ground of concern with its affect 
on emergency services. This rail corridor is not the place for expanding rail traffic.


Additionally the impact on property values along the Treasure Coast and elsewhere is not only unfair it will, 
over time, create an economic downturn especially in Martin Co.


On the whole this misadventure has zero positive benefit and a mountain of negative impact on Martin Co., 
where I live.


Thank you,


Michael J. Christie
6101 SE Landing Way, #3
Stuart, FL  34997-1811
772-286-1216
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From: Marylyn Greenough
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Draft Environment Impact Statement
Date: Tuesday, November 4, 2014 8:36:31 AM


4 November 2014


 
Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE
Washington, DC 20950
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
I am opposed to the All Aboard Florida (AAF) Project because it will reduce my
 quality of life.  This letter outlines my primary reasons.  


·         In my opinion, the Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS) provides a
 biased view of the potential effects of this project on my surroundings.  Had the
 study been commissioned by other than the leaders of AAF, I believe that the
 impacts would have been more representative of reality and required more
 thorough mitigation plans.


·         I believe that the ridership estimates for paying passengers is overstated for
 train traffic between South Florida and Orlando, Florida.  There are currently
 more economical and effective means of transportation between these two areas
 that can be used and they will become more competitive if the project is
 completed.  Therefore, the revenue projections are suspect.  That being the case, I
 ask that no Federal Funds be loaned or supplied in any form to this project
 because I do not want taxpayers to be put in a position of subsidizing this project
 in the future.


·         There is a railway bridge in Stuart, Florida that must be raised in order to
 allow east-west boat traffic along the St. Lucie River.  Additional train traffic
 (passenger as well as freight) means that the boat traffic will be stopped for
 longer periods of time.  This is injurious to our commercial and recreational
 interests .  AAF’s plan is to let this 100 year old bridge remain single tracked
 thereby creating the need for train staging areas.  Staging trains to the north and
 south of this river on multiple tracks slightly mitigates the impact somewhat, but
 causes problems with additional noise in the staging areas.  It means to me that
 the staging areas are like mini railway yards with constant commotion, activity,
 and noise.  The northern staging area is near population and the southern is near
 wildlife.  AAF’s solution does not mitigate the impacts.
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·         I live in Stuart, Florida.  We have a nice, quaint downtown area.  The AAF
 tracks run directly through one of the busiest areas of this downtown area called
 Confusion Corner.  Confusion Corner is aptly named due to the intersection of
 multiple roads in the downtown area and the resultant confusion it presents to
 drivers and pedestrians.  Adding trains (passenger and freight) will add
 significantly to this confusion especially when our population swells during the
 winter season.  This will make the downtown area less enjoyable to visit and
 could threaten the viability of businesses struggling to be profitable.  AAF should
 take its plan and move it west toward the center of Florida where tracks already
 exist and the population density is far less.  They are not planning passenger
 stations along the route from West Palm Beach to Orlando, so they would not be
 losing passengers using a western route.


·         The AAF tracks pass through some very densely populated areas as well as
 some wildlife protected areas in Martin County.  The corridors are not contained
 for the most part.  The speed of the AAF trains is proposed to approach 110 mph
 and this means that wildlife in the corridor and pedestrians crossing the corridor
 will have much higher levels of risk of injury than presented by freight trains
 travelling at 60 mph.  The AAF plan does  not completely mitigate this risk with
 complete containment.


·         Currently, I hear the freight trains passing within about 2 miles of my house
 at all times of the day and night.  The horns blare and the machinery creates a
 rumbling noise.  Thirty-two passenger trains daily travelling at speeds up to 110
 mph will undoubtedly increase the sound levels because the primary source of
 train noise is speed dependent.  Directional horns may help mitigate some of the
 noise to my ears, but what about the noises emanated by the machinery?  Noise
 and vibration technologies are not being employed effectively in my opinion.


·         AAF’s tracks run north and south in my area.  This effectively stops east
 and west vehicle and pedestrian travel when the trains are present.  A bigger issue
 is that emergency personnel are prevented from traveling east and west when the
 trains are present.  Emergency personnel will tell you that very often that
 ‘seconds count’ in most emergency situations.  Additional passenger (and freight)
 trains will logically impede their progress in reaching hospitals, fires, and other
 incidents.  Fast passenger trains can reduce crossing down times, but trains from
 staging areas that follow in each other’s footsteps will lead to increased delays at
 crossings.  AAF’s plan to schedule trains from staging areas will lead to
 increased delays at crossings.  This is not a solution that we should have to
 accept.
 


I suggest Florida East Coast work out a plan with CSX and use / add to CSX tracks since there







 will be less impact to the people on the east coast.  


Sincerely,


Marylyn M. Greenough


3710 SE Bowsprit Court
Stuart, Fl 34997








From: Brian Kronberg
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Letter of Support for All Aboard Florida - Attention John Winkle
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 6:47:38 AM


Mr. Winkle, 


As a resident of Miami (born and raised) our cities in southeast and central florida are in dire
 need of an alternative form of transportation that is efficient and reliable. The All Aboard
 Florida project is both and will not only dramatically improve the transportation functionality
 in these key cities but will create thousands of much needed jobs and spur significant
 economic impact to the state. 


Please consider this email as my support for the project. 


Thank you very much for your attention on this project. 


Brian Kronberg
Miami, FL



mailto:kronberg.brian@gmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: margo k
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@DOT.Gov
Cc: Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: Opposition to Granting a Federal Loan to Florida All Aboard
Date: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 6:47:15 PM


I am adamantly opposed to granting a federal loan to Florida All Aboard.  


If Florida All Aboard's idea of creating a commuter rail from Miami to Orlando is a good one, why
 couldn't they get private industry to invest in it?  Why must taxpayers be the ones to fund a
 business that will end up failing.  I believe it will fail because it is just a bad idea from a safety
 standpoint, an environmental standpoint and a geographic standpoint.  


How many people will want to take a train from Miami to Orlando?  I would say very few.  Families
 will fly from their home towns or home states directly to Orlando and not by way of Miami.  Will
 Disney World customers want to take any extended vacation to Miami?   While Miami has many
 appealing features, it is not known as a family destination.    


How many people and animals will be hurt or killed because the tracks will go through unfenced
 towns at a speed of 110 MPH?  How many people will die waiting for EMTs/ambulances that are
 being held up at railroad crossings?  Will personal and class-action lawsuits end up bankrupting
 Florida All Aboard leaving taxpayers to foot the bill for the loan?  


What impact will Florida All Aboard have on the towns it passes through?  It will be going through
 historic districts, pass close to homes, eliminate downtown parking spaces that are too few to
 begin with, negatively change the appeal of these cities and towns, and drastically affect the
 marine industry.  Will boaters want to come to Florida if they have to wait a long time for bridge
 after bridge to open? 


These are just some of the reasons I am against granting Florida All Aboard a federal loan.  It is
 just a bad investment.


Sincerely,


Stephen Kelley
32 Harbour Isle Drive W, PH06
Fort Pierce, FL  34949


kelley.steve@gmail.com   
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From: Stuart Gollinger
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Congressman Patrick E. Murphy
Subject: The Terrible Harm All Aboard Florida Will Do To the Treasure Coasy
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 1:43:16 PM


To : Federal Railroad Administration


All Aboard Florida trains will do terrible harm to the real estate industry in 
Martin County and to the thousands of residents in Martin County whose 
homes will lose millions and millions of dollars in value caused by the noise,
 vibrations and disruption to traffic on the Treasure Coast, including the 
prevention of ambulances, firefighters, police and other first responders 
from being able to meet their obligations in a timely manner. 


It should be noted that when the market values of the homes of those 
thousands of residents plummet below the current values of their 
mortgages, as a result of the disruption caused by the trains rumbling 
through their neighborhoods in Stuart, Hobe Sound and elsewhere in South
 Florida, the residents may very well just walk away from their mortgage 
obligations, which will put this State ( and Federal Government ) back 
where they were in 
2006-2009 when banks were left holding the bag with respect to their 
many oversold mortgages to those who could not afford to pay them. 
Those banks will then need a major bailout from the Federal Government 
just to survive. And all of this unnecessary expense and upheaval will be 
just because a few private corporations think they can make money 
running passenger and freight trains on the Florida East Coast Railway train 
tracks through the heart of  many towns on the Treasure Coast of  Florida. 


To say this is just a private matter, as the Florida Governor has stated on a 
number of occasions, is simply just a misguided statement, because the 
fact is, the harm that will be done to the people, wildlife and environment 
of the Treasure Coast of Florida will definitely be a public matter. And 
finally, as a private venture, All Aboard Florida will constitute a public 
nuisance to all of the people, wildlife and environment on the Treasure 
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Coast of Florida, leading to  the destruction of the quality of life for all of 
them.


Thank you.


Stuart Gollinger
Port St. Lucie, FL








From: Matt
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF concerns
Date: Thursday, October 30, 2014 3:24:04 PM


My family and I are very concerned about the impact AAF will have on
 navigation at the Loxahatchee river bridge if it is allowed to proceed.  In
 fact, we believe the problems are so great they are nearly insurmountable.
 
The current bridge closures are already problematic. Boats stack up on
 both east and west sides of the bridge while waiting. Then boats pass side
 by side through a narrow opening. This would not be a problem if there
 were very little current, but in this area the current is fierce. When the
 current is running, captains have to increase their RPMs to maintain
 steerage of their vessel.
 
If we add 32 additional bridge closures during the DAY (as I understand
 it, the AAF trains will run in the day only), we are adding 2-3 closures per
 hour. The AAF reports that current bridge closures are 20 minutes each
 time. I believe it is closer to 30 minutes and I have been caught many
 times when the bridge was left down until a second train came through.
 The double closures have taken between 1 and 1.5 hours and I am not
 exaggerating!  Still, if there is on average 1 freight train closure per hour
 and we add only 2 extra closures per hour for AAF and the closure time is
 not dramatically improved, then the bridge will be down full time and all
 traffic will stop. In addition, there is an increase in freight train traffic
 predicted due to the expansion of the port of Miami, and this could cause
 even more trains per hour.
 
Now, the AFF says they will improve the time to only 10 minute closures.
 Well, if we have 4 closures per hour, that is still 40 minutes closed and if
 we have one extra freight train then it will be 50 minutes even with their
 improvements!! Still, we need solid proof that the closures can be brought
 down to 10 minutes. This bridge was built in 1925 and I believe it will be
 very difficult for AAF to really get the times down to 10 minutes.
 
It is hard enough to navigate the narrow channel of the Loxahatchee
 railroad bridge when the tide is moving. Having small windows between
 closures for boat traffic is bound to be problematic, especially in the
 summer when there are literally hundreds of boats passing through to go
 to the popular Jupiter sand bar and hundreds going out.
 
If a commuter train is needed, it certainly can be done in a different area
 that does not cripple our waterway navigation.


Sincerely,


Matthew Bailey
Jupiter, Fl
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From: Grant
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil
Subject: All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f) Evaluation
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 5:15:31 PM


 
 
Grant
 
From: elzer@gate.net
Sent: Tuesday, December 02, 2014 4:46 PM
To: elzer@gate.net
Subject: Deadline: Email Today or Tomorrow re Stop All Aboard
 


What follows is an excellent summary of the facts prepared by the Guardians of Martin
 County, refuting the consultants misinformation, and pointing out the negative impacts of the
 “All Aboard Florida” proposal on Stuart and Martin County. This project is an embarrassment
 that needs to be stopped before we waste huge amounts of taxpayer money on an
 impractical and ill conceived project that benefits few and negatively impacts many.  
 
If anyone really believes we need a high speed link between Miami and Orlando then build it west of I95 in open
 land where it can be like all real high speed links – as straight as possible with no grade crossings. Has anyone ever
 visited Europe or China to see what a real high speed link looks like?
 
Grant Rawding
1950 SW Palm City Rd. 8-101
Stuart, FL 34994


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE
Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590
 
Re: All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f)
 Evaluation
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., a 501(c)(3) organization which has
 promoted a safe and healthy environment and the unique quality of life for
 Martin County residents for more than a decade, objects to the All Aboard
 Florida (AAF) high speed rail project as currently proposed and configured and
 submits comments with respect to the following categories evaluated in the
 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS): Communities and
 Demographics (Social and Economic Community Impacts), Economic
 Conditions, Environmental Justice, Navigation, Public Health & Safety,
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 Threatened and Endangered Species, Wetlands and Water Resources.
 
Introduction
 
Martin County is located within the North-South Corridor (N-S Corridor)
 identified on Page 4-1 of the DEIS. The County is located approximately 40
 miles north of West Palm Beach and has an estimated population of 151,263
 based on 2013 U.S. Census Bureau projections.
 
Since there are no station stops planned between West Palm Beach and
 Orlando, Martin County residents will gain no benefits from 32 new trains a
 day traveling at high speed through our community (along with an additional
 12 to 14 freight trains). AAF will cause economic harm and create safety,
 environmental, noise, and navigation hazards that Martin County residents do
 not currently face.
 
The stated purpose of the Environmental Impact Statement is to “disclose the
 environmental consequences” of the proposed AAF project “and to inform
 decision-makers and the public of any reasonable alternatives that would
 avoid or minimize adverse impacts to the natural or human environment.” The
 Draft EIS that was drafted by consultants who were paid by AAF fails to serve
 this purpose. It contains inadequate, incomplete, and inaccurate information
 that must be supplemented and corrected before decision-makers and the
 public may fully evaluate the impacts of the proposed AAF project.
 
Communities and Demographics (Social and Economic Community
 Impacts)
 
AAF will have serious negative social and economic community impacts within
 Martin County.
 
Incredibly, the DEIS completely omits Martin County and two incorporated
 municipalities which are crossed by the project in its discussion of
 Communities and Demographics. (DEIS 4-103 through 4-105).
 
The City of Stuart, which is the County’s largest incorporated municipality (pop.
 est. 15,975) and is the County Seat for Martin County, is not mentioned in the
 DEIS report of impacts of the project on municipalities, although there are 10
 at grade crossings in the city. The Town of Ocean Breeze, also an
 incorporated municipality within Martin County (pop. est. 463) which, like the
 City of Stuart, is literally bisected by the project, has also been omitted.
 
Many of the City’s cultural resources, including the historic Lyric Theater, which
 is listed on the National Register of Historic Places, and the Stuart Heritage
 Museum are within 100 feet of the FECR tracks.
 
Comments submitted by the City of Stuart and Martin County address these
 issues in detail.
 







The Guardians of Martin County question the viability of the DEIS evaluation of
 Communities and Demographics affected by the AAF project when the largest
 incorporated municipality in the County and, in fact, all of Martin County is
 glaringly absent from the examination of these issues. The omission of Martin
 County, the City of Stuart, and the Town of Ocean Breeze from the DEIS
 evaluation of Communities and Demographics raises serious concerns about
 the thoroughness and veracity of the entire proposed EIS.
 
Another glaringly false and absurd statement with respect to the impact of the
 project on communities is the assurance in the DEIS that AAF “would benefit
 elderly and handicapped individuals by providing a transportation option that
 will enhance mobility and livability in their communities.” (DEIS 5-135)
 
Martin County has the highest percentage of elderly residents (28.9%) of any
 community within the N-S Corridor. Without any stops in Martin County, there
 is not a single “transportation option” provided by AAF to elderly and
 handicapped individuals. AAF not only fails to “enhance mobility and livability”
 in Martin County communities for elderly and handicapped residents, the
 project promises severe disruption to communities in which the elderly and
 handicapped reside and poses potential life-threatening risks.
 
Economic Conditions
 
Because the AAF project literally divides Martin County into two sections – that
 section east of the FECR tracks and that section west of the tracks – the
 project creates a severe threat to the economic survival of small businesses
 that rely on customers to cross the tracks for access.
 
Numerous small shops, restaurants, plants, groceries, and other business
 outlets are located adjacent to or near the FECR tracks. Fast and safe access
 across the tracks is not assured by the project, threatening the customer base
 of many of these small businesses, especially in the unincorporated areas of
 Port Salerno, Hobe Sound, Golden Gate and Jensen Beach and the
 incorporated municipality of Stuart, which encompasses the minority
 community of East Stuart.
 
Martin County has five “community redevelopment areas” (CRAs) which will be
 impacted by the project. None of the CRAs are identified or discussed in the
 DEIS. The Jensen Beach, Rio, Golden Gate, Port Salerno and Hobe Sound
 CRAs all are adjacent to or bisected by the FECR tracks. CRAs are statutorily
 created areas designed to eliminate blight, provide affordable housing, and
 generate economic development and stability within the communities where
 they are established. The DEIS fails to consider the project’s negative impacts
 to Martin County’s CRAs, such as the effect of lower property values caused
 by AAF on the Tax Increment Financing methodology that is used to finance
 and maintain CRA operations.
 
The economic benefits of the project touted by the DEIS are limited to
 temporary construction work in creating new infrastructure in Martin County.







 
The DEIS analysis that no job loss or neighborhood fragmentation will result
 from the project (DEIS S-17) is not borne out by the experience of small
 business owners and residents in the project area, especially those adjacent
 to or in close proximity to the FECR tracks.
 
Severe economic damage to existing small businesses will be long-lasting or
 permanent. It is likely some will not survive the onslaught of increased train
 traffic that will block access to their businesses and create hazardous
 conditions for their customers trying to cross the tracks.
 
Environmental Justice
 
The DEIS fails to identify, quantify, or describe minority and low-income
 populations in Martin County that are disproportionately impacted by the
 negative impacts of the AAF project.
 
The County’s minority and low-income populations are, as in many other
 communities, situated closest to the project and are frequently bisected by the
 FECR tracks.
 
The East Stuart community within the City of Stuart is historically African-
American. East Stuart hosts two at grade crossings – at Florida Street and A1A
 (Dixie Highway) and at Decker and A1A. The tracks separate a densely
 populated residential area from the commercial area, and it is common for
 residents – especially children – to walk or ride their bikes across the tracks
 several times a day. One of the most beloved and utilized organizations within
 the East Stuart community, the Gertrude Walden Child Care Center, which
 provides services for low-income and minority parents and children, is located
 in the immediate vicinity of the project.
 
Similar situations exist in the Port Salerno, Hobe Sound and Golden Gate,
 where public schools, athletic fields, parks and youth centers such as the Boys
 and Girls’ Club are located in close proximity to the project. These
 communities have a high level of minority residents and businesses who are
 disproportionately impacted by the project, which does not directly impact the
 more affluent communities within the County which are not located as near the
 FECR tracks.
 
Among the negative effects of AAF on communities with higher percentages of
 low-income, minority, and elderly residents is the certainty that delay will be
 encountered by emergency vehicles crossing the FECR tracks to access
 emergency medical care.
 
Martin Memorial Medical Center, the largest medical care provider in Martin
 County (and also one of the largest employers in the County), has submitted
 comments objecting to the project noting that emergency responders
 throughout Martin County already “face a unique burden from existing freight
 traffic” on the “rail line [which] slices through the center of” the community.







 
Where the elderly and the very young live and congregate near the FECR
 tracks, the emergency access burden is of special concern and likely to result
 in tragic consequences. As the CEO of Martin Memorial Medical Center noted,
 even if delays caused by increased train traffic at crossings throughout the
 community are brief, “seconds can truly mean the difference between life and
 death.”
 
In low-income and minority communities, foot and bicycle traffic across the
 railroad tracks is common and presents additional disproportionate dangers to
 these residents.
 
Property values in lower-income areas are already depressed and will be
 further depressed by the proximity of the project. Noise and vibration from
 increased train traffic will disproportionately impact low-income and minority
 communities located closest to the FECR tracks.
 
Navigation
 
Numerous comments have been submitted regarding the serious negative
 impacts to navigation caused by the project and the failure of the DEIS to
 adequately and accurately address these concerns. The Guardians of Martin
 County, Inc., joins the marine industry, local governments, and boaters
 throughout the County in objecting to the project as it relates to navigation.
 
The information contained in the DEIS is indisputably inaccurate with respect
 to the number of vessels which pass through the St. Lucie River bridge.
 Comments submitted by Martin County include accurate counts of vessels
 passing through the bridge during the week and on weekends, reflecting more
 than twice as many vessels as the DEIS estimates.
 
Delays in allowing marine traffic to navigate through the St. Lucie River bridge
 opening will affect boater safety as well as property values for waterfront
 properties that lie to the west of the bridge. Commercial marinas and docks
 that require boaters to navigate through the bridge with longer and more
 frequent closures also will be severely impacted by the project.
 
Public Health & Safety
 
The DEIS fails to acknowledge that Fire Rescue and evacuation routes will be
 hampered by the project throughout Martin County.
 
Even in more affluent communities such as Jupiter Island and Sewall’s Point,
 there will be increased delays in the ability of emergency responders to reach
 the medical center located across the FECR tracks. Both the City of Stuart
 and Martin County, which contracts with other municipalities to provide fire
 rescue services, project serious increases in emergency response times due
 to increased train traffic and crossing closures.
 







Delays of as much as an additional 45 minutes are projected for evacuation in
 the event of an emergency at the St. Lucie Nuclear Power Plant on
 Hutchinson Island just north of Martin County. All evacuation routes are
 crossed by FECR tracks. In the event of other emergencies or weather events
 that require evacuation, increased train traffic will generate still more delays.
 
Pedestrian crossings which are frequently used throughout the County,
 especially in low-income and minority areas, will be even more dangerous with
 not only a higher number of trains on the tracks each day but increased speed
 of approaching trains. Pedestrians used to gauging the time available to cross
 the tracks based on the slower speed of freight trains will face significantly
 less crossing time with high-speed passenger trains approaching.
 
Threatened and Endangered Species
 
The DEIS discounts any impacts to threatened and endangered species and
 inaccurately states that no such species will be affected by the project.
 
The project passes through Jonathan Dickinson State Park (JDSP) in Martin
 County, which is the site of a number of resources which are not even
 mentioned in the DEIS. The Florida Division of Recreation and Parks (DRP)
 has submitted comments identifying species which will likely be impacted,
 such as perforated reindeer lichen ( Cladonia perforata ) located within the
 right-of-way and Curtiss’ milkweed ( Asclepias curtissi).
 
The Division notes that the federally protected eastern indigo snake has habitat
 within the N-S Corridor that will be impacted, as well as the Florida scrub jay,
 gopher tortoise, gopher frog, and Florida mouse. The gopher frog is especially
 likely to cross back and forth across the tracks in the park to travel between
 scrub habitat and wetlands breeding grounds.
 
Expansion of the tracks through JDSP will impact Florida scrub jay habitat as
 well as gopher tortoise on site.
 
More frequent closings of the rail crossing within JDSP will have severe
 negative impacts since the park has only one public access road. Emergency
 vehicles, campers, and day visitors could be trapped in the western part of the
 park during closures.
 
The DPR has submitted extensive and detailed comments addressing these
 issues.
 
Wetlands and Water Resources
 
As with other environmental impacts, the DEIS minimizes damage to wetlands
 and water resources resulting from the proposed project.
 
Comments submitted by Martin County detail serious concerns, including
 potential impacts to the Northwest Fork of the Loxahatchee River, which is







 federally designated as a Wild and Scenic River. The DEIS brushes off such
 concerns, suggesting that the lack of proximity to the FECR tracks eliminates
 or minimizes them. The entire Loxahatchee River watershed is a significant
 ecological complex, however, that provides unique habitat for endangered,
 threatened and migratory birds that travel throughout the area, including within
 the right-of-way.
 
Overall impacts to wetlands throughout the project area have not been
 quantified or addressed by the DEIS, which discusses mitigation of these
 impacts without acknowledging Martin County’s special protections for all
 wetlands. Insufficient data is provided for an accurate evaluation of the
 project’s wetlands impacts.
 
Impacts to water resources are being considered by the U.S. Army Corps of
 Engineers; however, the Corps has yet to schedule public hearings which
 have been requested by the Guardians of Martin County, Inc., as well as
 Martin County and other governmental agencies.
 
It is inevitable that impacts to manatee, protected seagrasses, and other
 marine life will be severe as a result of increased train traffic resulting in
 increased bridge closures producing more vessels queuing up to navigate
 through the bridge.
 
Conclusion
 
The DEIS failed to objectively and fairly evaluate the CSX Route Alternative
 (DEIS Figure 3.2-1), which would avoid most if not all of the negative impacts
 to Martin County residents and communities. The AAF-paid consultants simply
 rejected the CSX Route Alternative out-of-hand, citing speculative issues such
 as “the risk that CSX would not be willing to enter into” a shared use
 agreement for existing infrastructure and unsupported conclusions such as the
 CSX Route Alternative poses “the highest potential adverse direct and indirect
 impacts to wetlands and protected species.” (DEIS 3-7)
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., strongly opposes the AAF project as
 proposed. The DEIS is replete with inaccurate, out-dated, speculative, and
 subjective material that appears to have been deliberately skewed by the
 drafters to support an unsustainable, critically flawed project.
 
The Guardians advocates consistency with the Martin County Comprehensive
 Growth Management Plan in all development throughout the County. The
 DEIS inaccurately states that the Plan was prepared by the Martin County
 “Division of Community Planning.” (DEIS 4-4) There is no such agency within
 Martin County government. The Plan was prepared by the Martin County
 Growth Management Department.
 
Please insist that the final EIS be delayed until supplemental and accurate
 information is provided that truly reflects the AAF project’s impacts on the
 population and communities along the projected route.
 







Sincerely,
 
Peter H. Conze, Jr., President
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc.
www.theguardiansofmartincounty.com
Prepared by Virginia P. Sherlock, Esq.
Counsel to The Guardians of Martin County, Inc.
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From: Patty Snider
To: "michael.lefevre@allaboardflorida.com"
Cc: "john.winkle@dot.gov"; AAF_Comments@vhb.com; "mbusha@tcrpc.org"; "NUhren@PalmBeachMPO.org"; Robert


 Premuroso; Eric Jablin; Joseph Russo; Marcie Tinsley; David Levy; Ron Ferris; Elicia Sanders
Subject: Letter regarding All Aboard Florida from the City of Palm Beach Gardens
Date: Thursday, November 20, 2014 5:30:09 PM
Attachments: Letter regarding All Aboard Florida from the City of Palm Beach Gardens 112014.pdf
Importance: High


Mr. Lefevre:


Please find attached a letter regarding All Aboard Florida from Mayor Robert G. Premuroso on behalf of the City of
 Palm Beach Gardens.


Thank you.


Patricia Snider, CMC, City Clerk
City of Palm Beach Gardens
561-799-4122


CITY OF PALM BEACH GARDENS E-MAIL DISCLAIMER:


PLEASE NOTE: Florida has a very broad public records law. Most written communications to or from local
 officials regarding city business are public records available to the public and media upon request. Your e-mail
 communications may therefore be subject to public disclosure.
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From: margo k
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@DOT.Gov
Cc: Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: Opposition to Granting a Federal Loan to Florida All Aboard
Date: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 6:25:30 PM


I am adamantly opposed to granting a federal loan to Florida All Aboard.  


If Florida All Aboard's idea of creating a commuter rail from Miami to Orlando is a good one, why
 couldn't they get private industry to invest in it?  Why must taxpayers be the ones to fund a
 business that will end up failing.  I believe it will fail because it is just a bad idea from a safety
 standpoint, an environmental standpoint and a geographic standpoint.  


How many people will want to take a train from Miami to Orlando?  I would say very few.  Families
 will fly from their home towns or home states directly to Orlando and not by way of Miami.  Will
 Disney World customers want to take any extended vacation to Miami?   While Miami has many
 appealing features, it is not known as a family destination.    


How many people and animals will be hurt or killed because the tracks will go through unfenced
 towns at a speed of 110 MPH?  How many people will die waiting for EMTs/ambulances that are
 being held up at railroad crossings?  Will personal and class-action lawsuits end up bankrupting
 Florida All Aboard leaving taxpayers to foot the bill for the loan?  


What impact will Florida All Aboard have on the towns it passes through?  It will be going through
 historic districts, pass close to homes, eliminate downtown parking spaces that are too few to
 begin with, negatively change the appeal of these cities and towns, and drastically affect the
 marine industry.  Will boaters want to come to Florida if they have to wait a long time for bridge
 after bridge to open? 


These are just some of the reasons I am against granting Florida All Aboard a federal loan.  It is
 just a bad investment.


Sincerely,


Margaret Kelley
32 Harbour Isle Drive W, PH06
Fort Pierce, FL  34949


margok1998@yahoo.com   
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From: Jimmy Hodges
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: The Train
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:47:32 AM


The planned All Aboard Florida train from Miami to Orlando may be a good thing for the people in those cities, but
 what about those of us on the Treasure Coast?   It is detrimental on several levels!
Our quality of life is at stake here. If you lived here you would know that and do all you could to keep that from
 happening.  
What we are really talking about here is a freight train!  One that will expedite cargo coming through the Panama
 Canal as it expands.  Anyone who has researched trains knows that passenger trains lose money.  To have us
 believe this train is good as a passengers train is not realistic. We all know better!
The impact on the Treasure Coast will be devastating! 
Our towns will die because of the damage done to our environment.  People come here to enjoy the rivers and
 lagoons which make us one of the most desirable fishing areas.  Our boating industry is big here.
Closed bridges and railroad crossing cost not only time but in some case will cost lives!
Property values will plummet!
Presently there is no good reason for this train to come through the Treasure Coast.
Look for another route!  Think ahead before it is too late!
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From: Geraldine Genco
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF disingeneous
Date: Saturday, October 25, 2014 2:05:48 PM
Attachments: PastedGraphic-6.pdf


ATT00001.htm


My husband, our community (Village of Tequesta) and I strongly oppose the currently 
proposed All Aboard Florida (AAF) FEC route.  AAF’s name is disingenuous, it is not 
for all communities, there is no intent to provide local rail service, only limited express 
intercity service.  Many are unaware of this fact, confusing it with long proposed local 
Amtrak routes and have thus supported it. 


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·       <!--[endif]-->AAF’s route is extremely detrimental to the 
communities north of West Palm Beach, overall its route was ranked 3rd of 4 
alternatives, it completely bifurcates communities along its northern route from 
necessary medical, public safety services and ocean access. 


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·       <!--[endif]-->It duplicates services already provided by 
Amtrak that the State of Florida has financially invested. 


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·       <!--[endif]-->AAF’s route has not received the 
determination that it is the least environmentally damaging alternative.


It is really about the provision of upgraded rails for intermodal freight transport, in 
closed door meetings Mr. Reininger AAF’s President stated that some crossings will be 
closed for “no more than 30 minutes an hour.”  Intermodal rail includes nonmetallic 
minerals, chemicals and allied products, coal, and miscellaneous mixed shipments, 
trafficking through and adjacent to residential housing.


 AAF’s express passenger rail service is in competition with Amtrak and the planned 
increased intermodal freight transport in tandem with the proposed passenger train will 
negatively impact those northern route residential communities and the small business 
they access.  Many small residential communities will be forced to pay hundreds of 
thousands of dollars to upgrade rail crossings to the financial enrichment of AAF, a 
privately owned corporation.  The proposed route for FEC endorses the wrong 
alternative for provision of service to Florida's residents.
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Geraldine Genco Dube
Geraldine Genco & Associates, Inc.
Broker Dealer, RIA Compliance & Consulting
Phone:         561 745 3893
Fax:             561 745.3894
> Hyperlink:mailto:GGenco@GGencoAssociates.com
		         GGenco@me.com
Services:     Consulting, litigation support, testimony & damages
CONFIDENTIALITY: This electronic mail transmission is intended for receipt by the above named individual or entity.  It may contain legally privileged, confidential information exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you have received this message in error, please delete it without copying or forwarding it, and please notify this sender of the error by reply email for correction.  Thank you.








From: Melinda Meikle
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Melinda Meikle Emails
Subject: All Aboard Florida EIS Comments - Melinda Meikle, Vero Beach Florida
Date: Sunday, November 16, 2014 6:00:49 PM
Attachments: MY FINAL COMMENT TO FRA.doc


Nathan AirChime K5LA With Hearingi Protection.doc
Noise Source Chart Purdue Comparisons.htm
Noise Source Chart Purdue Comparisons.htm


Dear Mr. Winkle:


Thank you for the opportunity to express my opposition to All Aboard
Florida's proposed 32 high speed trains per day along the Treasure 
Coast, plus, freight -- we will no longer have a beautiful state attracting
revenue, business and residents with big industries of:
tourism, real estate, retirement and recreation.


Governor Scott has worked so hard to improve our state, pay down
our debt, lower our taxes and increase tourism ... unfortunately,
this massive train effort, that has been unsuccessful everywhere
else ... will destroy his great work!   He is a big believer in NOT
putting burdens on taxpayers and making this the best state possiblle!


If All Aboard Florida gets their way ... none of this will remain 
vital and attractive ... we are already hearing of many who are
changing their real estate purchase objectives, or, would possibly
move if these trains assault our beautiful Treasure Coast.


If these people believe in this train ... why not move westward
along the less-populated Turnpike and everyone would be happy!
They don't own the Right-of-Way by our town and they have
misrepresented themselves in so many areas ... I can't count.


As per the train capacity they have given us (10 trains 400 riders each) ... 
the ramp-up ridership in 2019 will be 1.5 million - just 3.25% of
seating capacity ... this already shows huge operational loss and,
without accurate ticket prices, probably would be a huge sales loss.


I am attaching my four-page Comment letter regarding the Draft 
Environmental Impact Study specifying three areas:   Ridership/
Revenue, Noise and Liabilities.  


The entire coast is against this train and we hope we finally receive
a fair hearing ... unlike the EIS that was sadly confusing and
deficient.


Sincerely,


Melinda Meikle
Ssun22@att.net
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Federal Railway Administration
Draft Environmental Impact Study:  All Aboard Florida 

Public Comment:
Melinda Meikle, 1612 West Camino del Rio, Vero Beach, Florida



772-492-6754 . Ssun22@att.net



Registered Mail Comments To:
John Winkle % Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE, Room W38-31
Washington DC 20590



Email:  AAF_comments@vhb.com


All Aboard Florida virtually ignores the mounting opposition for HSR on Florida’s Treasure Coast and when recommendations are made for them to move westward their excuse is they own the ROW on the Treasure Coast even though they currently they do not, as Vero Beach City Council has denied their ROW transfer request.  All Aboard Florida should pay attention to better alternatives as the CSX Turnpike route is 30 miles shorter, less populated and poses less liability for AAF.  



FRA should notice the current $68 billion ticket for California High Speed Rail that is currently on hold due to a Judge invalidating their business plan and rejecting their ability to raise bonds.  Plus, the  International Energy Agency affirms that emissions in America are down to 1992 levels and California Air Resources Board warns that High Speed Rail will make the environment worse with trains blasting through our peaceful hometown communities: creating pollution, congestion, adding to higher density, enormous construction and funding costs while inflicting untold stress on overburdened economies!”


How can AAF succeed when comparing their goal of 3 million ridership to the busy New York Acela’s real ridership of 3.2 million (75% of all US ridership).  As the EIS defines their “3 year ramp up expectations” to 1.5 million by the year 2019 and even only 3.25% of the seats will be filled when compared to the trains they say they have purchased.  (10 trains 400 seats) This is a failed plan rushing towards a doomed financial fiasco that will be funded with taxpayers checkbooks!


AAF has introduced their project to us as a business that sprung up due to the Panama Canal Expansion.  This clearly means freight, not passenger!  Kim Delaney, AAF representative, personally confirmed to me they will be adding both short and long haul freight without numbers or frequency.  



Only this week, November 6, 2014 FEC long haul freight tied up traffic from Sebastian to Vero for at least 35 minutes at a peek time creating major congestion contrary to their goal of less congestion!



Mr. Winkle, we beg your serious attention to our voices as the EIS is flawed and shows AAF to be a “disaster waiting to happen!”  Their goal of $2.25 billion financing is only the tip of the iceberg as rail cost overruns are as much as 50% to 100%.   These people are either incompetent or telling lies! 



Please consider the following three points of my personal concern from the EIS:  Ridership and Revenue Study, Noise and Vibrations and Financial Liabilities.


RIDERSHIP AND REVENUE STUDY:  See Ridership Revenue Summary EIS Pages 3- 4



Page 3 explains why “Base Case” scenario is the current and conservative analysis to use when calculating ridership forecasting to 2019.  Page Four Table 1:  shows why using “Long Distance” (Orlando/Miami) numbers is also correct for ridership numbers to a total of 1,526,300 Million Ridership at the end of the “ramp up” time 2019.  It is unclear if they can stay in business those three years.



  
All Aboard Florida presentations have been based on already purchased trains as follows:


10 trains X 400 passengers x 32 times per day = 128,000 day x 365 days =  47 Million Annual Ridership 

AAF is asking us to take their business model seriously? Their stated train purchases to accommodate 47 million passengers divided by the EIS 1,526,300 ridership “ramp up” to 2019 will succeed with only 3.25% ridership!  This is a 96.75% shortfall with huge operational losses! 



TICKET PRICES:  Many have asked for ticket prices multiple times from Mr. Roberts and Mr. Reininger of AAF and even in the EIS ticket prices are unclear.  At one point, AAF sued to have their Ridership/Ticket Price numbers hidden, giving the impression they are unaware of financial feasibility.

A ticket from New York to DC is anywhere from $130 to $420 per one-way ticket.  Will a family of four from Disney to Miami pay $1,040 (RT) or make the less expensive choice of the leisurely car option?



EIS PROMISES TRIP TIME SAVINGS OF 25-50% (Ridership/Revenue Study Summary Page 2)



False and Impossible!  AAF states “No Comparable Service, AAF can provide travel time savings of 25% to 50% when compared to existing surface modes (auto, bus, rail) “ AAF has REPEATEDLY compared High Speed Rail from Orlando/Miami in 3 hours to a car trip of 3 ½ Hours.  ½ Hour Savings!



Their marketing story has changed in the above EIS 2 by lengthening the trip time on I-95 time to 4 hours 15 minutes and Turnpike to 3 Hours 50 minutes.  To be fair, to use this rationale, they must add the time To-and-From the HSR station to final destination TO THE 3 HOUR HIGH SPEED TIME!


It’s serious when AAF plays with their numbers to present a “positive marketing story” and not the truth and 25-50% Time Savings is a total stretch along with 3.25% ridership projections to 2019!  



AAF is relying on 75% tourism for their passenger rail financial success but fail to offer a valid reason why these “phantom” passengers will decide against a leisurely inexpensive car trip to choose an inconvenient and costly AAF High Speed Rail trip - tourists seek touring instead!  No brainer! 


TRAIN HORNS/NOISE: 


HIGH SPEED TRAIN REGULATIONS REQUIRE 96-110 DECIBELS FOR ALL TRAINS AND REQUIRE HEAD GEAR -- PERMANENT HEARING DAMAGE IF NOT USED PROPERLY



Micro Precision LLC, Owner of Nathan Airhorn KSLA-AIR HORNS told me that Nathan AirChime K5LA Train Horn will be used for Florida High Speed Rail and they are a long-time supplier of train horns in America and approved by FRA standards which are horn blast at 96-110 decibels for residential, commercial and industrial.  Their disclaimers are attached to all horns and demand
HEARING PROTECTION REQUIRED (see attached horn disclaimer).


Nathan Airhorn Disclaimer Warnings that accompany all horns warn: 


- Train horns must be used at a distance of 100 feet to avoid damage.


- Proper hearing protection must be worn when using this Airhorn or permanent damage may result.


- Never operate this produce close to pedestrians or others



However, the Environmental Impact Statement admits to severe hearing impact as follows:



“Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences, Pages 4-4 and 4-5, Table 4 For Indian River County.  “Category 2 Moderate Impact at 600 feet and Severe Impact at 75 feet.”   



Note:  The required 110 decibels is 16 times louder than the average pain threshold.  Noise Issues will create huge liabilities for All Aboard Florida



Vero Beach Florida Code Enforcement Code:  Section 38-61:   “It shall be unlawful for any person to make, continue, or cause to be made or continued in excess, unnecessary or unreasonably loud noise which disturbs the peace or quiet of any neighborhood or which causes discomfort or annoyance to any reasonable person of normal sensitivity.” 



All Aboard Florida Route:  353 crossings x 32 crossings day = 11,296 x 4 blasts = 45, 184 blasts daily 
Vero Beach has 31 crossings x 32 times a day = 992 blasts x 4  = 4,000 Blasts Daily



Refer to Noise Source Authorities and Their Effects:  


https://www.chem.purdue/edu.chemsafety/Training/PPETtrain/dblevels.htm

Experts Verify  That Train Horns Will Cause Hearing Loss and Against Vero Beach Codes




LIABILITIES:  
TAXPAYERS RECOMMEND AAF MOVE WESTWARD TO LESS POPULATED AREA THAT WOULD HAVE LESS LIABILITY AND RAILROADS ROUTINELY SHARE TRACKS!

According to Progressive Railroading  CSX Transportation Article … “Operating more of its trains on the CSX corridor, FEC could bypass the more dense areas of its corridor … the regional railroad also could use the western corridor to reach customers in Orlando … says FEC's Ledoux.  
http://www.progressiverailroading.com/csx_transportation/article/South-Florida-rail-upgrades-to-provide-more-freight-transit-travel-options--39706


FINANCING:  LACK OF HIGH SPEED RAIL FUNDING ACROSS THE COUNTRY 
Sacramento County Superior Court Judge Michael Kenney ruled against California HSR due to the original ballot provisions that financing and environmental clearances must be in hand before construction.   Plus, unending problems with imminent domain, inability to adequately show sources of financing to complete the project, law suits over misuse of taxpayer cap & trade funds and a rising expense that will exceed the current $68 billion price tag and the judicial rejection against the state to sell bonds.


Numbers do Count!   O’Toole of the Cato Institute in his article: “Defining Success, The Case Against Rail Transit,” outlines what All Aboard Florida could have in store for their bottom line! The Miami-West Palm 1989-debacle cost the SE Florida Regional Transportation Authority (Tri-Rail) $53 million, with a $9 million return and $1 Billion capital improvement for double tracking of 71 miles, was projected to create 30,000 new riders and, in 2008, resulted in a meager 13,000 new riders. Pretty steep fare at $76,923 per new customer and failure still looms with Tri-Rail’s $30 million deficit!



ALL ABOARD FLORIDA PARENT COMPANY:  FORTRESS IN NEW YORK CITY
Since 2007 the value of Fortress headge fund has declined $61 BILLION and according to a November 1, 2014 article indicates it wants to go private, does not inspire confidence for funding and transparency.   




TRUSTWORTHINESS:  ALL ABOARD FLORDA/FLORIDA EAST COAST
All Aboard Florida claims the Panama Canal Expansion as their reason for business which is surprising as they claim they are SOLELY a “first time ever” passenger rail service seeking 75% tourism.   Panama Canal will generate all freight traffic.   When questioned Kim Delaney, The AAF representative, told me personally they’re planning on more freight, including long haul, recently experienced from Sebastian to Vero for at least 30 minutes.   These implications are staggering and these people unbelievable!

National builders in our town now say that possible buyers of properties specifically request to be on the side of the tracks with the hospital!   How much of a loss has this generated to date – millions!  





			Call Toll Free: 1-877-209-8179
International +1-813-783-8058 - ¡Se habla español! 
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Noise Sources
and Their Effects





  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  			Noise Source			Decibel

    Level			comment


			Jet take-off (at 25 meters)			150			Eardrum rupture


			Aircraft carrier deck			140			 


			Military jet aircraft take-off from
    aircraft carrier with afterburner at 50 ft (130 dB).			130			 


			Thunderclap, chain saw.  Oxygen torch
    (121 dB). 			120			Painful.  32 times as loud as 70 dB.  


			Steel mill, auto horn at 1 meter.  
    Turbo-fan aircraft at takeoff power at 200 ft (118 dB).  Riveting machine (110 dB);
    live rock music (108 - 114 dB).			110			 Average human pain
    threshold.  16 times as loud as 70 dB. 


			Jet take-off (at 305 meters), use of
    outboard motor, power lawn mower, motorcycle, farm tractor, jackhammer, garbage truck.
      Boeing 707 or DC-8 aircraft at one nautical mile (6080 ft) before landing (106 dB);
    jet flyover at 1000 feet (103 dB); Bell J-2A helicopter at 100 ft (100 dB).			100			8 times as loud as 70 dB.  Serious damage
    possible in 8 hr exposure


			Boeing 737 or DC-9 aircraft at one
    nautical mile (6080 ft) before landing (97 dB); power mower (96 dB); motorcycle at 25 ft
    (90 dB).  Newspaper press (97 dB).			90


			4 times as loud as 70 dB.  Likely damage 8 hr
    exp


			Garbage disposal, dishwasher, average
    factory, freight train (at 15 meters).  Car wash at 20 ft (89 dB); propeller plane
    flyover at 1000 ft (88 dB); diesel truck 40 mph at 50 ft (84 dB); diesel train at 45 mph
    at 100 ft (83 dB).  Food blender (88 dB); milling machine (85 dB); garbage disposal
    (80 dB).			80			2 times as loud as 70 dB.  Possible damage
      in 8 h exposure.


			Passenger car at 65 mph
    at 25 ft (77 dB); freeway at 50 ft from pavement edge 10 a.m. (76 dB).  Living room
    music (76 dB); radio or TV-audio, vacuum cleaner (70 dB).			70			Arbitrary base of
    comparison.  Upper 70s are annoyingly loud to some people.


			Conversation in restaurant, office,
    background music, Air conditioning unit at 100 ft			60			Half as loud as 70 dB.  Fairly quiet


			Quiet suburb, conversation at home.  
    Large electrical transformers at 100 ft			50			One-fourth as loud as 70 dB. 


			Library, bird calls (44 dB); lowest limit
    of urban ambient sound			40			One-eighth as loud as 70 dB.  


			Quiet rural area			30			One-sixteenth as loud as 70 dB.  Very Quiet


			Whisper, rustling leaves			20			 


			Breathing			10			Barely audible


			

    







			[modified from http://www.wenet.net/~hpb/dblevels.html]
    on 2/2000.  SOURCES: Temple University Department of Civil/Environmental Engineering
    (www.temple.edu/departments/CETP/environ10.html), and Federal Agency Review of Selected
    Airport Noise Analysis Issues, Federal Interagency Committee on Noise (August 1992).
    Source of the information is attributed to Outdoor Noise and the Metropolitan
    Environment, M.C. Branch et al., Department of City Planning, City of Los Angeles,
    1970.
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From: NICHOLAS MARILLYN ZATORSKY
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: namz726@bellsouth.net
Subject: Location of proposed service
Date: Tuesday, November 18, 2014 5:17:13 PM


I am an 87 year old Florida resident.  Have lived in Vero Beach, Ft Pierce and Fort Lauderdale, all shoreline
 towns.  Now I am in Port St Lucie.  Watching this state  grow, I realize the significance of tourism and  the income
 that water fishing and other sports has provided has been a major part of this growth..   Why damage that by
 limiting bridge time etc with the new railroad plan?   The town of Stuart  made  95 be built ten miles from the
 center of town to protect the shoreline population.   Why not use that plan?                      Marillyn T. Zatorsky   4
 07 NW Sunview Way  Port St Lucie, Fl 34986  772 785 7361
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From: Jfishervb
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Opposition to planned AAF
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 2:50:14 PM


I am absolutely and totally opposed to this plan to run all those trains daily through my town of Vero Beach and the
 entire Treasure coast. The harm to the environment , the noise and disruption to all of us living here and reduction
 in our Quality of Life is not worth it just for them to make more money on freight. Put this in your backyard NOT
 ours!


I have two alternatives. One is that you move this project to the tracks west of I 95 where it will not be going
 through so many towns and cities. I am sure if they really want to they can work out a deal with the RR that owns
 that. The second alternative would be that you only do 2 or 3 trains a day for one or two years and prove that the
 passenger service is needed and is profitable. Only after it's proven to be a real need can you add additional trains.


I am 150% against any form of government loan, backing or guarantee for the money AAF is requesting. Let the
 venture capitalist fund this if they think it's such a great investment. We WANT a truly INDEPENDENT
 environmental impact study done before anything is done. The one paid for by AAF is extremely bias and flawed!


Joe Fisher


Sent from my iPad
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From: Suzy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: The Train
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:23:11 PM


I just wanted to register my families objections to AAF. We live in a community of RT 1 in 
Winter Beach called Antilles. We moved here from Massachusetts 3 years ago and love the 
quality of life and the peace and calm. We knew a train was near by but it was described as a 
freight train then ran mostly thru the night. 


I feel that no pun intended but we are being railroaded into having something with nothing but
 drawbacks to us. There is nothing for us to gain by having the train.


I have gone to private meetings by AAF  and have heard what they have to say. It does not 
make sense. There is no passenger train in this country that makes money and they think they 
are the whole grail? I am concerned about the environment but if that would be a concern why 
wouldn’t you use a route that is farther out to start to develop businesses rather than kill the 
ones that are there.


Why is it only now that people and government officials are starting to look into this route. It 
is probably to late that AAF will even consider but please do something fair and logical that 
does not just benefit one greedy company with shady 
motives.


Sincerely,
Suzy Feeney
suzywfeeney@gmail.com
6655 Martinique Way, Vero Beach, Florida 32967
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From: Andrew Jones
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; john.winkle@Dot.gov
Subject: AAF has not demonstrated a proven ability to repay the loan
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:44:56 PM


Dear Barbara Barr/John Winkle


The purpose of this letter is to ask that the RRIF loan to All Aboard Florida not be
 approved because the information in the EIS is flawed to the point where your loan
 committee clearly can't make an informed decision as to the repayment ability of the
 project. The purpose of the loan offering is to get repaid and the EIS clearly does not
 demonstrate that repayment ability.  The FRA has a fiduciary duty to the taxpayer to
 make sure that the loans will be repaid and your loan committee members certainly
 do not want to approve a project that some are calling "the next Solyndra" but even
 bigger.  The FRA has never made a loan this large and certainly not for a speculative
 project like this. The entire repayment source is based on projected revenues that
 may not occur. There is a reason that the bonds sold by AAF for the Southern
 Corridor were priced at 12.75% and had better collateral than is to be pledged to the
 RRIF loan; this is an extremely risky project and the risk of loss is so great that the
 FRA must be very certain about the repayment ability of the project before they are
 willing to risk $1.8B in taxpayer money.  If the repayment risk is so low, Fortress
 Investment Group should be able to finance the project without the backing of the
 FRA.  Medtronic sold $17B in bonds in the capital markets on 12/2/14 at an
 average coupon of 3.63%. Why can't All Aboard Florida? Perhaps because the
 private market has told them that their project is too risky. I don't believe that the FRA
 RRIF loan program was set up to be a lender of last resort; I believe it was set up to
 facilitate access to the capital markets for railroads operating as going concerns; not
 to fund projects where the probability of repayment is so uncertain. Every passenger
 train operation in the United States loses money and it takes a great leap to get
 comfortable that this project will make money and repay its loans. Loan decisions are
 not made by taking great leaps; they are made making sure that proven repayment
 ability for the loans is present. The AAF project does not demonstrate that repayment
 ability.


Based on my review of the EIS, I think that some of the reports contained with (and
 paid for by All Aboard Florida) contain errors and oversights to the point where they
 can not be relied upon to make a decision as to the repayment ability of the project. 


As an example, several items in the Navigation Discipline Report in the EIS merit
 mention.  The data collected in evaluating the impact of increased bridge closures for
 the St. Lucie River Bridge was collected only over a two week period in the month of
 January.  The average temperature in January is 55 degrees which is not normal
 boating weather. The data collected only boat traffic that went by the camera but
 many boats are known to go under different trestles when the train bridge is down
 even though the currents are strong and it is kind of dangerous to do so. It seems
 amazing that the Navigation of the Waters of the United States could be negatively
 affected by a lending decision based on a report that appears to have many issues.
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The Coast Guard has indicated that they are in the process of completing their own
 navigation studies for the train bridges over the New River, the Loxahatchee River
 and the St. Lucie River. Based on these reports and input from the public and
 commercial maritime interests, the Coast Guard will begin a rule-making process that
 will result in baseline regulation that will govern the opening and closing of the three
 bridges.  According to the Coast Guard, this process could take almost a year.  I
 don't believe that the loan committee for the FRA RRIF loan program can make a
 reasoned decision as to the repayment ability of the project if they don't even know
 what constraints these yet-to-be determined baseline regulations will put on the
 number of trains that FEC and AAF collectively can run over these bridges.
 Projection based lending is the riskiest type of lending and lending on a project
 where there are unknown constraints that could negatively affect the primary source
 of repayment would seem not to be the type of project where the FRA should
 be willing to risk $1.8M of taxpayer money.  AAF seems to acknowledge the issue on
 page 25 of their bond offering document for the Southern Corridor. In that document,
 they wrote that "shared use of the corridor with FEC's freight operations could have
 an adverse affect on our ability to run our railway efficiently". They then further state "
 the reliability of our passenger service could be affected negatively by FRC growing
 freight operations faster than anticipated" and "in the even of a conflict or dispute in
 the use of the corridor with FEC, AAF may not choose to enforce their rights in the
 same manner as they would with an unaffiliated third party" .  It seems that what they
 are saying is that the repayment ability for the bonds could be negatively affected by
 increased freight traffic (or perhaps lower traffic related to the new Coast Guard
 regulations affecting bridge closures).


All in all, I do not believe that All Aboard Florida has demonstrated sufficient
 repayment ability at such a level that a $1.8M FRA RRIF loan should be approved.
 Loans are made to be repaid. The risk profile presented by this project clearly
 indicates that they do not qualify for this type of financing.
 
 








From: Deedee Lamm
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: The Train
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 2:36:05 PM


I now live in St Lucie West. Previously we lived in Vero Beach where we still work and regularly see friends and
 family. We shop and dine in Stuart quite frequently.
This train will negatively effect most all of the East Coast north of Palm Beach. It will crowd major city
 intersections, it will slow emergency vehicles and it will not offer any positive influx for the Treasure Coast.
In short we don't want it or need it.


Deedee Lamm
353 NW Shoreline Circle
St Lucie West, FL 34986


Sent from my iPhone


Deedee
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From: Patience Cohn
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: MIASF Member comment to DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:15:23 PM
Attachments: doc00318120141203170826.pdf


Please find attached comments from the Marine Industries Association of South Florida members recorded by a
 court reporter.


Patience Cohn
Marine Industries Association of South Florida
2312 South Andrews Avenue
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33316
Phone: 954-524-2733
Direct: 954-318-1478
Cell: 954-826-8359
Owners of the Fort Lauderdale International Boat Show
www.miasf.org
><((((º>`·.¸¸.·´¯`·.¸¸><((((º>¸. ·´¯`·.¸.¸¸><((((º> ,
.·´¯`·..><((((º>`·.¸¸.·´¯`·..¸><((((º>¸. ·´¯``·.¸.¸¸><((((º>
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From: STACY SULLIVAN
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Opposition to using FEC railroad tracks for All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:04:21 AM


I am writing to voice my opposition of the All Aboard Florida high speed train system.  Although I
 think it has merit as a mode of transportation I do think that using the FEC tracks is highly
 insensitive and dangerous for several reasons the greatest being it's impact on the environment. 
 Using the railroad tracks further west may be a better option.  The waterways along the coast that
 the trains would be affecting are already endangered and all of this additional traffic will be
 devastating.  I do not believe the environmental effects have been duly investigated. 
Thank you for your attention to the opinion of one more taxpaying voter.
 
Sincerely,
Stacy Sullivan
Palm Beach Gardens, FL



mailto:sulliski@bellsouth.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Thom Dettloff
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; john.winkle@dot.gov
Cc: Florida NOT All Aboard
Subject: All Aboard Florida EIS Comments - damage to the chances for a viable very high speed passenger rail service
Date: Monday, November 24, 2014 8:39:16 PM


Damage to chances for a viable high speed passenger rail
I am supporter of the development of a truly viable high speed rail service along
 both coasts of the USA.   This would be electric powered trains designed and
 operated in the range of 200 to 250 mph running on special rails that would be
 safely isolated (elevated mostly) from surface traffic and animals.    This would
 be a modest step up from the 50 year old technology of the Japanese
 Shinkansen.   Such speeds would place Miami within a single hour of Orlando on
 an express basis and only slightly more than that with a 2 or 3 stops.  "Local"
 service between the 2-3 express stops would provide service to all of South
 Florida to the Orlando area.  Obviously the existing Florida East Coast rail
 right-of-way is totally unsuitable for a super-Shinkansen type of service.  
If AAF is allowed to proceed with their current plan I think the passenger
 service will surly fail as it is much too slow.  What concerns me most with the
 current plan is that it will delay by a decade or more any real attempt to make
 truly high speed rail a reality.  
AAF should be required to analyze the viability of of a serious very high speed
 passenger rail service before any public loan money is committed.  


Thomas Dettloff
2650 SE Stonebriar Way
Stuart, FL 34997
 



mailto:thomdett@gmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
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From: K KOCH
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF impact
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 9:27:37 PM


There is nothing positive for the Treasure Coast of Fl. if AAF gets its way.We are shut out and left
 with decreasing property values,disruption of traffic,interruption of maritime activity,delays of first
 responders,noise,vibration,health of our downtown areas and costs to our cities not to mention
 concern for wildlife and endangered species in Jonathon Dickenson State Park.Miami,Ft.
 Lauderdale,West Palm and Orlando are ready to sacrifice the Treasure Coast for their gain.It is a
 very sad scenario which could easily be solved by moving the project west of I-95 where the
 impact would be minimal.Please protect the Treasure coast from this disaster.
                              Regards,
                         Mr.&Mrs. Joseph Koch
                         501 Hernando Street
                         Ft. Pierce,Fl.34949



mailto:kaykoch@bellsouth.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Grant Ashcroft
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Grant Ashcroft
Subject: The all aboard florida train - Federal Administration draft - Environmental impact statement on High-Speed


 Passenger Service
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:03:38 PM


Dear Sirs,
   We would like to register our opinion, complaints and comments on the All Aboard Florida Train
 that's planning to run through the Treasure Coast of Florida.  We've lived here in Stuart for for
 over twenty five years, and consider it an absolutely great place to call home.  Through the years
 most people in Stuart have tolerated the multiple, daily FEC trains. We've come to accept the
 occasional traffic back-ups during the day and the horn, crossings and bridge noises at night. 
   Hearing about the plans for 32 high speed passenger trains blasting through Stuart, along with
 greatly increased freight train traffic simply breaks our hearts. We will receive no benefits from all
 these passenger trains. (which aren't needed, and will likely end up unprofitable.)  We'll be hurt
 even more as the planned increased number of freight trains grow longer in length. This is a
 completely terrible idea.  Everyone I speak with is very concerned with the numerous negative
 impacts this will have on the quality of life we and thousands of others enjoy here on the Treasure
 Coast.  We have very real concerns about the negative impact this train will have on real estate
 values, in addition to increased noise and air pollution.   Even more troubling are the huge
 problems it will cause with the police, fire and ambulance emergency services.  
   Allowing this high speed train to proceed as planned is simply allowing some disengaged
 Investment Company to potentially profit at the great expense of thousands and thousands of
 Florida residents living along the Treasure Coast.  Residents who have worked hard to make this
 a great place to call home, and who don't want to see their quality of life diminished.   Please
 consider reevaluating the Federal Railroad Administration draft on the environmental impact of
 the high-speed passenger rail service and look at alternatives such as running this service
 through lower density areas.   There certainly has to be a better solution.  
   Thanks for listening.
    Grant and Carol Ashcroft
   


The Ashcrofts
624 SW Saint Lucie CR  #204
Stuart FL  34994


   



mailto:thecrofts99@yahoo.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
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From: Phil Purcell
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Patience Cohn
Subject: MIASF comments - P0672
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:02:25 PM
Attachments: image002.png
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December 3, 2014
 
Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE
Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
On behalf of the Marine Industries Association of South Florida (MIASF) and its over 400
 business members, I write today to provide comments of the Association on the Federal
 Railroad Administrations recently released Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the
 All Aboard Florida rail project (https://www.fra.dot.gov/Page/P0672). 
 
As we understand it, you are seeking comments from the public on the impact of the
 proposed All Aboard Florida operations.  We are concerned directly regarding the opening
 and closure schedules of the bridges that cross three of the region’s rivers, all of which are
 heavily used regularly by vessel owners and businesses.  The three waterways affected
 are the New River in downtown Fort Lauderdale; the Loxahatchee River in Jupiter; and the
 St. Lucie River, Okeechobee Waterway, in Stuart.
 
By way of background, the Marine Industries Association of South Florida is the largest
 trade organization in the Southeast United States dedicated to promoting, protecting, and
 growing 136,465 jobs regionally in marine businesses.  Specifically, MIASF is comprised of
 over 400 business members, the majority of which have fewer than 15 employees and
 many of who are independent contractors.  The economic impact of these recreational
 marine activities produces over $11.5 billion in gross output and nearly $4.1 billion in
 wages and earnings.  These jobs relate to all the activities that support boating lifestyles
 from family cruising and fishing to yachts as well as the skilled positions that produce the
 goods and services that sustain those activities. 
 
Specifically, these jobs and economic activities drive the economic output in the South
 Florida region, principally in the tri-county area comprised of Broward, Dade, and Palm



mailto:Phil@MIASF.org
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The New River’s Current Marine Industry Economic Base. 



 
The EIS utilizes flawed methodology to assess the size of the recreational marine industry in Broward 



County.1 



 



 The EIS methods which rely solely FDOR kind code 282 (“K.C. 28”) as the single estimator of 



economic impact significantly underestimates Broward County’s marine industries direct   



economic activity. Actually, based upon Ernst & Young’s landmark economic impact survey of 



the Broward County’s marine industry, K.C. 28 represents   only about 1/3 of the total marine 



industry activity.  That study utilized a direct survey of 720 firms marine industry and concluded 



that the total economic was over $4.3 billion in 1995.3    



 



Simply applying the Consumer Price Index to the EY estimate the 2014 estimate of total 



economic impact in Broward County would be over $7.0 billion, nearly double that provided in 



the EIS. 



 Furthermore while K.C. 28   is a useful time series reflecting overall trends in the marine 



industry, it is not a fully inclusive   measure of direct   marine industry economic activity by any 



means.  For example Kind Code 83, (not included in the EIS estimates) includes marinas and 



boat storage.  The EIS misses hundreds in millions of dollars of marine industry economic 



activity as a result of this naïve oversight.  



 The most reliable current estimate utilizing the EY methods and more recent K.C.  28 data (FY 



2014); indicates an economic impact of the marine industry in Broward County of $8.8 billion.4  



The EIS utilizes flawed methodology to assess the size of the recreational 



marine industry on the New River. 



Thus the EIS begins with a seriously flawed economic output estimate as a starting point to 



allocate the portion of Broward County’s economic activity.  Further exacerbating the faulty EIS 



estimates, the EIS estimates the total  economic activity which depends upon  the New River 



using  a percentage of  on the # of slips on the New River relative to the total estimated number 



of in water slips in Broward County with which to apportion the  County’s marine industry 



economic impact (EIS p.2-5 Table 2.2-3.)  This is simplistic and totally unrealistic. 



                                                           
1 EIS Section 4.13- “ Navigation District Report” 
2 Kind Code 28 Retail sales are defined by FDOR as “Boat Dealers: Establishments primarily engaged in the retail 
sales of new and used motorboats and other watercraft, marine supplies and outboard motors”.  
3“Economic Impact of the Recreational Marine Industry – Broward County, Florida.  1995.”  Broward Economic 
Development Council 
4 “Economic Impact of the Recreational Marine Industry – Broward, Dade and Palm Beach Counties, Florida – 
2014.” October, 2014 Thomas J. Murray & Associates, Inc.   
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Using that percentage documented above (page 3-14) The EIS states:  



“The New River represents approximately 32.7% ($1,723.7 million) of the marine activity and 



economic value in Broward County, excluding port activities. This total value is comprised of 



$1,226.5 million in direct expenditures, $268.4 in indirect effects, and $228.9 million in induced 



effects. This activity supports a total of 9,028 jobs and $388.3 million in personal income (see 



Table 3.2-8).”  



To suggest that less that less than 1/3 of the local marine industry economic output is at risk in 



New River is an egregious miscalculation.  Beyond the simple number of in water boat slips 



used in the EIS as a measure of economic activity,  the New River represents singular and 



critical marine  industry infrastructure at boat yards, suppliers, marine services, etc. that 



generate much of the overall economic activity in the County.   



 Essentially all of the industry firms in the County rely upon the specialized and critical 



infrastructure on the New River to support their small businesses.  The entire marine industry 



related economic base, as well as the indirect and household sectors depending upon the 



marine industry output, are potentially impacted by any degradation in  water access to the 



New River.  



Below are three more realistic scenarios for allocating the economic activity of the New River.   



Scenario I simply uses the EIS sharing method (32.7 %  of slips) relative to a more credible 



estimate of the Broward County marine industry economic impact.  
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Scenario I.  Limited EIS estimate of the level of marine industry and overall economic activity 



potentially impacted by the NRB 



Scenario 1— Summary of Estimated Economic Impact on Marine Industry from New 
River Bridge Delays.   EIS Scenario in Direct, Indirect and Total Output Broward 



County, Florida 2014 



Sector Direct Output $ Indirect Output $ Total Output $ 



Manufacturing $297,612,840  $160,694,500  $458,307,339  



Wholesale 
Trade 



$287,490,160  $198,348,474  $485,838,634  



Retail trade $570,145,945  $507,430,000  $1,077,575,945  



Dockage $202,309,851  $139,593,906  $341,903,757  



Marine 
Services 



$314,462,920  $217,097,832  $531,560,752  



Total  $1,672,021,716  $1,223,164,712  $2,895,186,428  
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Scenario II combines a more realistic allocation of overall industry activity attributable to the 



New River access (65.4%) with the more realistic total Broward County estimate of the level 



of marine industry and overall economic activity potentially impacted by the NRB. 



Scenario 2 — Summary of Estimated Economic Impact on Marine Industry from New 
River Bridge Delays.   EIS Scenario  II in Direct, Indirect and Total Output Broward 



County, Florida 2014 



Sector Direct Output $ Indirect Output $ Total Output $ 



Manufacturing $595,225,679.23  $321,388,999.15  $916,614,678  



Wholesale 
Trade 



$574,980,319.20  $396,696,948.08  $971,677,267  



Retail trade $1,140,291,890.63  $1,014,859,999.80  $2,155,151,889  



Dockage $404,619,702.89  $279,187,812.07  $683,807,514  



Marine 
Services 



$628,925,840.78  $434,195,663.92  $1,063,121,504  



Total  $3,344,043,432.73 $2,446,329,423.02 $5,790,372,855.75 
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Finally Scenario III addresses the consensus view of the marine industry itself, that the New 



River is an essential component of Broward County’s total marine industry dependent 



economy.  



Scenario III Comprehensive estimate of the level of marine industry and overall economic 



activity potentially impacted by the NRB 



Scenario 1— Summary of Estimated Economic Impact on Marine Industry from New 
River Bridge Delays.   MIA  Scenario in Direct, Indirect and Total Output Broward 



County, Florida 2014 



Sector Direct Output $ Indirect Output $ Total Output $ 



Manufacturing $910,131,008  491,420,488 $1,401,551,496  



Wholesale 
Trade 



$879,174,800  606,570,257 $1,485,745,057  



Retail trade $1,743,565,582  1,551,773,700 $3,295,339,281  



Dockage $618,684,561  426,892,679 $1,045,577,240  



Marine 
Services 



$961,660,307  663,907,743 $1,625,568,050  



Total  $5,113,216,258  $3,740,564,867  $8,853,781,125  
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Outlook for New River Based Yacht Repair, Maintenance and Fabrication 



As seen below there has been enormous growth in the fleet of larger (mega) yachts of over 80’ 



in length for the past two decades.  The accrual of this large fleet of relatively new builds has 



immense near term economic implications for the New River marine industry.   The New River 



industry is the world’s leading hub for large yacht service and repair.  Just in the past 10 years 



over 8,000 mega yachts have joined the fleet.  A large percentage of those come to the New 



River for annual maintenance and repair as well as major refitting every 3-4 year.  (1) 



 



New River boatyards are the main component and recipient of the direct impacts of the 



yacht activity outlined above.  Interviews with boatyards directly involved in maintaining, and 



refitting vessels of the mega yacht category were conducted to gain descriptive and 



financial information for use in the impact modeling.5   



                                                           
5 Generally the boatyards capable of handling vessels of 80’ or greater in length are classified as either Standard 
Industrial Classification (SIC) #3732 “Boat Building and Repairing”, or (SIC) # 3731 “Ship Building”.  In general, the 
former classification applies to recreational boats of relatively small size and the latter includes firms primarily 
engaged in large commercial vessels such as cargo vessels, tankers, ships, etc.; yachts, either for commercial or 
recreational use, are also included in this sector. 
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The boatyard  firms in Broward County which have the dockage and lift capacities (90 tons 



or over) to handle mega yachts rely totally on the New River access .for the provision of in 



water and haul out yacht services. 



TABLE 2 illustrates the general levels of activity for the largest boatyards that have the 



capacity to complete mega-yacht repair and maintenance work.   



 



 Table 2.  Total Number of Mega Yachts Serviced  
Annually on the New River 



1,400 



Total Value Of Work Completed  $219.8 Million 



Average Expenditure Per Vessel $157,000 



Average FTE  generated per  service 1.96 



Economic Impact generated per service $308,000 



Average Employments Generated per  yacht service 
(FTE) 



 
4.0 



 



Typically the boatyard expenditures are of two types: 



 Annual haul-out and routine maintenance. 



 Periodic vessel haul-out and complete painting and overhaul. 



Significantly adding to the boatyard’s mega yacht activity, every three to four years mega 



yachts are hauled and completely repainted.  The cost to haul vessels clearly varies with 



size.  For instance one 150 foot vessel was being hauled and painted during an interview 



with an estimated cost of $200,000.  Additionally, the vessel’s engines were to be 



overhauled, at a cost of approximately $150,000.  While in this process at the boatyard, 



additional central air-conditioning, electrical generator, hydraulic pump and miscellaneous 



refurbishing were also being conducted.  Such related projects added approximately 



another $200,000 to the mega yacht project’s cost.   



Interior refurbishment on such vessels often cost from $200,000 to in excess of $1,000,000.  



A typical 12-week job at a boatyard in the region could cost $2 million - $3 million for a 



vessel requiring major work.6 



Many of those interviewed pointed out the expense also for “bright work” and “rigging”.  



Interior decorating and refitting can be quite significant particularly with vessels involved in 



charter markets.  Such major overhauls conducted regularly, i.e. every 3-4 years over the 



life of a yacht, can take anywhere from a few months to a calendar year.  Anecdotes around 



the region’s boatyards were sufficiently numerous to support the overall expenditures 



                                                           
6 Ibid. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. 
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concluded here.  There were a number of $2-3 million overhauls in various stages of 



completion at Tri-County boatyards at the time of this fieldwork. 



As variable as the annual expenditures for “fixed” maintenance are to project universally, 



the operational expenditures of mega yachts also vary greatly.  Perhaps the one “constant” 



in the ownership and operation of a mega yacht is continuation of the maintenance, repair 



and refitting expenditures associated with the vessel, irrespective of its use. 7 



 



Boatyards indicated that 61% of their business was “routine maintenance,” and the balance 



major refits or overhauls.  54% of the routine maintenance jobs were conducted on U.S. 



based yachts and 46% non-U.S. based.  On major overhauls and refits 43% were U.S. 



yachts and 57% were foreign based mega yachts.  Of those receiving service an estimated 



51% were involved in chartering (56% of the U.S. yachts and 46% of the foreign). 



 



 



                                                           
7 In addition to hull and machinery upgrades, major refurbishments on mega yachts typically include such things as 
deck refurbishments, replacement of galley appliances, electronics, and air conditioning systems; rebuilding pumps 
and fuel transfer systems, often installing larger tenders and davits; dismantling, redesigning, and replacing all 
interior spaces from master suite to crew quarters, etc.  For a well detailed account of such refurbishments see 
ShowBoats International Volume XV Number II, May 1997: “Feadship’s 142’ Cakewalk is Reborn in Florida”. 
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World’s growing mega yacht sector.  



 On average, the boatyard and marina expenditures amount to over 1/3 of the overall cost of 



operating a mega yacht that rely on Broward County for operational, maintenance and repair 



support. 



 The Tri-County industry provided repairs and maintenance to an estimated 1,400 of the 1,500 



mega yachts in the Tri-County region. 



 Forty-six percent (46%) of Tri-County boatyards routine maintenance projects are from non-



U.S. based vessels.  Over ½ of major overhaul projects were completed on foreign yachts at 



local boatyards.  



 Each of the 1,400 mega yachts serviced by Tri-County boatyards in supported 5 full-time 



personnel per vessel at area boatyards and related provisioning and service industry, 



supporting an estimated 7,300 jobs. 



 Eighty-five percent (85%) of Tri-County mega yacht service yards feel that the overall level 



of demand in their business is increasing.  
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Economic Impacts Compared to What? 



The economic impacts projected by the All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project are estimated 



by the Washington Economics Group (“WEG”) under contract with All Aboard Florida (2).  The impacts 



are estimated for rail construction, rail operations, Transit Oriented Development (TOD) construction 



and operations.  The TOD estimates are entirely speculative “This includes the TOD Construction and 



TOD Operations of offices, residences, retail establishments and hotels in close proximity to AAF’s 



stations. These activities will take place adjacent to three “hubs” located in the counties of Miami-



Dade, Broward and Palm Beach.” (p. 22 WEG) 



The estimates for the long term economic impact of the construction and operations of the new rail 



line, as well as the speculative long term (“TOD”) construction and operations, pale when compared 



to the ongoing documented economic impact of the marine industry.   The figures below reflect this 



overwhelming disparity.   Even  when using the proponent All Aboard Florida estimates of the long 



term impacts of the rail development (which encompass eight  counties) ,expected  economic 



impacts  will  never even  approach the annual impact of the marine industry in  Broward County 



alone.   



For example when just looking at just  Broward County employment growth resulting from the rail 



and eventual TOD construction and operations the WEG estimates a total of  860  jobs will be 



generated including direct and induced employment multipliers.   
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8 Source: WEG and Murray & Associates 2014. 
9 ibid 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY  



The recreational boating industry is a significant sector of Florida’s economy. Manufacturing, retailing, 



and service sectors comprising the industry have added significantly as the State’s resident and tourist 



populations increased. This study is an update of earlier efforts to quantify the economic significance 



of the recreational marine and boating industry in Broward, Dade and Palm Beach Counties ("Tri-



County") and Florida as a whole, based upon indicators of change within the industry.   



This update describes the trends in ownership and operation of recreational boats, and further 



estimates retail sales, employment, and industry output associated with the retail sale of new and used 



motorboats, supplies, and outboard motors by Florida's marine industry. 



Key Findings: 



Over the past four years between fiscal year2 2010 and 2014 a consistent turn-around in the marine 



industry has occurred throughout the State and Tri-County areas.  The overall increase in marine 



related sales in Broward County was 21.9%, Dade 30.5%, and Palm Beach 101.2% over the period.  



Taken as a region the Tri-County marine industry sales grew an estimated 36.3% between 2010 and 



2014.  Statewide, gross marine sales grew by 31.3%.   



During the most recently completed fiscal year (2014), Broward County contributed nearly $1.5 billion 



in sales for this sector, Dade County contributed $332,397,708, and Palm Beach County reported 



$586,317,556. 



Combined as a region, the Tri-county area represented 51% ($2.383 billion) of Florida’s gross marine 



sales during the 2014 fiscal year.  For fiscal year 2014, gross retail sales of boat and motor products 



equaled $4.675 billion statewide – an increase of 31.3% since 2010. 



                                                 
1 Marine Industries Association of South Florida, 2312 South Andrews Avenue, Fort Lauderdale, Florida 



33316.  www.miasf.org 
2 Florida’s Fiscal Year begins July 1st and ends June 30th.  Thus the changes noted since the last Tri-



County economic study cover a period including July, 2010 through June, 2014. 





file:///F:/Owner/My%20Documents/CORPORATE/miasf%202005%20update/www.miasf.org
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Figure 1:  Gross Sales $ (Kind Code 28) State of Florida and Tri-
County Fiscal Years 2005-2014
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For FY 2014, the overall economic impact of the marine industry for the Tri-county area was as 
follows: 



Broward County’s marine industry had an estimated economic impact of $8.8 billion in gross output 



– an increase of $1.4 billion from $7.4 billion in 2010; including $3.7 billion in wages and earnings, up 



from $2.6 billion in 2010, and over 100,000 associated jobs compared to 92,000 in 2010. 



 



TABLE I: Summary of Estimated Economic Impact of Marine Industry  



Total Employment, Total Earnings, and Total Output 



Broward County, Florida 2014 



Sector Total Employment (Jobs) Total Earnings ($) Total Output ($) 



Manufacturing 22,331 $340,048,516  $1,401,551,496  



Wholesale Trade 18,408 $566,076,914  $1,485,745,057  



Retail Trade 34,805 $1,350,739,417  $3,295,339,281  



Dockage 11,085 $324,660,945  $1,045,577,240  



Marine Services 23,841 $505,289,118  $1,625,568,050  



Total Marine Industry 110,470  $3,086,814,911  $8,853,781,124  



Source: (1), (4), (6), (11) 



 



Dade County's marine industry had an estimated economic impact of $768.0 million in gross output 



– an increase of $228.0 million from $540.9 million in 2010; including $278.2 million in wages and 



earnings, up from $195.9 million in 2010, and an associated 7,776 jobs compared to 5,476 in 2010.  



 



TABLE II: Summary of Estimated Economic Impact of Marine Industry 



Total Employment, Total Earnings, and Total Output 



Dade County, Florida 2014 



Sector Total Employment (Jobs) Total Earnings ($) Total Output ($) 



Manufacturing 1,392 $49,802,095 $137,506,804  



Wholesale Trade 1,338 $47,854,528 $132,129,443  



Retail Trade 2,644 $94,596,159 $261,186,110  



Dockage 941 $33,665,104 $92,951,527  



Marine Services 1,462 $52,306,112 $144,420,554  



Total Marine Industry 7,776 $278,223,998 $768,194,441 



Source: (4), (6), (11) 
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Palm Beach County's marine industry had an estimated impact of $1.883 billion in gross output – an 



increase of $960.0 million from $.923 billion in 2010; including $682.1 million in wages and earnings 



compared to $334.4 million in 2010, and an associated 18,220 jobs compared to 8,931 in 2010.  



 



TABLE III: Summary of Estimated Economic Impact of Marine Industry 



Total Employment, Total Earnings, and Total Output 



Palm Beach County, Florida 2014 



Sector Total Employment (Jobs) Total Earnings ($) Total Output ($) 



Manufacturing 1,700 $63,675,704.53  $175,812,736  



Wholesale Trade 3,500 $131,030,380.87  $361,783,350  



Retail Trade 5,432 $203,379,455.66  $561,543,820  



Dockage 1,948 $72,943,942.75  $201,402,940  



Marine Services 5,640 $211,147,535.19  $582,991,991  



Total Marine Industry 18,220  $682,177,019  $1,883,534,841  



Source: (4), (6), (7), (11) 



 



The Tri-county marine industry had an estimated economic impact of $11.5 billion in gross output – 



an increase of $2.6 billion from $8.9 billion in 2010; including $4.0 billion in wages and earnings, up 



from $3.0 billion in 2010, and an associated 136,000 jobs generated compared to 107,000 in 2010.  



 



TABLE IV: Summary of Estimated Economic Impact of Marine Industry 



Total Employment, Total Earnings, and Total Output 



Tri-County, Florida 2014 



Sector Total Employment (Jobs) Total Earnings ($) Total Output ($) 



Manufacturing 26,189  465,605,903  1,758,294,079  



Wholesale Trade 23,061  673,721,960  1,962,610,375  



Retail Trade 42,979  1,721,204,972  4,171,439,095  



Dockage 13,912  439,482,658  1,347,440,867  



Marine Services 30,325  747,200,435  2,265,725,991  



Total Marine Industry 136,465 4,047,215,928 $11,505,510,406 



Source: (4), (6), (7), (11)  



 












 Beach counties.  The marine industry is the backbone of the South Florida economy and,
 further, the recreational marine industry is a significant sector of Florida’s economy.  In
 particular, 75% of South Florida’s recreational vessel repair facilities are upstream from the
 bridges used by rail. 
 
In 2010 MIASF commissioned an economic impact study that confirmed that the
 manufacturing, wholesale trade, retailing, dockage, and service sectors comprising this
 industry are economically significant particularly as Florida’s resident and tourist population
 increased.  The size of the recreational marine industry is matched by the depth and
 diversity of its businesses and supporting jobs.  A recent update of that study published in
 October 2014 not only confirmed the significance of the industry to the economy, but also
 has shown a significant increase in that significance.  The entire study commissioned is
 attached for your review and use when considering changes to the bridge regulations .  We
 are available should you want further discussion and we also will make the author who
 prepared this study available to you.
 
Needless to say changes in bridge closures from current practice will directly affect the
 users of the waterways by making the channels under each bridge less available for vessel
 traffic.  In a recent meeting between All Aboard Florida representatives and the
 membership of MIASF, the representatives flatly said they could not operate the proposed
 train schedule with the current bridge closure schedule.  In essence the new operational
 schedule of the All Aboard Florida train will change the bridge operations by increasing the
 number of closures of the bridges and, consequently, the increased of the number of
 closures will result in a decrease in the time that a bridge will be open for this important
 industry. 
 
Thus, the Association is concerned that the waterways on which our membership and their
 customers rely will be less available to the detriment of this vital and growing industry.  In
 addition, the Association is concerned that additional closures may result in bridge
 malfunctions that would result in extended closures and business disruption.  Finally, train
 schedule or operational disruptions may further make changes to the planned closures in
 an unpredictable manner. 
 
These factors can only be detrimental to the economics of our industry.
 
The above background gives you a snapshot of the economic importance of the marine
 industry in the South Florida area affected by the All Aboard Florida proposed operations. 
 There is a reason why South Florida is called the yachting capital of the world.  The marine
 industry is the backbone of the South Florida economy.  We believe that the Draft EIS
 exhibits a complete misunderstanding of what the marine industry is and dramatically
 understated and misrepresented the impact of the proposed train operations on the
 economics and use of the waterways. In short, the Draft EIS completely understates the
 economic importance of the industry and as a result the economic impact the All Aboard
 Florida train operations will have on it.  Further, we note a complete failure to consult
 marine industry in preparing the DEIS, which may explain the deficiencies in the Draft EIS.
 
Consequently we are taking the opportunity to submit these detailed comments.  The Draft
 EIS uses flawed economic measures and employment metrics.  There is little if any
 recognition of the multiplier effects (real estate, businesses, etc.).  Additionally, the Draft
 EIS fails to take into account the substantial and continuing dredging investments that







 federal, state, and local authorities have made to facilitate this industry. Attached is a detail
 review for consideration.
 
For this reason, the Association commissioned a study of the economic importance of the
 industry.  We urge you to review the entire study prior to preparing the final EIS on this
 project.  As noted, we are available should you want further discussion and we will make
 the author who prepared this study available to you. 
 
We have already briefly described the impact of the new AAF service on bridge closures. 
 The number of closures will increase.  The total time of closures will increase.  Beyond
 these obvious facts, we wanted to outline the specific concerns of the industry regarding
 the affect of the increased rail traffic on our industry.
 


1.  Increased closure time.  We understood the goal was to keep the bridges in the open
 position a minimum of 40 minutes per hour.  But the train schedule may keep it open
 only 30 minutes.  Wait times and related costs associated with a change in openings
 will result.  Further, peak vessel travel times on holidays and major public events will
 be seriously affected.


2.  Unsafe disruption of vessel traffic.  The ability to moor a vessel to wait for a bridge
 closure with the strong currents in the waterways may create an increased unsafe
 condition with any increase in closures.  The size of many vessels and configuration
 of the navigable channel contributes to the need for predictability of the use of the
 waterways.  A plan to develop communications with first responders and emergency
 personnel is also seriously lacking.


3.  Incompatibility with tide changes.  Currently vessel traffic depends on favorable tides
 to navigate the rivers to locations upstream for mooring or for maintenance, repair, or
 refitting.  The size of a vessel often requires certain sea conditions be present. 
 Missing a favorable tide will cause delays and disrupt scheduling of these activities.
 This may discourage potential customers from using the facilities upstream of the
 bridges.


4.  Bridge failures and time of bridge repair.  The inability to repair a bridge that is
 inoperable in the closed position in a timely manner would shut down traffic on the
 waterways altogether.  A substantial portion of the vessels that use the waterways
 would be affected and the businesses that are dependent on the ability of vessels to
 navigate the waterway would suffer as a result.  Both vessels and businesses would
 find themselves stranded upstream should a bridge become inoperable.


5.  Unpredictable train schedule changes and resultant disruption to bridge closure
 schedule.  Any variation in the train schedule for any reason would create
 uncertainty in bridge operations and has an impact on waterways use.  Random or
 unpredictable duration of closures leads to disruption availability of the waterways
 and to a real threat of an unsafe condition for navigation.  Future projections for
 increased rail traffic (corridor capacity) would further degrade the navigability of the
 waterways.


 
We believe the Draft EIS has not adequately addressed alternatives that could obviate the
 effects of the proposed train operations.  If raised bridges were constructed, there would
 be no closures to hamper the vessel traffic on the affected waterways.  As a result the







 growing and significant marine industry would be able to continue to be the growing and
 flourishing economic engine of the South Florida region that it has become without a threat
 to the increasing number of jobs and economic activity that the industry fosters.
 
We question whether adequate consideration has been given to alternative routes to
 minimize impact on the waterways.  We believe it may be feasible to shift the freight traffic
 to routes west of the affected navigable waters and urban areas.  Additionally, the Draft
 EIS does not adequately address the corridor capacity issues.  The current proposal
 results in more bridge closure time and thus denying availability of the waterway for use. 
 The operation of the train in the proposed manner will become an unreasonable
 obstruction to navigation.  The preexisting and established businesses with suffer and use
 by vessel owners will become untenable.  Future increase in train traffic will only make this
 worse.  All Aboard Florida is only a passenger train operation.  Thus we believe that future
 increases in freight operations must also be considered and addressed now. 
 
Having stated this we believe appropriate mitigation measures may obviate the impact that
 the train schedule could have.  We have assembled the following mitigation measures to
 address industry concerns and to improve operations at the New River Bridge,
 Loxahatchee River Bridge, and St. Lucie River Bridge.  Mitigation measures may minimize
 the impact that the train schedule could have.  Those offered by All Aboard Florida are
 minimal and need to be expanded.  Mitigation measures (including some of which have
 been suggested by AAF) should include:


1.  Add a tender at the New River Bridge to allow better communication with commercial
 and other vessels.


2.  Develop a set schedule for the closures of the bridge for passenger rail service so
 that the bridges are closed for a minimum of 12 minutes for each closure and open
 for a minimum of a total of 40 minutes each hour.


3.  Provide public access to the bridge closure schedules in an internet-accessible
 format, including a compatible smart phone application that is maintained by AAF.


4.  Post schedules for each bridge on the AAF website and/or the USCG website. This
 will allow the boating community to plan their trips to avoid wait times and related
 costs associated with the Proposed Action.


5.  Implement an adequate notification by sign, signal, and horn at each bridge location
 with countdowns to indicate the times at which the bridge will begin to close and
 open.


6.  Develop emergency plans that incorporate hurricane and other response plans and
 formal contact with law enforcement, first responders, and emergency personnel at
 all times to ensure that roadways are not blocked by train operations to provide for
 their access.


7.  Develop coordination plans between AAF and local authorities during peak vessel
 travel times on holidays and major public events.


8.  Develop coordination plans between AAF and the USCG to promote communication
 with the commercial and recreational boating communities.


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


10.  Publish bridge closure schedule to be readily available for waterway users (internet,
 notice to mariners, etc.).







11.  Fund a bridge tender with ability to communicate with waterway users.
12.  Prompt notification of bridge closure schedule changes.
13.  Install signal and PTC upgrades as well as an obligation to make future best available


 technology improvements to ensure optimum train operations.
14.  Install a 21' draw bridge to accommodate potential future commuter traffic
15.  Penalties for unscheduled bridge closures caused by AAF shall be established


 assessed on a daily basis and a graduated scale related to frequency of infractions,
 and adjusted for inflation.  Closures in excess of the minimum shall be considered an
 unscheduled closure. 


16.  Stockpile spare parts to facilitate prompt repairs in the case of a bridge failure.
17.  Establish a fund to provide compensation for interruptions to waterway use, e.g. in


 the case of bridge failure.
18.  Establish and fund a citizens’ advisory committee as a watchdog to oversee train


 operations and make recommendations to public officials.
19.  Provide adequate and safe mooring for vessels forced to wait in the event of an


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


 waterway in the case of sudden or disruptive bridge closures.
21.  Determine future corridor capacity needs to evaluate potential impacts.
22.  Publish a periodic report on bridge closures and impact on waterways use, including


 projections on corridor capacity, and a database that is maintained on operations
 derived from monitoring operations.


 
These mitigation measures presuppose that alternatives are not pursued.  Pursuing
 alternatives however may alleviate or eliminate the need for some of these specific
 measures.  The EIS should therefore carefully examine and address the alternatives
 available to the train.  The requirement to raise the elevation of bridges should be
 examined.  If raised sufficiently high, the waterways would not be impacted.  In addition,
 the alternative of moving rail traffic to the west on alternative routes should also be
 carefully examined.  Needless to say, if rail traffic can be rerouted to the west of the
 affected areas of the currently proposed operations, the need for mitigation is a very
 different proposition.  The number of closures would be reduced and thus the impact on
 the waterways and the businesses and vessels that depend on them is diminished.  Thus
 the mitigation measures could be scaled accordingly to meet the new circumstances.  The
 use of the waterways is essential and integral to the marine industry and there is no
 alternative for it.  The final EIS should explicitly recognize this.
 
Barring the pursuit of an alternative, all of the mitigation measures must be implemented so
 that the proposed train operations will minimize the negative impacts on the marine
 industry.  These are based on the proposed train traffic for passenger, freight, and local
 train traffic patterns.  No future expansion of the rail operations can be made without public
 review of any future plans and corresponding adjustment of mitigation measures.  We urge
 the Federal Railroad Administration to consider these measures and comments for
 inclusion in the final EIS.  
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide the marine industry comments on the impacts of
 the proposed train operations on the vessel traffic dependent on the waterways affected. 
 Please let me know if you have any questions or need further information. 







 
Sincerely,
 


 
 
Phil Purcell
Executive Director
 
 
 
Marine Industries Association of South Florida
2312 South Andrews Avenue
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33316
Phone: 954-524-2733
 
 
 








From: James Anaston-Karas
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; john.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: Outline of Comments/Objections to All Aboard Florida DEIS
Date: Thursday, November 6, 2014 1:09:44 PM
Attachments: image002.png


FRA transmittal Final.pdf
DEIS public information meeting 10-28-14.pdf


Importance: High


Return Receipt Requested
 
Mr. John Winkle
Florida Railroad Administration
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
Please find attached comments submitted on behalf of a coalition of concerned and affected
 parties. 
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Anaston-Karas
Planning, Facilitation & Advocacy 
6014 SW Mapp Road, Palm City, FL 34990  USA
jeakaras@gmail.com     772.341.0524    Skype:  james.anaston.karas


 
Attachments (2)
c:  See circulation list
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832 NE 26
th



 Street, Wilton Manors, FL  33305  Phone: (954) 730-7707  Fax: (954) 730-7717 
 



VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL (return receipt requested) 
November 5, 2014  
 
AAF_Comments@vhb.com 
john.winkle@dot.gov 
  
Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC   20590 
  
RE:  Comments on the All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f) 
Evaluation 
  
Dear Mr. Winkle: 
 
On behalf of a Coalition of Concerned Ft. Lauderdale Area Property Owners, Boaters, and Marine 
Industry Businesses (directly affected properties- nearly 3,900 acres of land), the attached 
comments are submitted in response to FRA’s public information session in Ft. Lauderdale on 
October 28, 2014.  As stated in the conclusion, we will explain in our comprehensive comments 
to be submitted before the December 3, 2014 deadline that the DEIS is flawed.    
 
These comments were also presented to your stenographer for inclusion into the official record. 
Kindly confirm receipt of this communication.  If no receipt is received, we will call to ensure 
receipt. 
 
If you have questions, please contact:  
 



 
DEIS Consulting Team, Susan Engle or Jim Anaston-Karas  
c/o EnviroCare Solutions International, Inc. 
832 NE 26th Street, Wilton Manors, FL 33305 
954.730.7707                
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October 28, 2014 Public Information Meeting 



Ft. Lauderdale, FL 



Coalition of Concerned Ft. Lauderdale Area Property Owners, Boaters, and Marine Industry Businesses  
1 











1. Major increase in passenger, commuter, and freight rail operations severely 
impacting navigation without adequate required mitigation measures. 



 



2. Dismissal that marine navigation by law has Right of Way with no other 
options than navigation channels, whereas  rail and road traffic can be 
diverted.  



 



3. Disavowal of the cumulative impact of other rail operations (FEC and CSX) 
including future freight (from seaport cargo increases) and commuter rail 
(Tri-Rail) which is actively supported by other public agencies.  



 



4. Understated marine vessel traffic volume and lack of detail about the vessel 
characteristics (size most important) and multiple sectors (residential, 
pleasure, commercial, industrial).  
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5. Understated marine vessel traffic volume for public safety/law enforcement 
and in emergency conditions (including storms).     
 



6. Viable rail and bridge regulatory and engineering options for passenger, 
commuter and freight rail.  
 



7. Vagueness of mitigation measures dealing with peak time, holiday, special 
events operation. 
 



8. Directly impacted/devalued properties (more than 3,700 residential, 
marine commercial & industrial parcels on nearly 3,900 acres with taxable 
value exceeding $1 billion). 
 



9. Omission of property devaluation. 
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10. Understated marine business value and potential economic damage- lost 
jobs and commerce, including from the annual international boat show.  



 



11. Contradiction of economic development policy adopted by state, regional 
and multiple local governments (Ft. Lauderdale, Dania Beach, Davie, and 
Broward County) promoting our marine based economy in multiple plans.  



 



12. Lack of consideration of impact on the adopted Broward County Manatee 
Protection Plan.  
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The DEIS is flawed.  The proposed mitigation for All Aboard 
Florida  does not adequately minimize negative impacts to 
conservation of species (namely Manatee), nor protect a wide 
range of business and property owner interests. 



   



 



 



How will we remain  “the Venice of the Americas” if our 
marine amenities which drive jobs, property value, and 
quality of life are compromised?  
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DEIS Consulting Team 
c/o EnviroCare Solutions International, Inc.  



832 NE 26th Street, Wilton Manors, FL  33305  
954.730.7707 



Coalition of Concerned Ft. Lauderdale Area Property Owners, Boaters, and Marine Industry Businesses.  
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From: Thom Dettloff
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; john.winkle@dot.gov
Cc: Florida NOT All Aboard
Subject: All Aboard Florida EIS Comments - need for pedestrian, bicycle and emergency evacuation facilities not addressed
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:29:48 AM


Paved trail along side the rail (Rail with Trail)


The DEIS did not address the needed bicycle and pedestrian paved trail facility that has
 been suggested for the rail corridor from Ft. Pierce to Hobe Sound.  Such a facility could
 provide a much needed bicycle and pedestrian facility as well as providing both
 maintenance and emergency evacuation route for the rail operations.  I support the Rails-
to-Trails Conservancy document on this topic as found at:
 http://support.railstotrails.org/site/DocServer/AAF_RWT_Fact_Sheet_The_Basics.pdf?
docID=1781


Please address this in the next version of the Environmental Impact Statement as there
 is a need for something good to come from what is now all bad for the Treasure Coast
 region.  


Thomas Dettloff
2650 SE Stonebriar Way
Stuart, FL 34997



mailto:thomdett@gmail.com
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From: Ruth Conrad
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF in the Treasure Coast
Date: Saturday, October 25, 2014 7:36:16 AM


I am a homeowner in Jensen Beach near Dixie Hwy/707 and the railroad tracks.  Everyone in
 my neighborhood and everyone I meet at the grocery store, at work, at the mall or any
 business establishment in Jensen Beach or Stuart is against this devastating train coming
 though our town and our neighborhoods 32 times a day.  It is nothing short of a nightmare for
 all of us.
This cannot happen.  This train needs to be moved out west by the interstate where it does not
 destroy small towns and neighborhoods.  


Thank You,
Harriet Conrad



mailto:ruthconrad1@gmail.com
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From: Lili Lavon
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 10:37:43 AM


If the train does not stop there is no long term benefit to the residences of where the train goes
 through. It Will adversely affect businesses and residences for sure, so we should be able to
 benefit from it as well. Anyone that claims that there will be no negative effects from this is
 simply lying



mailto:lililavon@gmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Richard Baker
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: David Cox
Subject: PIAS Comment on AAF12-2-14
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:22:58 PM
Attachments: PIASCommentonAAF12-2-14.docx


Mr. Winkle,


Please see my attached letter.  The original has been mailed.


Richard Baker



mailto:rhba@bellsouth.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

mailto:dlc@davidcoxconsulting.com
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December 3, 2014





			Mr. John Winkle, 





			Federal Railroad Administration, 





			1200 New Jersey Avenue, 





			SE Room W38-311, 





			Washington, DC 20590 





			AAF_comments@vhb.com 











RE:  All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f) Evaluation





Dear Mr. Winkle:





Pelican Island Audubon Society (PIAS) welcomes the opportunity to submit comments on the Draft EIS for this proposed project.  We have reviewed the EIS and appendices and are especially concerned with issues related to the objectives of our Audubon chapter: potential impacts to wetlands and wildlife, particularly listed species and their habitats.  We believe that this Draft EIS fails to deal adequately with wetland impacts, especially those associated with the St. Johns River and Taylor Creek, and St. Sebastian River crossings.  We also note insufficiencies related to addressing potential adverse impacts to Scrub Jays, Gopher Tortoises,  and aquatic species such as Manatees.





Wetland Impacts





The north-south corridor of the All Aboard Florida route is 128.5 miles long and impacts approximately 2 acres of wetlands. This north-south portion of the route is also sandwiched between highly developed coastal residential areas, and the existing north-south alignments of Highway U.S. 1 and Interstate 95. Relatively little wetland mitigation would therefore be required for this part of the project.





The 32.5 mile long east-west corridor of the All Aboard Florida route parallels State Road 528, which is planned by DOT and the Central Florida Expressway Authority to become a “supercorridor” between Orlando and the Port Canaveral area.  This Draft EIS analyzes three options for this corridor, and they entail wetland impacts in the range of 128 to 165 acres.  Therefore, substantial mitigation would be required for the east-west portion of the project.





[bookmark: _GoBack]We concur with comments previously submitted by Audubon Florida (letter dated October 27, 2014):  “…that the Draft EIS has significantly understated the opportunity associated with the All Aboard Florida project to improve connectivity of wildlife corridors in the north/south direction crossing SR 528. The original design of this highway occurred prior to any cognizance about the importance of wildlife corridors. The “Florida Wildlife Corridor” (http://floridawildlifecorridor.org/maps/) constitutes one of the wildlife corridors crossing SR 528 and the prospective All Aboard Florida route. While the proposed design of the All Aboard Florida project will not necessarily result in a significant reduction of connectivity, properly focused mitigation measures for the wetland losses documented in the Draft EIS could substantially aid in improving connectivity. We recommend that the Final EIS assess the potential of using the mitigation requirements arising from wetland loss to re-establish better connectivity across the All Aboard Florida rail line and SR 528. The construction of additional wildlife crossings and wetland connections at numerous locations on the east-west leg of the All Aboard Florida route would be the highest value outcome for mitigation associated with the All Aboard Florida project. In addition to the All Aboard Florida Project, the reconstruction of SR 528 over time as a multi-modal “supercorridor” will provide opportunities for wildlife corridor enhancements. An integrated plan for such enhancements should be developed.” 





PIAS also joins Audubon Florida and others in noting that the AAF plan to use a series of bridges and a filled causeway to cross the St. Johns River and Taylor Creek misses an important opportunity to restore the broad and braided flow of these channels by lengthening the bridge spans and removing the filled causeways.  We believe the Final EIS should include such recommendations, perhaps as mitigation for wetland impacts.  The future reconstruction of SR 528 as a “supercorridor” could add similar long-span bridges and removal of filled causeways to further enhance the stream restoration.





Scrub Ecosystem Impacts





The north-south corridor of the proposed AAF project runs through or is adjacent to numerous public scrub conservation areas in four counties.  These scrub locations include:





Helen and Allan Cruikshank Sanctuary, Brevard County 


Jordan Scrub Sanctuary, Brevard County 


Valkaria Scrub Sanctuary, Brevard County 


North Sebastian Conservation Area, Indian River County 


Vero Beach Municipal Airport Conservation Area, Indian River County


Indrio Scrub Preserve, St. Lucie County


DJ Wilcox Preserve, St. Lucie County 


Savannahs Outdoor, St. Lucie County 


Savannahs Preserve, St. Lucie County 


Walton Scrub, St. Lucie County 


Seabranch Preserve State Park, Martin County 


Jonathan Dickenson State Park, Martin County 


Hobe Sound National Wildlife Refuge, Martin County 


 


One can reasonably expect direct and secondary impacts to scrub species, including Scrub Jays, Indigo Snakes, and Gopher Tortoises, resulting from strikes owing to the increase in speed and frequency of train sets.  Incidental take of federally protected Scrub Jays and Indigo Snakes must be avoided, and the only solution to reduce risk of such strikes discussed by the Draft EIS was to fence these portions of the corridor (https://www.fra.dot.gov/eLib/Details/L15967).  This structural approach to avoidance and minimization of adverse impacts seems unlikely to succeed, especially in the case of Scrub Jays. Rigorous assessment of potential adverse impacts to scrub species owing to noise and vibration from increased speed and frequency of rail traffic is also lacking in the Draft EIS.





We believe the final EIS must more fully assess direct, secondary, and cumulative impacts to at least these protected species, and provide credible alternatives for avoidance and minimization of adverse effects.  Isolating sections of the corridor that pass through these environmentally sensitive areas, modifying train set operation, and exploring alternate north-south alignments should all be pursued before causing irreversible harm to protected species and their habitats.





Establishing an ongoing scrub habitat mitigation fund to support augmented land management of those public scrub conservation areas adversely affected by AAF, as recommended by Audubon Florida, may be the most effective mitigation strategy available, but avoiding these impacts is far preferable.  





Manatee and Other Aquatic Species Impacts





Pelican Island Audubon Society disagrees with the Draft EIS assessment that the proposed project “may affect, but is unlikely to adversely affect” manatees.  Indeed, it can reasonably be expected that adverse impacts to manatees will result from St. Sebastian River bridge demolition/construction, as well as the increased frequency and speed of proposed AAF rail traffic.  The C-54 canal (historic West Prong of the St. Sebastian River) is a major warm water aggregation area for manatees; thus, the bridge site is in an area of high manatee use.  The Draft EIS states that during demolition and construction of the St Sebastian Bridge, siltation barriers will be used around the construction site that would not impair manatee movement.  Additional mitigation and caution should be required to allow the manatees to access warmer water in the event of cold weather.  The Final EIS should include additional provisions for avoidance and minimization of adverse impacts to manatees.  





When noise and vibration source levels from bridge construction and train operation are greater than the tolerance thresholds of aquatic organisms, there are adverse impacts to those organisms. These can be calculated and should demonstrate the distances to which those effects may extend. PIAS wonders how noise vibrations carried through water will be assessed and mitigated for in regard to potential harm to manatee, turtles and fish species within the Indian River Lagoon and its affected tributaries?  What are the levels of noise and vibration that will be carried from the bridge construction areas in the St. Sebastian River into the Indian River Lagoon?  How will AAF monitor and mitigate for cumulative exposure of manatees and fish to pile-driving noise and vibration during construction of the new bridge?  How will AAF determine if noise from the installation of piles has the potential to adversely affect fish, turtles, and manatees?  How will these source levels be compared to known thresholds?  How far will the harmful noise and vibration travel before attenuating below threshold values?  How will AAF monitor and mitigate for cumulative exposure to noise and vibration resulting from the operation of its 110 mph trains?





Conclusion





If All Aboard Florida resolves the issues outlined above, Pelican Island Audubon Society believes its proposed project will be less harmful to the environment.  But will it be beneficial to the public and the environment of the Indian River Lagoon region? We think not. 





The chief benefits will result, according to the Draft EIS, from reduction of greenhouse gas emissions that contribute to climate change and sea level rise, and avoidance or delay of highway construction projects owing to the provision of an alternative public transportation system.  It must be noted, however, that these purported benefits are speculative in nature, and depend on projections that are the source of considerable controversy.





Since the proposed AAF rail service makes no stops between Orlando and West Palm Beach, no benefits and only costs accrue to the Indian River Lagoon region (the “Space Coast” and “Treasure Coast”).  This viewpoint is shared widely throughout this region.  For example, in Indian River County not a single municipality officially supports the AAF project. Neither does the Indian River County Commission.  Even the Indian River County Chamber of Commerce opposes this project, stating that it will bring only costs and no benefits to our communities. 





Pelican Island Audubon Society shares the concerns voiced by communities along the Indian River Lagoon portion of the AAF north-south corridor, and therefore opposes the proposed high-speed rail project as it is currently planned.





Sincerely,





sd








Richard H. Baker


President
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From: Julie Zahniser
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida EIS Comments
Date: Friday, October 3, 2014 12:13:22 PM


I am writing to share my opposition to the proposed All Aboard Florida trains.    We live next
 to the track in St Lucie County and we deal with the train noise and vibrations and the
 inconvenience of traffic delays daily.   But the proposal would bring us to over 60 trains a
 day.   This would increase the nuisance to intolerable levels, deteriorating our quality of life
 and our investment in our home.   The train will similarly impact millions of other people all
 along Florida's east coast.


We would not be against the passenger trains by themselves if the freight trains were required
 to use other tracks such as the CSX tracks to the west.   It is the additional amount of trains
 that is most problematic, not the passenger nature of the trains.   But adding 32 more
 passenger trains per day as well as more freight trains will destroy the peace and life quality
 of the people who live here.


Table 1-7 of the FONSI showing the FEC Railroad Crossing Delay Estimates has incorrect
 data. This is the same table located in the EA on page 145. According to All Aboard Florida,
 there will be 32 passenger trains a day from 6 AM to 9 PM. There will be 16 that travel north
 and 16 that travel south. The 2015 opening year condition shows crossings per day as 12,
 when in fact, it will be 32 increasing the delay per day to 27.7 minutes. This increases the
 total time for freight and passenger trains to 84.4 minutes of delay. Under the maximum
 crossings per hour the chart shows one and it should be two. There will be a passenger train
 going north as well as south each hour. This increases the maximum delay per hour to 1.7
 minutes. This increases the total time for freight and passenger trains to 5.8 minutes per hour.


It is hard to fathom that our government would allow a private company to harm the public in
 this way.


Julie Zahniser
Fort Pierce, FL
Zahniser@bellsouth.net


Sent from my iPad
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From: Linda Killian
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF is detrimental to humans and animals in it"s destructive path.
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:31:23 AM


Dear Mr. Winkle,


On Nov. 18, I attended both the Vero Beach City Council and the Indian River County Commission meetings to
 hear their responses to the Federal Rail Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement. The
 consensus was that the draft environmental impact statement is flawed, inadequate and unacceptable.
I applaud our officials for plowing through 550-plus pages to arrive at this conclusion. Generally, I avoid
 books that are that long.
Given that All Aboard Florida paid for the report and thus had a connection to the consulting firm that
 conducted the study, I'm not surprised by the outcome. I compare it to a defendant being able to choose his
 own jury from among his friends.
The study concludes: "Overall impacts from the Project would be minimal." However, one of the county
 commissioners pointed out that the map at the FRA meetings didn't even include Vero Beach or Sebastian.
 What does that tell you?
It says to me that we are so "parochial" (AAF's term) that as far as they're concerned, we don't exist.
Over 100 years ago, when Henry Flagler created access to the area, population was minimal. That's not the
 case now.
Please have an UNBIASED study that is not sponsored by the company wanting to put these tracks in, for a
 true look at the major impact to human life that it will cause.


Sincerely,
Linda Killian
802 SW Keats Avenue
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From: Robert Puglisi
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 7:53:31 PM
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From: Bunnie KEEN
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Passenger Train Proposal
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:25:13 AM


Sirs:
We are writing this letter to protest the planned "Fast Train" that would run on FEC tracks through
 our city of Fort Pierce, Fl. We live in High Point of Ft. Pierce which is less than one mile west of
 the tracks. Between us and the tracks is the Savannahs which is a marshy/wet area with no trees
 growing in it. When a train travels in this area and there is a wind blowing out of the east the train
 noise is so great it sounds as though the train is running through our condo. This is true with just
 the freight trains presently running. With the proposed thirty two "fast trains" plus an increase in
 the freight traffic it will make our area unbearable due to the noise and increase in diesel exhaust
 from the number of trains.
Please do not allow this to happen that would destroy our peaceful and healthful lifestyle.
Sincerely,
 
 
Bunnie E. Keen
Shirley H. Keen
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From: realsquack
To: Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@dot.gov; Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil;


 David.Keys@noaa.gov; Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil; Allan.Nagy@faa.gov; James.Christian@dot.gov;
 Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov; Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov; John_Wrublik@fws.gov;
 Charles_Kelso@fws.gov


Subject: All Aboard Florida EIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:14:13 PM
Attachments: Jackie Trancynger EIS.docx


We need more information from you.  But in any case we oppose ALL
 ABOARD FLORIDA.
Jackie Trancynger
1993 NE Acapulco drive
Jensen Beach FL 34957
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Jackie Trancynger


1933 NE Acapulco Drive


Jensen Beach, Florida 34957





December 3, 2014





Your Environmental Impact Statement for All Aboard is a totally useless document and unacceptable to me and my neighbors in Martin County.


Consultants usually tell their employers what they want to hear.  Not only did they do that, but they did not even consider a myriad of information.  There are too many questions that have NOT been answered and data that was certainly not provided.





I will not go over all of these.  On 11/17/2014, Martin County sent you a list of 25 pieces of additional information needed.  Please read numbers 23, 24, and 25 very carefully.  They also sent you a summary of  13 recommendations for Public Benefit or Mitigation Measures to Offset Impacts, please read this as well.





It is my opinion that whatever your were charged by your consultant “you wuz robbed”, it was a terrible, sloppy, job that they did for you.  It makes me wonder if they ever traveled to the site of your proposal, and do they even know what your proposal really is about.  And I remind you, we know it has nothing to do with passenger rail…..follow the money and it leads you to FREIGHT PROFITS, FREIGHT PROFITS, FREIGHT PROFITS.  We are very intelligent here in Martin County and we can read, study and understand the issues.





In closing, I want to tell you that my husband who died in 2009, would have been dead 7 years earlier in 2002 if your abominable trains had been going through this area.  We live to the west of the Hospital and MUST cross tracks in order to get to the emergency room…the minute he arrived, he had a cardiac arrest and had to be “paddled” back to life.  He would have died in the passenger seat of my car waiting for your disgusting trains to meander  through our community.





Yours truly,





Jackie Trancynger


[bookmark: _GoBack]













From: Jane Greenwasser
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF isn"t appropriate for Stuart
Date: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 2:29:27 PM


There are a dozen reasons the planned train route is not going to work
in Martin County.
We as the population affected hope and pray the funding will NOT be
forthcoming.
The rail lines need to be further west to be functional. You are
systematically destroying our
tourist influx because folks will not visit an area constantly
experiencing waits in line for
train traffic to pass.


Henry Flagler built his train to accommodate people. You are not doing
that with the current plan.
In addition, we know too full well that we will foot the maintenance and
upkeep once set in place.
Think about the amount of freight which will be sent south to north once
the Panama Canal is
restructured.
Dr. & Mrs. Ralph Greenwasser
Stuart
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From: d fox
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 3:54:27 PM


Please - no train through Indian River, St. Lucie and Martin counties.  These areas will be ruined for no direct
 benefit.  Let the train run up the center of the state.  Leave our coast unscathed.  We already have bad RR tracks
 with holes, etc.  Someone that I know was just about killed on his motorcycle after going over these poorly
 maintained tracks.  The freight trains are bad enough.  Property values will be diminished.  fini
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From: Kathleen Taylor
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Gail Richardson
Subject: Passenger rail service along East Coast Florida
Date: Sunday, October 19, 2014 1:33:03 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle:


The reasons I am opposed to the expansion of railroad service in Vero Beach and other areas 
along our Florida Coast are as follows:
1)  Trains will block our vital east/west arteries causing delays in emergency services—both 
health and security.
2)  Trains will  further interfere with boat traffic on bridges that must be lowered to allow 
passage of trains.
3)  The freight trains we now have already cause noise, dirt, vibrations, and delays, as well as 
property devaluation.
4)  Environmental effects have yet to be evaluated by an independent party—i.e. one not hired 
by the railroad. 
5)  What Florida has to “sell” is its fabulous beaches.  Why interfere with and compromise our
 major asset.
6)  We are aware that passenger rail service has NEVER been able to function independent of 
governmental subsidies anywhere in the WORLD.  It will also not do so here. 
             When (not if) it fails, we do not wish to pay for these services.  A railway that cuts 
only 30 min off the current time between Miami and Orlando—and leaves a passenger       
“carless” in the destination city—is of no value to the bulk of potential rail passengers.
It is apparent that none of these plans is for the purpose of increasing passenger travel options, 
but rather to have expensive railway upgrades, have the passenger services go  ‘belly up”, and 
make the increased infrastructure available for lucrative freight services— all paid for by our 
taxes.  
As a public servant, I am urging you to consider the benefit of the public.  We neither want it, 
nor want to pay for it.
Please decline their request for passenger services.


Respectfully,


Kathleen E. Taylor, MD
resident of Vero Beach, Fl
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From: jtw1228
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: william_g_miller@fws.gov; jtw1228@bellsouth.net; SHeard@martin.fl.us; MTPJWP@aol.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida EIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:37:17 PM


John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration


Dear Mr. Winkle,


I am contacting you to let the Federal Railroad Administration know that if the proposed track
 straightening at S.E. Water Street in Hobe Sound, Florida is allowed to happen, it will destroy
 a Native American mound that is at the north end of the Hobe Sound National Wildlife
 Refuge. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service classifies this as a midden mound, but it may very
 well be a sacred burial mound. An archeological survey must be performed to determine
 which one it is. If it is determined to be a burial mound, the Seminole Tribe of Florida must
 be brought in for a proper ceremony.


Sincerely,
Jeff Wittmann
P.O. Box 8271
Hobe Sound, FL 33475
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From: joe kern
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF neglected the jobs that will be lost due to the effect of very limited boat access to the north and south forks


 of the Saint Lucie River, The CEIS also neglects to mention Federal Regulations 33 (bridge operations).
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:55:02 AM


Joe Kern
Palm City
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From: captjz
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 7:03:15 PM


I see no gain from a train to are area, only having to wait at intersection for the influx of train
 traffic. How will it affect the train bridge in stuart. That bridge takes a long time to raise and
 lower. Will we have trains waiting stopped in stuart. It should go way west of town or
 elevated above the turnpike or I 95


Sent on the new Sprint Network from my Samsung Galaxy S®4.
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From: Lynn Kudlack
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Passenger trains
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 11:03:17 AM


As residents of Vero Beach, my husband and I are strongly opposed to the passenger trains
 proposed to run between Orlando and Miami.There will never be enough passengers to
 support that many trains. It seems to be a highly speculative proposal that is bound to fail and
 taxpayers will be left holding the bill. It also will totally disrupt a quiet way of life without
 bringing any benefit to the local population.
The Federally supplied $1.6 billion loan to upgrade FEC's infrastructure is more likely a ploy
 to eventually bring additional freight from the Panama Canal, once the passenger trains prove
 to be unprofitable.
As the recent election clearly indicated, the voters are more than willing to remove ineffective
 career politicians and replace them with public servants who actually listen to the public. The
 residents have been quite vocal about their opposition and expect their voices to be heard.
Sincerely,
Lynn and Richard Kudlack
Vero Beach
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From: Freese, Richard A AR
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: tickndeb@comcast.net
Subject: All Aboard Florida Environmental Impact Statement Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 12:01:40 PM


Dear AAF,
 
Please mitigate the impact of your additional train operations across the St Lucie River in Stuart
 Florida by significantly reducing the time the bridge span is in the down position limiting boating
 traffic before and after the train crossing. Your current train operations have excessive bridge
 closure times, especially before the train arrives. I have personally waited in excess of 30 minutes
 between the bridge closing and the train arrival. The statements in the report that the bridge is
 closed the minimum amount is not founded in truth. Please revise your current operation of this
 bridge as well as future operations with AAF.
 
Thank You,
Rick Freese
728 SW Saint Lucie Crescent
Stuart, Florida
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From: Matt
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF of course
Date: Thursday, November 6, 2014 10:07:39 PM


I live in Port Saint Lucie. I can tell you without a doubt this idea of a commuter
 train is absurd.
We have seen all these studies and hype on how good this will be for Florida. I have
 not seen one study regarding ridership, the ticket prices, or operating costs or
 anything else that can be called a financial analysis. Aparently I am just supposed
 to take the developers and the governments word for it. It is a known fact than not
 one commuter train in the world runs at a profit. Why should this be any different?
 The taxpayers will wind up paying the difference. If you can assure me that we the
 taxpayers will not pay a dime for any part of this including backing the bonds I
 might just say ok, go for it, but as it is, no way.


Not only will this not be a money maker it will ruin many peoples real estate values
 and as a result lower real estate tax revinue and I will have to make up the
 difference. It will cost counties the cost of maintenance of RR crosings as well.


Again, no way. I hope congress will put a stop to any funding by the government
 for this project, I don't want to pay for it.


Matthew Rensen
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From: ntevero@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Tuesday, November 11, 2014 4:13:58 AM


I would like to know full environmental and sound impacts, impacts on emergency vehicles, impact on
 safety at crossings in Indian River County (specifically Sebastian).
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From: Sue Q
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@DOT.Gov
Subject: Petition and comment on AAF Environmental Impact Statement
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:44:40 PM
Attachments: AAF Petition.pdf


Dear Mr. Winkle,


We implore you to require further inquiry by a neutral third party into the environmental
 impact of the AAF passenger rail service proposed. The current impact statement is woefully
 inadequate and ignores or glosses over substantial and irreversible impacts. 


These include but are not limited to substantial navigation impact to river traffic from constant
 bridge closures, and the impact to emergency vehicles and all drivers from grade crossings
 being closed and the resulting traffic back ups 54 times a day. Air quality is cited as being
 improved but this ignores the additional hours millions of cars will spend idling at crossings.


Noise impact has focused on horns at grade crossings but ignores the non-mitigatable noise
 created by 54 trains themselves as they pass through residents' backyards, populated towns,
 businesses and recreational land along nearly the length of Florida's eastern coast. 


Wetlands and floodplains impact need to be studied and documented rather than dismissed as
 negligible, as does the impact on our wildlife and fish habitat.


And the very significant negative impact to residents and visitors all along the proposed
 north/south corridor is perhaps the most significant of all. The alternative routes were
 dismissed in the impact statement as too expensive for AAF to pursue, thus putting the true
 cost of this project squarely on the shoulders of residents in reduced quality of life, reduced
 property values, reduced tourism dollars, and the decimation of our irreplaceable coastline.


It seems deserving of much further inquiry that this project may prove to be far better suited to
 one of the three alternatives cited in the report: the CSX Corridor; an alternative that parallels
 I-95, or an alternative that parallels the Florida Turnpike.


Thank you for your time and your consideration; our names are signed on the attached
 petition.


Sincerely and gratefully,
Sue Quate
Fort Pierce, FL
772-801-5443
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From: Ron Johnson AIA
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Ron Johnson AIA
Subject: All Aboard Florida Environmental Impact Statement Review
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 9:55:40 AM
Attachments: AAF Environmental Impact Statement Response By AIIATC 141020 PDF.pdf


Dear Sir,
 
The Board of Directors of the American Institute of Architects (AIA) Treasure Coast
 has completed a review of the All Aboard Florida Environmental Impact Statement.
 Please find the ten page review attached.
 
The membership of the AIA Treasure Coast includes the architects in the Treasure
 Coast (Martin County, St. Lucie County, and Indian River County). The Treasure
 Coast Counties are located between Palm Beach County (Gold Coast) on the south
 and Brevard County (Space Coast) on the north. The Treasure Coast has 90 miles of
 coastline along the Atlantic Ocean. In addition to the ocean to the east, there are
 several barrier islands and the Indian River Lagoon which runs north from the
 Treasure Coast though Space Coast. The Indian River Lagoon is North America’s
 most diverse estuary with more than 4,300 species of plants (2,100) and animals
 (2,200), including 35 that are listed as endangered — more than any other estuary in
 North America. In the Treasure Coast there is also a high percentage of lands that
 been preserved in their natural state for future generations to enjoy. Most
 importantly, people are attracted to the Treasure Coast because of the peaceful
 small town character throughout the Treasure Coast. Many communities in the
 Treasure Coast were created before the Flagler Railroad came through. Those
 communities are still vibrant small towns today with many downtown community
 activities, events, leisure activities (fine dining etc.) and prosperous businesses.
 
We find the proposed All Aboard Florida High Speed Rail to be a major threat to the
 existing Character and Quality of Life in the communities on the Treasure Coast.
 There is no way to justify the damage that the proposed All Aboard Florida High
 Speed Rail will do to the Quality of Life in the Treasure Coast.
 
We find the All Aboard Florida (AAF) Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to be
 severely deficient and flawed. The AAF EIS must be revised to become a complete
 document addressing how AAF will affect the unique Character and Quality of Life on
 the Treasure Coast and addressing all of the issues effecting the people and
 businesses of Treasure Coast. Our attached ten page Review Comments include
 Four Major Issues followed by a detailed discussion of each major Issue.
 
The Major Issues include:
All Alternatives for High Speed Rail Must be Analyzed
The Effect on the People of the Treasure Coast Must Be Addressed
The Relationship with a National High Speed Rail Must Be Addressed
The Benefits for the Citizens of the Treasure Coast Must Be Stated
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20 October 2014  
 
Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
Room W38-31 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
 
Subject: All Aboard Florida Environment Impact Review Statement 
 
Dear Sir, 
 
The Board of Directors of the American Institute of Architects (AIA) Treasure Coast has 
completed a review of the All Aboard Florida Environmental Impact Statement. Please 
find the ten page review attached. 
 
The membership of the AIA Treasure Coast includes the architects in the Treasure 
Coast (Martin County, St. Lucie County, and Indian River County). The Treasure Coast 
Counties are located between Palm Beach County (Gold Coast) on the south and 
Brevard County (Space Coast) on the north. The Treasure Coast has 90 miles of 
coastline along the Atlantic Ocean. In addition to the ocean to the east, there are 
several barrier islands and the Indian River Lagoon which runs north from the Treasure 
Coast though Space Coast. The Indian River Lagoon is North America’s most diverse 
estuary with more than 4,300 species of plants (2,100) and animals (2,200), including 
35 that are listed as endangered — more than any other estuary in North America. In 
the Treasure Coast there is also a high percentage of lands that been preserved in their 
natural state for future generations to enjoy. Most importantly, people are attracted to 
the Treasure Coast because of the peaceful small town character throughout the 
Treasure Coast. Many communities in the Treasure Coast were created before the 
Flagler Railroad came through. Those communities are still vibrant small towns today 
with many downtown community activities, events, leisure activities (fine dining etc.) and 
prosperous businesses.  
 
We find the proposed All Aboard Florida High Speed Rail to be a major threat to the 
existing character and Quality of Life in the communities on the Treasure Coast. There 
is no way to justify the damage that the proposed All Aboard Florida High Speed Rail 
will do to the Quality of Life in the Treasure Coast.  
 
We find the All Aboard Florida (AAF) Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to be 



severely deficient and flawed. The AAF EIS must be revised to become a complete 



document addressing how AAF will affect the unique Character and Quality of Life on 



the Treasure Coast and addressing all of the issues effecting the people and 



businesses of Treasure Coast. Our attached ten page Review Comments include Four 



Major Issues followed by a detailed discussion of each major Issue. 
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The Major Issues include: 



All Alternatives for High Speed Rail Must be Analyzed 



The Effect on the People of the Treasure Coast Must Be Addressed 



The Relationship with a National High Speed Rail Must Be Addressed 



The Benefits for the Citizens of the Treasure Coast Must Be Stated 



Bottom Line:  



The All Aboard Florida (AAF) Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is severely 



deficient and flawed. The AAF EIS must be revised to become a complete all 



inclusive document which addresses the major issues and concerns of the 



people and businesses of the Treasure Coast.  



A more complete all inclusive analysis will reveal at least one alternative which 



will provide faster (220 MPH) and safer (100% Grade Separation) High Speed Rail 



from Orlando to Miami and which causes no damage to the Economy in the 



Treasure Coast and no damage to Quality of Life in the Treasure Coast. 



All of the issues cited in our attached review should be specifically addressed 



point by point. 



I invite you to travel to Florida to make a visit to the Treasure Coast. I would be happy to 
provide you a personal tour.  
 
Please feel to contact me at 305 667 2009. I would be available to meet with you at any 
time. 
 
Respectfully, 
 
 
Thomas T. Cooper AIA 
Executive Director 
American Institute of Architects Treasure Coast 
 
Copy to: 
Representative Patrick Murphy 
Columnist Richard Campbell, Scripps Treasure Coast Newspapers 
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All Aboard Florida Environmental Impact Statement 



Review Comments by AIA Treasure Coast  
 



The All Aboard Florida (AAF) Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is 



severely deficient and flawed. The AAF EIS must be revised to become a 



viable document. Review comments list Four Major Issues followed by a 



detailed discussion of each major Issue. 



Major Issues 



1. All Alternatives for High Speed Rail Must be Analyzed 



The AAF EIS must not reject alternatives due to “AAF’s Specified 



Determining Factors”. Paragraph 3.2.2.1 lists “Time of Execution” and 



“Delay Initiating Revenue Service” as Screening Factors and thereby 



eliminating the Florida Turnpike Alternative from evaluation. 



2. Effect on the People of the Treasure Coast Must Be Addressed 



The AAF EIS must address the effect of All Aboard Florida has on the 



people and businesses on the Treasure Coast. Community impact must be 



included in the EIS Analysis. People and businesses are part of the 



Environment on the Treasure Coast. People are as important as animals, 



birds and fish in the EIS Analysis. 



3. Relationship with a National High Speed Rail Must Be Addressed 



The AAF EIS must address how it relates to a National High Speed Rail 



(220 MPH) from Boston assuming the Boston to Miami High Speed Rail will 



have major express stops in New York City, Washington D.C., Charlotte, 



NC, Atlanta, Orlando and Miami.  



4. Benefits for the Citizens of the Treasure Coast Must Be Stated 



Since a very large amount of Federal monetary support is required, the 



AAF project must be considered a National project – not a local private 



business project. The AAF EIS must address how the AAF Project benefits 



all of the citizens of the United States and particularly the citizens of the 



Treasure Coast. Who benefits most from this project? 



Detailed comments on each of the Major Issues follow below: 
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1. All Alternatives For High Speed Rail Must be Analyzed 



The AAF EIS has been written as a sales tool to promote the financial plan 



AAF thinks best for their interests. The EIS should be as a mechanism to 



study and evaluate the environmental impact of different alternatives on the 



communities that host the tracks of AAF. The AAF EIS must not reject 



alternatives due to “AAF’s Specified Determining Factors”. Paragraph 



3.2.2.1, which lists; “Time of Execution” and “Delay Initiating Revenue 



Service” as Screening Factors and thereby eliminating the Florida Turnpike 



Alternative from evaluation.  



The time to achieve the best solution for providing High Speed Rail Service 



from Orlando to Miami may take longer than the AAF Solution. However, 



we are not aware of any deadline requirements being imposed by any one 



or any organization for completion of High Speed Rail Service from Orlando 



to Miami. Often it turns out the best solution to any problem requires more 



time for a well thought out solution than taking short cuts to a lesser 



solution. It would be inappropriate to commit funding support for any 



proposed project that wasn’t thoroughly evaluated against all other possible 



alternatives. The chart below shows a very simple evaluation of the Florida 



Turnpike Alignment Alternative compared the AAF Alternative.  



COMPARISON BETWEEN TURNPIKE ALIGNMENT 
AND AAF/FLAGLER ALIGNMENT     



Evaluation Factor 
Turnpike 



Alignment AAF Alternative 



      



Quality of Life In the Treasure Coast Communities No Impact High Negative Impacts 



Loss of Property Values in Treasure  Coast No Impact 20% Loss in Property Values 



Business Survivability on Treasure  Coast No Impact High Potential Impact 



Safety at On Grade Crossings No Impact Many  Accidents Each Year 



Vehicle Delays at On Grade Crossings No Impact 32 More Crossings Each Day 



Major Boater Delays at St Lucie River Train Bridge No Impact 32 More Crossings Each Day 



100% Grade Separation (Vehicles never meet trains) Yes No 



Distance from Orlando  Airport to Miami Airport 235 Miles 265 Miles 



Train Speed 220 Miles / Hour 110 Miles per Hour  



Time of trip from Orlando Airport to Miami Airport 1 Hour 30 Min 3 Hours 



Cost of HSR Trains Equal Equal 



Cost of HSR Track Construction Higher Cheaper 



Time to Initiating Revenue Service (If Needed) More Less 
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A review of the above comparison chart indicates that the benefits to the 



communities of the Treasure Coast that are received from the Florida 



Turnpike Alignment more than outweigh the financial benefits that are 



received from the AAF / Flagler Alignment.  



(Continues next Page) 
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2. Effect on the People and Businesses Must Be Stated 



The AAF EIS must address the effect of All Aboard Florida on the people 



and businesses on the Treasure Coast. People and businesses are part of 



the Environment on the Treasure Coast. People and businesses are as 



important as animals, birds and fish. 



Destruction of the Small Town Character / Quality of Life 



The Treasure Coast consists of several small towns. The Flagler Railroad 
goes through the heart of most of these towns and cuts the downtowns in 
two. The proposed AAF / Flagler Alignment with 32 additional trains per 
day (passing through the Treasure Coast 7:30 AM to 7:30 PM) means that 
approximately 2.3 trains will be passing through the Treasure Coast per 
hour or one train every 26 minutes.  
 
Today, small walkable towns like Stuart, Jensen Beach, Vero Beach, and  
Fort Pierce have very desirable downtowns where people go just for fun: to 
walk around, to enjoy the  waterfront, to eat outside at a fine restaurant, to 
enjoy art shows in the streets, farmers markets, “dancing in the streets” and 
other special community activities. These activities will all be ruined by 
noise and vibration from AAF trains traveling through the center of the 
downtowns every 23 minutes. Due to this damage to the small town 
character, eventually people will stop coming downtown for these activities 
and the businesses will suffer losses and eventually go out of business. 
People will lose an excellent quality of life and the businesses will suffer. 
 
Florida Turnpike Alignment for the Orlando to Miami High Speed Rail will 
maintain the small town character and quality of life of Treasure Coast 
business areas. 
 
Vehicle Traffic Delays  
 
32 additional train crossings per day multiplied by the number of individual 
crossing points in the Treasure Coast creates thousands of unnecessary 
traffic delays across the Treasure Coast daily. The total time delays across 
the Treasure Coast will be very expensive for businesses and residents. 
Many residents will have to cross the tracks two times to get to their 
destinations and two times to return.   
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Because the 32 additional trains cause thousands of delayed crossings 
across the Treasure Coast, there is a good possibility that some 
Emergency Vehicles will be delayed each day across the Treasure Coast. 
These delays could cause loss of life.  
 
The Florida Turnpike Alignment will not create on-grade traffic delays in the 
Treasure Coast downtowns and at other major Treasure Coast train 
crossings. 
 
Boating Traffic Delays 
 
Stuart is located almost exactly half way between Orlando and Miami. 



There will be 32 additional crossings on the train bridge crossing the St. 



Lucie River in Stuart.  



If the All Aboard Florida train service begins at 6AM and ends at 9PM at 



both Orlando and Miami, that means there will be 32 crossings in Stuart 



between 7:30AM and 7:30PM. That time period is 12 hours long or 720 



minutes long. 32 crossing in 12 hours is one train every very close to 2.3 



crossings per hour. 



It takes 17 minutes just for the train bridge to lower and raise again. 



Assuming it will take 2 additional minutes for the train to cross the bridge, it 



will take 19 minutes per crossing. 19 minutes times 32 crossings equals 



608 minutes. 



Of the 720 minutes available each day between 7:30 AM and 7:30PM, 608 



minutes will be used for trains crossing the St. Lucie River (Okeechobee 



Waterway). This leaves a total of 112 minutes between 7:30AM and 



7:30PM for boat traffic movement. 112 minutes equals 9 minutes per hour 



available for boat traffic. This is unsafe and unacceptable for boaters and 



boating related business - even with a published schedule (the proposed 



AAF Solution to this problem).   



The Florida Turnpike Alignment will not create any boating delays on the 



Treasure Coast and therefore, will not severely impact boaters in the 



Treasure Coast Community. 
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Effect on People and Businesses Summary 



AAF will create extremely serious, costly, and dangerous problems for the 



people and businesses of the Treasure Coast. People and businesses are 



part of the environment of the Treasure Coast and should not be 



damaged by the AAF Project. The EIS should be revised to include all 



alternatives not just the selected financial alternative which is financially 



best for AAF at the determent of the Quality of Life for the residents of the 



Treasure Coast.  



(Continues next Page) 
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3. Relationship with a National High Speed Rail 



The AAF EIS must address how it relates to a National High Speed Rail 



(220 MPH) from Boston to Miami with Major express stops in Boston, New 



York City, Washington D.C., Charlotte, NC, Atlanta, Orlando and Miami. 



Alignment would follow I-95, I-85, I-75 and the Florida Turnpike. Secondary 



stops (non-express stops) can be added such as Philadelphia, Baltimore, 



Raleigh NC, Greenville SC, Gainesville FL, and West Palm Beach can be 



added as demand dictates. 



Properly designed 21st-century HSR trains traveling on 21st-century high-



speed tracks can travel at speeds up to 220 miles per hour. Travel to Miami 



from Orlando along the Florida Turnpike Corridor can take less than one-



and-one-half hours. Also, the 21st-century HSR tracks would be 100 



percent grade-separated (elevated), avoiding any conflict with people, cars, 



or boats. 



With a few exceptions, elevated High Speed Rail can be provided within 



the existing right of way for the Florida Turnpike. See photo below.  
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Elevated rails do not require costly grading for drainage. Also, all of the rail 



components can be precast and pre-assembled at offsite locations, thereby 



saving on-site construction costs. 



America needs high-speed rail running from Boston to Orlando, serving the 



East Coast States having a current total population over 120 million people. 



Several European countries with smaller populations have excellent HSR 



Systems. By 2050, America will have an additional 100 million people. 



There is no room for additional Interstate highways and in many cities 



additional traffic lanes cannot be added. Airplane capacity is maxed out, is 



user unfriendly, and costly. High-speed rail (220 mph) from Boston to 



Miami, connecting major cities (Boston, New York, Washington, Atlanta, 



Orlando, and Miami) is the answer. America needs fast, efficient high-



speed rail (220 MPH) from Boston to Miami. America should not strive to 



do anything less than has been already accomplished in Europe and Asia. 



 



It makes no sense to have high-speed rail running from Boston to Orlando 



at 220 mph and then continuing to Miami at 110 mph, taking three hours on 



19th-century tracks. The high-speed rail segment from Orlando to Miami 



should follow the Florida Turnpike alignment. It is safer, faster, and not 



disruptive to existing communities along the Atlantic Ocean. 



(Continues next Page) 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 











Page 11 of 12 
 



4. Benefits for the Citizens of the Treasure Coast Must Be Stated 



Since a very large amount of Federal monetary support is required, the 



AAF project must be considered a National project – not a local private 



business project. The AAF EIS must address how the AAF Project benefits 



all of the citizens of the United States and particularly the citizens of the 



Treasure Coast. Who benefits most from this project? 



How do the citizens of the United States benefit from this Project? 



All of the citizens of the United States could benefit from this project by 



having the ability to travel by true High Speed Rail (220 MPH) from major 



northern cities to Miami. However, the proposed AAF project is proposed to 



run at much slower speeds (110 MPH) and takes more than 3 hours from 



Orlando to Miami using the Flagler Railroad Alignment. It will take 1½ hours 



using the Florida Turnpike Alignment.  



How do the citizens of the Treasure Coast benefit from this project? 



By searching for the word “benefits” in the EIS, the only reference to 



benefits for the Treasure Coast is temporary construction jobs for new track 



placement. However, the reality is that these jobs will probably go to 



experienced track construction workers from outside the Treasure Coast. 



At this point, it seems there are many more detriments for Citizens of the 



Treasure Coast than there are benefits. 



So, who benefits the most from the AAF Project?  



Should the Federal Government be a banker for a project which will does 



great harm to the communities in which it operates and provides no 



benefits to those communities?  



The greatest benefactors of AAF will be the hotels, tourist related 



businesses, and perhaps a casino located at the AAF Train Stations 



proposed for Miami, Fort Lauderdale, and West Palm Beach. The greatest 



detriment of AAF will be the entire population of the Treasure Coast who 



will bear the brunt of the environmental impacts and damages for Centuries 



to come.  



 The single element that has the ability to completely alter the outcome of 



this Potential Train Wreck is the location of the AAF High Speed Rail track 
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alignment. The best alignment should be the rural areas of the Treasure 



Coast using the Florida Turnpike Alignment. This places the High Speed 



Rail System where it can move passengers the fastest, with the least 



problems and no reduction in the Quality of Life in the existing Treasure 



Coast Communities.  



In an ideal world, a comprehensive planning approach to the 



transportation issue would include all the issues discussed previously and a 



generalized approach including:  



 Light Rail to the east, using exiting lanes in major roads, such as US1, either with 



shared right of ways, dedicated right of ways or a combination. This would 



provide fast efficient local travel internal to the Treasure Coast and could 



eventually be connected in West Palm Beach to the Tri-Rail thereby providing 



convenient passenger travel from the Treasure Coast to South Florida Cities.  



 High Speed Rail (220 MPH), like the Washington to New York Acela Line, to the 



west, located west (along the Turnpike Alignment). This line should be connected 



with the national system, should be extremely safe, with no negative impact on 



existing small town communities. 



 Providing Intermodal transportation centers, like the Fort Pierce Inter-Modal 



Transportation Center, in Stuart, Vero Beach and Port St. Lucie. Providing 



smaller transportation centers in smaller communities such as Tradition, Hobe 



Sound, Sebastian, Palm City, and others in the Treasure Coast. 



Bottom Line: 



The All Aboard Florida (AAF) Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is 



severely deficient and flawed. The AAF EIS must be revised to become a 



complete all inclusive document which addresses the major issues and 



concerns of the people and businesses of the Treasure Coast.  



A more complete all inclusive analysis will reveal at least one 



alternative which will provide faster (220 MPH) and safer (100% Grade 



Separation) High Speed Rail from Orlando to Miami and which causes 



no damage to the Economy in the Treasure Coast and no damage to 



Quality of Life in the Treasure Coast. 



All of the issues cited in our attached review should be specifically 



addressed point by point. 












Bottom Line:
 
The All Aboard Florida (AAF) Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is severely
 deficient and flawed. The AAF EIS must be revised to become a complete all
 inclusive document which addresses the major issues and concerns of the people
 and businesses of the Treasure Coast.
A more complete all inclusive analysis will reveal at least one alternative which will
 provide faster (220 MPH) and safer (100% Grade Separation) High Speed Rail from
 Orlando to Miami and which causes no damage to the Economy in the Treasure
 Coast and no damage to Quality of Life in the Treasure Coast.
 
All of the issues cited in our attached review should be specifically addressed point by
 point.
 
I invite you to travel to Florida to make a visit to the Treasure Coast. I would be happy
 to provide you a personal tour.
 
Please feel to contact me at 305 667 2009. I would be available to meet with you at
 any time.
 
Respectfully,
 
Thomas
 
Thomas T. Cooper AIA
Executive Director
American Institute of Architects Treasure Coast
 
Copy to:
Representative Patrick Murphy and Columnist Richard Campbell, Scripps Treasure
 Coast Newspapers
 








From: Nancy Oldham
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: nano767@yahoo.com
Subject: AAF on the Treasure Coast.
Date: Sunday, November 30, 2014 9:12:35 PM


Don't even begin to entertain the thought of moving the AAF system west to a location
 parallel to I-95. The cost alone of erecting tracks is prohibitive. Invading new areas
 with these trains cannot work-there are too many roads and neighborhoods and
 businesses in the way.
AAF is not needed. People desiring to travel between MIA and MCO can fly or take
 the bus or other transportation.
Nancy Oldham



mailto:nano767@yahoo.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
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From: Michelle Wilson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2014 9:59:54 AM


Mr. John Winkle,
Why does the federal Railroad Administration want to upset our life? If the proposed
 All Aboard Florida become a reality, the company may benefit, but most of us
 residents will lose. Our property values will decline since we live so close to the track,
 our sleep will suffer due to noise, our travel time will increase at crossings, first
 responders will be slowed at crossings, the danger of such a fast train so close to
 traffic and homes is frightening and the expense to our communities will impact us
 financially.
I am very confused about the need for such a large number of trips per day. What is
 the need for that? I cannot see how this will be a profitable business. I am aware of
 the large amount of money being asked for as a loan from the Federal Government.
 If this train fails, we will again be impacted in the default on the loan. 
We are very much against the venture and are upset that this has being done without
 the tax paying people being considered. I don't know who will gain, but I know many
 many will lose.
STOP ALL ABOARD FLORIDA.
James and Michelle Wilson
62 Woodland Drive #101
Vero Beach, FL 32962



mailto:mytoymouse@yahoo.com
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From: My Gmail
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF on the Treasure Coast
Date: Monday, November 10, 2014 10:02:34 AM


Please add my objections to AAF as follows:


Severe concern for delay of first responders due to AAF and increased freight traffic.
Added accidents and fatalities to people and wild life.
Impact on quality of life of residents due to noise and vibration.
Impact on delay of vehicular and pedestrian traffic due to increased crossing closures.
Safety degradation due to land level verses raised or below ground level travel used in Europe and the NE corridor.
Too many more to list !


Thank your for your consideration !


Sent from my iPad



mailto:karlzimmermannrealtor@gmail.com
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From: mahofney@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2014 4:28:20 PM


I oppose All Aboard Florida (AAF) due to the serious threats it poses to the economy, public safety, and
 quality of life across the Treasure Coast and Palm Beaches, as well as its risky use of unsecured
 taxpayer dollars.  AAF would cause emergency vehicle delays, create traffic jams, raise noise pollution,
 and block waterways along hundreds of miles of tracks to the detriment of the marine industry and real
 estate values.  In addition, AAF may force Florida towns and cities on already-tight budgets to foot the bill
 for quiet crossings and future maintenance.



mailto:mahofney@aol.com
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From: Marcus Rothstein
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF passing through Stuart FL
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 11:34:03 AM


Please do not allow the outside interests of big business to overshadow our county and City’s concerns, please 
require the big businesses to cooperate and move their rail line west of the primary corridor (meaning out west 
past the Turnpike where there are north-south rail lines already) and away for our population corridor within 5-7 
miles of the coast.


Thank you.


Marcus & Cynthia Rothstein


Marcus Rothstein
608 SW Cleveland Ave
Stuart, FL 34994-2812 USA
+001-772-288-4647 (home)
  +001-860-306-8770 (mobile)
  +001-772-221-2461 (fax)



mailto:rothstmd@gmail.com
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From: deanmo19@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Friday, November 14, 2014 9:44:27 PM


All you need is stations for Palm Beach Gardens, Jupiter, St. Lucie, and Melbourne to be opened soon.



mailto:deanmo19@aol.com
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From: Ken Teixeira
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF project
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 12:56:14 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle:


Less than 1 mile to the east of the railroad tracks in Stuart, FL lies Martin Memorial Hospital.  
 Train passage through the center of Stuart, designed during the horse-and-buggy days,
 currently delays access to the hospital for ambulances and anyone else getting there by
 automobile.   The frequency of train passage occasioned by AAF would more than double the
 existing delays.


Futhermore, this frequent train passage would greatly restrict river traffic, seriously
 inconveniencing both recreational and commercial traffic on the Saint Lucie River.  The train
 bridge in Stuart goes down and comes up very very slowly (much slower than the double leaf
 bascule on the nearby road bridge).


Therefore, I strongly request that you disapprove AAF's usage of the eastern train tracks that
 go through Stuart, FL.


Please note also that studies indicate the size of the ridership on AAF would not come close to
 paying for it.   Is it worth the disruption to numerous shoreline communities just to shuttle a
 few tourists between Orlando and Miami?


Respectfully,


Kenneth Teixeira
1102 SE Mitchell Ave  #303
Port Saint Lucie, FL  34952



mailto:kentex99@gmail.com
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From: Betty Duffy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Sunday, November 23, 2014 3:14:28 PM
Attachments: aaf_comments@vhb.com.mailtoloc


Of all the negative comments I have read concerning your plans
 to run trains through our community their is not one negative
 comment that I disagree with.  I have always been in favor of
 public transportation, having lived and worked in New York City.
  My father worked for the Pennsylvania RR, but what you are
 planning is not for the public good.  I wonder if you have
 considered the law suits you may receive from people not being
 able to get to the hospital or having their house burned down due
  to a delay by  a train.  I know that once visiting Terre Haute,
 Indiana that it a way of life for people and ambulances to be
 delayed by trains and that the community accepts that, I believe it
 may be worse for the  Stuart community.   Of all the repeated
 negative comments I have heard only one time did I read that
 when you borrow taxpayer money and if you don’t succeed you
 do not have to pay the loan back. That is not a good plan for
 citizens ..



mailto:bettyduffy10@yahoo.com
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From: frank swygert
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 3:16:45 PM


I am a resident of Palm City in St Lucie County Florida and a strong opponent of the
 proposed project.  As a boater, I have timed openings of the antiquated railroad
 bridge crossing the St Lucie River.  It takes an AVERAGE of 40 minutes to open and
 close.  At 32 trains per day plus (heavy later) freight trains will essentially stop east
 west commercial and non commercial boat traffic through this choke point.  Further,
 the disruption of emergency and non emergency vehicular traffic will have tragic
 results.  This AAF project is the most ill conceived, detrimental plan I have ever
 observed - it is a travesty to attempt to burden communities with this ill conceived
 corrupt plan.  I will join in any effort to stop this plan to preserve our safety, security
 and quiet way of life on the Treasure Coast.


F Swygert



mailto:fswyg@att.net
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From: brian morris
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF proposal for Miami to orlando....
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 12:53:16 PM


We here on the treasure coast mostly oppose this coastal route and wonder why it can't be routed
 west of the coast....I absolutely support the use of trains in moving people between cities and
 believe it would be very successful ...However, this route will not work and stops on the treasure
 coast will be necessary to convince people that this is going to be an asset to the area.....If the
 above is proposed then this will be a great advancement in transportation and welcomed by all
 here.........thankyou, Brian Morris, 5607 eagle drive, Fort Pierce Fl...



mailto:bman2000@yahoo.com
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From: Schwey Realty
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Wednesday, November 26, 2014 2:30:07 PM
Attachments: FEDERAL RALROAD ADMINISTRATION.pdf


Federal Railroad Administration


Attached: Letter
 
Polly E. Schwey, Broker 
 
Schwey Realty                               
1958 33rd. Avenue
Vero Beach, Florida 32960
 
(772) 562-8722  Office
(772) 562-1579  Fax
 
 
Confidentiality Note:
The information contained in this e-mail transmission and any attachments are confidential and privileged
 and intended only for the use of the individual or entity referenced above. If the recipient of this
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From: Lois Henrion
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Saturday, September 20, 2014 11:44:09 AM


Another waste of taxpayer money for a project not needed or desired. 
AmTrak trains are not running full at any time and who is going to fly
into Miami to ride a train to Orlando when a excellent airport exist in
Orlando.


Lois Henrion
12366 185th St No
Jupiter, Fl 33478
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From: jeff harris
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF proposal
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:50:49 PM


I am opposed to the Orlando to Miami passenger train for various reasons. As a life time
 resident of Florida, I was born in Miami, grew up in Fort Lauderdale and been in Martin
 county for the last 24 years. I have seen the effects the existing trains have had on traffic and
 boating. It will get worse as the population in Florida continues to grow.
The existing tracks are not and were not made to accept high speed rail which means we have
 a serious safety issue. The bridges over the water ways are also not engineered to accept the
 additional crossings not to mention the speed that they will be moving.
This is a smokescreen for the investors to move more freight and that has been well know by
 the public.
I am all in favor of a high speed train west of the population that doesn't interfere with the
 general public and is engineered and paid for by the investors, not the government- read
 taxpayers.
Jeff Harris
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From: Jack/Mary Berrigan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:29:30 AM


Please  record us  as being totally against the increased train traffic.  What concerns
 us most  is the lack of concern for the emergency vehicles being able to cross the
 county. Also, the increased noise and  inconvenience generated by more trains.
 
John T. & Mary P. Berrigan
894 Island Club Sq.
Vero Beach, FL   32963
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From: Margaret Eubank
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2014 12:52:43 PM


Dear Persons:
 
I am AGAINST All Aboard Florida.  I can't understand why it is up for consideration because it would
 cause so much damage.
It would disrupt the lives of thousands of people who moved to the Treasure Coast to enjoy a quiet
 life near the ocean. The number of trains would increase to over 40 trains per day.  People, cars,
 trucks, busses and bicycles will have to stop at the RR crossings to let the trains go by.  The bridges
 will be down so boats cannot go to and from the ocean.  The tourist industry will decline.  The
 school busses will have to stop (359 according to the newspaper) and the education of our young
 people will decrease in value.  Firefighters and ambulances will have more trouble getting to places
 to save lives.  THESE TRAINS WILL NOT EVEN STOP ALONG THE TREASURE COAST.  In my view, All
 Aboard Florida is being imposed on the Treasure Coast by a few people who want to make a lot of
 money.  We residents did not even get to vote on this issue.
 
Sincerely yours,
Margaret E. Eubank
 
3033 Satinleaf Lane
Port St. Lucie, FL 34952
 
772-343-1748
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From: Dick Tuschick
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF proposal
Date: Thursday, November 20, 2014 10:53:24 AM


Dear Mr. Winkie,


 


We need your help!


 


 I writing this letter as representative of the canal community of Seagate Harbor
 in Palm City FL which lies to the west of the St. Lucie river opening bridges. 
The community consists of 187 waterfront homes, most of which have large 
vessels that require opening both the Roosevelt bridge AND the railroad that 
lies 200’ to the east.


 


Our homeowners have selected this location to live specifically because of the 
relative safe and easy access to the ICW and the Atlantic Ocean, just a few 
miles away. In addition we selected this location because of easy access to 
downtown Stuart, easy access to the Martin Memorial county hospital and last 
but not least the “small town” quiet feel to the area.


 


Last week I attended the DEIS meeting in Stuart that was put on by the All 
Aboard Florida organization and the FRA.


My interest was specifically to learn:


1. How the proposed railroad traffic would affect navigation thru the


 area where the railroad bridge is located.


2.              What safety measures were being proposed for the numerous 


           road crossings involved .


3.              Assess the business model used to support the AAF business.


4.              What the ultimate objective of FECR is in this project.
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5.             What other impacts to the community might be.


 


NAVIGATION Considerations


 


This section, like all the other sections presented was very professional, 
impressive and definitely supported the story that the train company wants to 
promote…..not necessarily the real story….


The research and the simulation done by the consulting firm contracted for by 
the Railroad company is virtually worthless and serves only to hide a very 
dangerous navigation situation.


 


If the St. Lucie river railroad bridge is allowed to close as often as proposed by 
the railroad company, navigation will be so severely restricted that it represents
 an unfair and needless hazard to all the boaters navigating this area. I believe 
that closer and more realistic analysis will indicate that traffic will be stopped 
for 50 out of 60 minutes during normal boat traffic hours.


 


In addition to just the significant delays caused by the bridge closings, given 
the large volume of boat traffic thru this area there will be accidents and 
unfortunately injuries and eventually fatalities.


 


There are thousands of boats owners and marine businesses that count on 
reasonable unrestricted navigation thru this waterway. This waterway is the 
“lifeblood” of this community.


 


As a US citizen and Florida boat owner I believe we have a right to maintain 
reasonably unrestricted access to this waterway.


 


It should not be possible that one company or special interest to be able to, in 
effect, shut down navigation thru such a high traffic waterway and cause the 







kind of disruption that will ensue.


 


Safety Considerations


On the subject of SAFETY as it relates to the communities through


which this proposed train traffic will pass, I was appalled at the total


disregard to common sense. The notion that you can just drop in a


21st century high speed train system into a HEAVILY populated area


where the original rail route was implemented over 100 years ago


with hundreds of road crossings and have no negative ramifications is


extremely short sighted, If not totally self serving.


 


In other countries, France as an example, where a viable high speed


train system exists, great caution is paid to safe interaction with the


existing environment. As an example, in the entire country there is


not one road/railroad crossing where cars must wait for the trains to


pass. All road crossing are either raised over the tracks or tunneled


under the rail bed.  In addition, all railways are completely fenced in


to prevent animals or pedestrians from accessing the tracks. The


AAF proposed “upgrades “ to the hundreds of road crossings that will


be involved are at best a 10% solution and leaves the population at


enormous safety risk.


Given the projected high volume and speed of the trains there will be


accidents AND fatalities, it is just a matter of when and how


many.  Multiply the number of crossings and the number of proposed







 trains….the resulting number is most alarming !!


 


There is no need for these fatalities. Lets stop them before they happen!


 


Assessing the AAF Business model


Hear again, common sense and sound business analysis seemed to


be lacking. The proposed traffic volumes cannot be supported by any


reasonable analysis or actual data from other similar operations and it


is highly questionable if the projected cost figures (not shared with the


public in detail) are even in the right ball park. I definitely do not have


access to all the detail data, but based on what has been shared it


leads me to believe that the actual profitability of the AAF is not a


concern if even a real objective of the business.


 


As a clear example, look at the link between Miami and West Palm


Beach. We already have an excellent Tri-Rail service in place that is


NOT profitable. Why do we need AAF service and how could it


possibly be profitable??


 


Since there will be Private Activity Bonds involved (ultimately


taxpayer backed) I would suggest that there is a very high risk


of default on these bonds and in no instance should these be


approved.


 







Ultimate objective of the FECR


I must acknowledge that the following analysis and comments are based on less
 than 100% of the data and information I would like to have available but it
 does look like:


1.     The way AAF is proposed there is no real concern or motivation for profit.


2.     Without profit the AAF will not survive (unless government subsidies are 
granted)


3.     The FECR rail beds need upgrading to support expansion of their freight 
business.


4.     The freight business is quite profitable and will be more profitable if freight
 traffic can be increased. (see #6)


5.     As part of the AAF proposal the FECR will get the rail bed upgrades they 
need to expand freight traffic.


6.     There is a government backed plan in process to upgrade the port facilities 
in Miami to accept/process a larger amount of freight coming from the new
 Panama Canal.


7.     If AAF were to go bankrupt FECR would “inherit” the upgraded rail bed 
system at virtually no cost.


8.     If AAF does eventually get government subsidies it will still be a “no cost” 
way for FECR to get upgraded rail beds.


 


In summary, as a very experienced business manager, this


looks to me like a great strategy for FECR to grown their freight


business at little or no cost to them. All the costs are paid for by


the residents of Florida or the taxpayers of the entire country.


 


Other impacts on the Florida communities affected







As you dig into the details of the AAF proposal you realize that every


community along the FEC rail bed will incur major negative impacts to


access and traffic all along the proposed corridor. In our town alone


there are 9 road crossings, some of them with extremely high levels


of car and pedestrian traffic. I suspect that if detail traffic studies are done on


these individual crossings it will be found that traffic will back up onto Rt1


and cause major traffic congestion problems in several instances.


 


Access to several key destinations will be significantly impaired. As


an example, access to The Martin County hospital and to the


Downtown Stuart area, which are key to the lives of thousands, will


be affected.


 


Summary


It is a very rare occasion that I have witnessed a proposed project that will 
benefit so few and harm so many as the proposed AAF venture. If this proposal
 is allowed to continue it will be the most blatant example of a large well 
funded corporation “manipulating the system” to benefit their corporate 
objectives with the cost being carried by thousands of citizens and taxpayers.


 


More importantly….as a result of the AAF proposal people will


be hurt and killed in accidents along these rail beds that should


not be allowed to happen.


 


Also worthy of note, the marine industry in this area will be


devastated because of the bridge closings and hundreds of jobs will







be lost. 


 


Lastly, thousands of homeowners will see a significant drop in


waterfront property values due to limited access to the ICW and


Atlantic ocean.


 


I am a strong PROPONANT of a high speed rail service in our


country and would love to see one available in Florida but ONLY if it


is implemented so that it benefits the population that it is there to


serve not harm them. If our objective is to have a truly viable high


speed service then we should seek an implementation that does not


negatively affect tens of thousands of people. It can be done, but it


may not serve the profit motives of the FECR.


 


Please, we need your help at the highest levels of government to stop


this disaster from happening.


 


Thank you for your time and efforts on our behalf.


 


Most sincerely,


Richard D. Tuschick


Waterways Committee Chairman


Seagate Harbor Homeowners Association







1751 SW Commodore Place


Palm City, FL 34990


 








From: merritt_22@bellsouth.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 11:06:19 AM


 
 
Sent from Windows Mail
John Winkle we do NOT want any of the trains coming thru here.
This is a quiet community and we want it to stay that way go out
west were they belong. NOT ALL ABOARD.
John/Gayle Merritt, 3850 se middle st. Stuart, Fl 34997
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From: Barbara Della Porta
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 3:35:58 PM
Attachments: AAF letter.docx
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[bookmark: _GoBack]Mr. John Winkle                                                      December 1,  2014


Federal Railroad  Administration


1200 New Jersey Ave.


Room W38-31


Washington,  D.C. 20590


                                                                            RE:  All Aboard Florida                        


Dear:   Mr.  Winkle:





I am writing to you regarding  the All Aboard Florida railroad being proposed 


for the East Coast of Florida.  





I live in Stuart and will be adversely affected by the proposed railroad route


through my city.  Because I have to cross the railroad tracks to leave my neighborhood, I would be waiting for a long time to get out of my neighborhood as the trains would cause so many traffic delays with cars and trucks being backed-up waiting to cross the tracks. Emergency vehicles would also be held 


up trying to cross the tracks to get to emergency calls, causing delays for them.





Our beautiful historic downtown tourist  area in Stuart would be destroyed as the


increase in railroad trains would cause many businesses to fail because of the decrease of customers  and tourists not willing to deal with the traffic delays and inconvenience  caused by the passing trains.  





I do not  think the proposed revenue that would be generated by the many trains


is worth the disruption that would occur in our city.  In fact, I am sure that there would not be any profit from this route as demonstrated by the fact that no passenger trains to date have made a profit from passenger trains in this country.   The only trains that profit are freight trains which would only add to our misery


when the Panama Canal is built and more freight trains  will be  going  through our area.  A high speed train going down the East Coast would be fine if it were  built west of  Interstate 95 where  it would not disrupt the lives of citizens living along the Treasure coast of Florida, and where there are less populated areas and where there are already turnpike highways. 





I strongly urge  you to vote against the proposal in view of the fact that millions 


of people living along the Treasure coast are opposed to this blatant disregard for the citizens who will be adversely affected by this railroad route and who will


have to live with the consequences of such a disrupting and terrible proposal from a private corporation requesting money from the government  for


 a high speed train going through Stuart and the Treasure Coast which the public is vehemently against. 





Thank you for considering my letter.





Sincerely,








Barbara L. DellaPorta


175 SE  Saint Lucie Blvd, #C53


Stuart, FL 34996







From: bernhard.albrecht@verizon.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: eve.samples@tcpalm.com; anthony.westbury@tcpal.com
Subject: AAF proposed commuter rail
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:26:01 PM


John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue S.E.
Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590
 
Mr. Winkle,
Being a new resident to Florida, having recently bought a house in Port St Lucie, I have read all the articles
 I could about the proposed new commuter train utilizing existing freight rails from Miami to Orlando, but
 find many confusing conflicts in both the report commissioned and paid for by AAF / FEC, and the
 information put forward by both of the companies.
 
Most confusing is the continuing use of diesel engines for the new proposed commuter train, when clearly
 the use of electric trains would be the only realistic solution to new trains, since this would remove
 pollution from our air, as the companies state is their goal in getting more cars off the roads. Since I have
 worked for a large utility in the Northeast and dealt with new commuter trains, electric is the only sensible
 train of the future.
If the existing rail lines cannot be upgraded, then there is no benefit, and the real solution is to built the
 new electric rail line further west parallel to the Turnpike / I-95 route, on State the right of way, where
 the freight trains could also run along side but on separate rails.
I believe the Federal Govt's main concern with this request for monies and the build proposal should be
 centered on good environmental design / consideration.
More pollution so close to the Indian River and the ocean is not in good environmental design or desire by
 any means.
With all the talk on the Federal and Global level about Global Warming, one has to wonder who would allow
 such an obvious pollution source to move forward.
 
Secondly, since the companies are not installing new stops along the proposed route north of West Palm
 Beach, is it really a true commuter train, or just a way to add siding for future freight trains, and get the
 Federal Govt. to loan them the money for this, hidden under the guise of a commuter rail program ?
When I saw that the parent company was indeed putting out bonds to the financial community, I called my
 broker (at one of the larger NY / NJ brokerage companies) and ask him to look into these high interest
 paying bonds to take advantage of what seemed like a great rate.
His answer a day later was that his firm prohibited him from buying or selling these bonds, which the
 financial community considers "junk" due to their extremely high risk. He told me the firm believes the
 bonds would probably default soon and any principal would be lost, since they were considered such high
 risk "junk", and they did not see a future for the proposed commuter rail project.
He strongly advised me against buying into them, which I shall heed.
 
Thirdly, when I looked into the possible success of a new commuter rail line, I found it disturbing that the
 was a failed attempt years ago in Florida, the Florida Fun Train, which lost millions and went bankrupt after
 two years. Also, Florida has an existing commuter rail line running from Miami to Orlando with Amtrak,
 which I believe is losing money each and every year. This begs the question, what makes AAF believe there
 is such a high demand for another train running the identical route ?
Through out the US, there is no profitable commuter rail line simply because he American people prefer to
 drive their own cars from point to point and have their freedom. Even with clean, efficient bus service
 available, people still opt for driving their own vehicle. So again, the question is why would the parent
 company create a subsidiary to run a commuter train on freight rail lines ? could it be to have someone else
 pay for the rail improvements for additional freight trains ?
 
Lastly, a very good point was recently raised by a local Realtor and a former rail employee in the local
 Scripps Treasure Coast Newspaper that if the commuter truly would be such a needed item, the financial
 impacts on the communities the rail is proposed to run thru would be so negative that it would be a much
 better idea, even though more expensive initially, to build the rail line parallel to the Turnpike / I-95
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 corridor.
The damage this additional rail would create in the existing area of eastern Florida for the Boating
 Industry, the Realty Industry, and just as importantly, the Tourist Industry is so high over time that it
 only makes sense to make an investment in moving the rail line to the west inland, and return the eastern
 route to a natural setting, which should be all our goals moving forward so future generations benefit from
 it, not suffer the obvious consequences of our avoidable mistakes.
 
I apologize if this email is a bit long, but I as well as many of my fellow residents I have spoken to feel this
 is the wrong project for this area, and indeed for the entire east coast of Florida, and seems to be pushed
 forward by the parent company and the Investment Firms behind them for profit only, not for the benefit
 of Florida.
 
 
Bernie Albrecht








From: Jeanette Pardo
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 5:23:35 PM


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE
Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590


Dear Mr. Winkle:


I'm writing to you with strong opposition to these high speed trains and the detrimental impact
 it will have on my
beautiful and quaint community in Martin County, Fl.  The idea of bringing a high speed train
 through our
downtown on ground level tracks is absolutely absurd.  It makes absolutely no sense and is
 very
dangerous to pedestrians and protected wildlife.


The environmental impact studies which were completed are biased and incomplete since the
 consultants
who conducted the study were paid by AAF.   More unbiased studies need to be done that
 should include every
single aspect of the impact  these trains will have in the surrounding communities.  The
 possibility of looking into
alternate routes that take the trains away from downtown areas and sensitive environments like
 Jonathan Dickinson State Park
has not even been fully addressed.


I'm asking that you please deny the final EIS until a more accurate and complete study can be
 done to
see the full environmental impact to all communities in the path of these trains.  Our town will
 be forever
changed in a negative way if these trains come through.   Thank you for your time and effort
 in this
very important matter.


Sincerely,


Jeanette Pardo
1830 NE Victorian LN
Jensen Beach, FL 34957
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From: Donna Valachovic
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:25:43 AM


Regarding All Aboard Florida -  We think the proposed route is ludicrous.  Example: here in
 Sebastian our hospital is on East side of tracks.....25,000 - 30,000 people live on West side of
 tracks.  Eventually lives will be lost in ambulances, waiting for trains.
                                       Tom & Donna Valachovic
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From: Warren Schauer
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF proposed rail service
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 11:40:07 PM


Gentlemen:
 
This proposed rail service causes great concern to me and my
family who must cross this rail line many times per week. The
number of potential trains running on this track will cause an
inconvenience to families like ours who will have longer and more
frequent wait times and the threat of added noise and potential
rail accidents as these trains move at alarming speeds through
our neighborhoods is frightening. Add to this that this will have
no benefit for our community makes it a non-starter.
We oppose this idea and  ask that you discontinue any further
planning.
Very truly yours,
Warren and Janet Schauer
1770 Cypress Lane
Vero Beach, FL
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From: Marianne Rothwell
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 6:20:44 PM


Please do not allow this high speed  line to ruin the small communities that  this  line will cut
 through. We are moving to Hobe Sound to leave the congested rail infested traffic snarls and
 noise pollution from all the trains of northern NJ. What a shame to  think of  old Dixie
  highway with the restaurants and small businesses that will be adversely affected not to
 mention the  homes  nearby. It is a unique part of the old  Florida that is so beautiful. 


Marianne Rothwell
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From: Arlene St Geermain
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:59:14 AM


I would like to comment on the AAF situation.  I live in Hobe Sound and,  in addition to
 problems with intersections and safety,  the quality of life would be greatly affected
 by the number of trains passing daily.    I drive along A1A frequently and note the
 close proximity these communities are to the tracks.  I've read that there are tracks
 west of 95 that could be used instead.  Why then would you disrupt all these
 communities and not use them?   Also, for those living close to the tracks, the value
 of their homes is going to take a big hit.  That's not fair.  Hope you're listening to the
 people.  Thanks.  Arlene St. Germain
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From: DICK CAHOON
To: AAF_Comments_Reply
Subject: AAF protest comments
Date: Sunday, December 7, 2014 10:55:44 AM


Dear Mr. Winkle,


December 7, 2014


I am writing to protest the proposed passenger rail All Aboard Florida (AAF) through
 downtown Ft. Lauderdale. One would think that Tri-Rail would be popular enough to make
 money, but that is not the case. If so, why would a competing service be profitable. I do not
 believe that passenger rail service is a viable business.


The project proposes to virtually block river traffic by greatly increasing use of an existing
 railway bridge in Ft. Lauderdale that blocks all boats from using the New River when it is in
 use. To be used the bridge trestle must be lowered to connect the rail line and block the river
 traffic. Instead, traffic should be re-routed to the tall bridge over the New River to the west of
 I-95, or a new tall bridge should be built to replace the surface level trestle that is currently
 used sparingly.


I believe there will be challenges to the project that will delay and kill it. In Ft. Lauderdale, the
 project would block vessels from using the New River for much of the day. This will
 jeopardize the marine industry, the largest employer in Ft. Lauderdale. It will also make it
 nearly impossible for me to take my tiny boat past the traffic jam that will be caused by the
 vast increase in the use of the existing railroad bridge.


Sincerely yours,


Dick Cahoon
2460 Cat Cay Ln
FT. Lauderdale FL 33312
Bchprop@mac.com
215-752-3752 Dick's cell


Sent from Dick Cahoon's iPad Mini
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From: Sales @ Chapman Marine
To: John.Winkle@DOT.GOV
Cc: sales
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:27:47 PM


To Whom It May Concern:
 
Please tell me who will resurrect our community and the Treasure Coast of Florida after 32
 passenger trains and additional freight kill it and change it as we know it.
 
32 passenger trains will take at least 10 hours and 40 minutes of each day to traverse Stuart ,
 Florida and the ancient bridge. That does not include the freight trains we already have. East-
west traffic on the St Lucie Waterway to Lake Okeechobee will cease or become extremely
 hazardous for navigation at the Stuart RR Bridge. Who is going to be responsible for the barge
 accidents at the bridge with the current and lack of room to navigate in that current while the
 piled up boat traffic tries to get through that bridge?
 
That bridge is so old, it will either get stuck up or down and then you’re really going to have a
 mess.
 
What happens to my business and our lives when a train derails at the Indian Street crossing in
 Stuart 200 yards from my business. We get squooched!!!
 
Who is going to make up the lost property tax dollars because the waterfront property to the
 west of the FEC suddenly has much less value because their boats cannot easily get to our
 inlet?
 
What about the emergency vehicles trying to get to the hospital and cannot because of all the
 rail crossings?
 
I cannot believe this idea is still alive. It should be dead and buried long ago!
 
Sincerely,
 
CHAPMAN MARINE SUPPLY
 
Robert V. Chapman, Jr.
PRESIDENT



mailto:sales@chapmanmarine.com

mailto:John.Winkle@DOT.GOV

mailto:sales@chapmanmarine.com






From: DAN WALKER
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 11:07:08 AM


Dear Sirs,
  I am sure that you recognize that the study paid for by the Fortress group is totally
 self serving.This project will be an absolute tragedy for all the coastal towns that the
 line transits.Furthermore your organization is in the best position to understand the
 lack of profitability of American passenger trains and the safety of any loans given
 them.
  Please veto this project and demonstrate that your agency cannot be influenced by
 a big business at the expense of the public.
Sincerely,
Daniel Walker


!856 Mooring Line Drive
Vero Beach,Fl.
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From: Deb Duvall
To: John.winkle@DOT.gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF railroad comments
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:52:26 AM
Attachments: image003.png
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Mr. Winkle, First let me say that with the expansion of the Panama Canal, future increased freight
 and passenger rail, I see these as good for the State of Florida and support them, however not on
 the existing FEC tracks along the coast through Martin, St. Lucie, Indian River and the northern
 Counties.  To make this a viable economic engine so to speak, a western alternative needs to be
 found.  By laying new tracks/using CSX tracks for the increased freight and high-speed rail, it would
 make both more efficient with less delays and not have a negative impact on our coastal towns,
 hospitals, marine industry, traffic and property values. Thank you for your attention to this matter
 and I remain confident that alternatives will be found.  Debra Duvall
 


 
Debra Duvall 
Broker/Owner


3727 SE Ocean Blvd. Suite 100 Stuart, Florida 34996 
cell  (772) 288-9020  | tel (772) 283-3330
toll free (866) 348-0505  | fax (772) 283-3747
ww.WaterPointe.com | www.DebraDuvall.com
website  |  blog  |  vCard  | email  
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From: Charlotte Snedeker
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Bill Posey
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:40:45 PM


Subject: All Aboard Florida


All Aboard Florida is a death knell for towns like Vero Beach where the high-
speed trains will not provide any service or other benefit but will increase noise
 pollution, increased danger and frequent waits at crossings.  Only the invested
 organizations will benefit, not the general public!  All Aboard Florida is
 definitely a misnomer!  The people of many towns like those in Indian River
 County, Vero Beach in particular, will not be able to get "all aboard."  
Let All Aboard Florida and FL East Coast Railroad lay new tracks west of I-95
 for this high-speed service to more heavily-populated areas of the Sunshine State
 or stop en route and provide a much-needed public transportation link for the
 citizens of Indian River and similar counties along the route.  Then, and only
 then, can the service be called Florida "A-L-L" Aboard!
Charlotte and C. Ray Snedeker
2255 55th Sq.
Vero Beach, FL. 32966-1911
Sent from my iPad
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From: crane1903@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: tcnletters@tcpalm.com
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 11:31:27 AM
Attachments: letter AAF 12-1-14.docx
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[bookmark: _GoBack]BARRY L. CRANE


380 BAYFRONT TERRACE


SEBASTIAN, FL 32958


772) 581-8615





December 1, 2014


IN RE: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA


This letter represents my response to the Federal Railway Administration’s draft environmental impact statement on the proposed high-speed passenger rail-service.


It is my opinion that the requested federal guaranteed loan from the Department of Transportation to All Aboard Florida (hereinafter AAF) is nothing but a SCAM by the Florida East Coast Railroad to get free funds for a private company.


Yes, AAF is a different corporation than the FEC Railroad but anyone with half a brain knows that passenger trains in the United States are all bankruptcies waiting to happen.  No passenger train service in this country makes money.  I have read statements indicating that much of the draft environmental statement was written by folks working for AAF.  Big surprise.  Again, anyone with half a brain knows that if you are willing to pay enough money, all you need to do is turn over a rock and out pops an expert with an opinion favorable to the position requested.  


Now, why do I say this is a SCAM?  It seems obvious, regardless of what the so-called paid experts say, that AAF will not succeed as a passenger service.  After a few years they’ll say, gee, you were right and we need to declare bankruptcy and wipe out the 1.8 billion dollar, or whatever amount, of federally guaranteed loan money we received.  That leaves the taxpayers of this country paying for what the FEC wanted; a free set of tracks to move freight north and south.  Do you really believe that the U.S. government will rip up the newly created infrastructure to get back any of the expended funds?  Of course not.


So, again, I say, do not allow AAF to get a federally funded loan.  If the FEC wants to build more tracks to move freight, they are a corporation and can fund it themselves.







From: Shawn Engebretsen
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF railroad
Date: Monday, November 3, 2014 10:16:45 PM


I am strongly against the proposed railroad plan. As a 57 tear resident I feel that this would very negatively impact
 this community in a severe way. Disruption of roadways and waterways even for what is suggested to be a short
 time  is so numerous that it would have a very negative impact on this community. Safety issues due to lack of
 emergency vehicle access in multiple areas is a real concern. Noise and pollution is certainly not something that we
 take lightly. Loss of downtown parking spaces that is already at a premium is counterproductive. Potential safety
 issues at crossings is a concern. There are many more negatives and absolutely no positives for this area. Finally,
 this just does not make financial sense. Thank you.
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From: Marcya Brodasky
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:11:39 PM


Please do not let FAA expand their plan for a high speed train through the treasure coast.  It will 
destroy the small historic towns north of West Palm Beach.  This area is not Miami or Ft. 
Lauderdale or West Palm Beach.  The developers have already had their way with these areas.  If
 FAA really wanted a high speed train from Miami to Orlando, it would follow the inland route, ie. 
the Florida turnpike, not along the east coast to Cocoa, then to Orlando.  If there are ulterior 
motives here by AAF involving freight as have been suggested in numerous editorials, that’s all 
the more reason for you to prevent that from happening to our small, coastal towns.  Increased 
freight needs to be moved inland away from our small, historic, recreational areas along the coast 
for safety reasons, if not lifestyle ones.  How could the Federal Railroad Administration approve 
such a destructive proposal by AAF??!!!  So many incorrect statistics in that EIS!!  Recreational 
boating and commercial fishing and commercial boat traffic from the gulf coast to the east coast 
will be negatively impacted to the point where it may never recover. If you care about life along the
 Florida east coast, do not let AAF happen!!!  If there were no alternatives available, that would be 
one thing.  But there are alternatives...please make AAF use them...make them work with Amtrac 
and CSX.  A passenger train from Jacksonville to Miami through the east coast of FL could be a 
good thing if it let tourists and residents travel easily along the coastal towns.  Freight has NO 
place through these areas.  PLEASE STOP AAF!!!
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From: brausam@juno.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 5:15:30 PM


I am against the All Aboard Florida trains.  We have NOTHING to gain here in Vero Beach
 and alot of peace and tranquility to lose.  Traffic at the r/r intersections will be affected, as
 well as businesses and homes along the rail line.
 
Jane Brausam
1090 Ansley Ave SW
Vero Beach, FL 32968


____________________________________________________________
Odd Trick Fights Diabetes
"Unique" Proven Method To Control Blood Sugar In 3 Weeks. Watch Video.
DiabetesProtocol.com
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From: Laurie
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:16:53 PM


Please no...


Just no. 


Laurie Byrne Smith
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From: Chris Guerrieri
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 6:32:06 PM


Just say no.  No it does me no good.   My property value will go down.  This stinks all around!   A lose lose


Sent from my iPad
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From: lodlum@att.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; john.winkle@dot.gov; Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov; Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil;


 David.Keys@noaa.gov; Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil; Allan.Nagy@faa.gov; James.Christian@dot.gov;
 Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov; Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov; John_Wrublik@fws.gov;
 Charles_Kelso@fws.gov; CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov; BillNelson@senate.gov;
 Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com; Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov; GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com;
 MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov


Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:20:37 PM


Mr Winkle:


I am against the Project of All Aboard Florida; see detailed discussion below:


Martin County is located within the North-South Corridor (N-S Corridor) identified on Page
 4-1 of the DEIS. The County is located approximately 40 miles north of West Palm Beach
 and has an estimated population of 151,263 based on 2013 U.S. Census Bureau projections.


Since there are no station stops planned between West Palm Beach and Orlando, Martin
 County residents will gain no benefits from 32 new trains a day traveling at high speed
 through our community (along with an additional 12 to 14 freight trains). AAF will cause
 economic harm and create safety, environmental, noise, and navigation hazards that Martin
 County residents do not currently face.


The stated purpose of the Environmental Impact Statement is to “disclose the environmental
 consequences” of the proposed AAF project “and to inform decision-makers and the public of
 any reasonable alternatives that would avoid or minimize adverse impacts to the natural or
 human environment.” The Draft EIS that was drafted by consultants who were paid by AAF
 fails to serve this purpose. It contains inadequate, incomplete, and inaccurate information that
 must be supplemented and corrected before decision-makers and the public may fully
 evaluate the impacts of the proposed AAF project.


Communities and Demographics (Social and Economic Community Impacts)


AAF will have serious negative social and economic community impacts within Martin
 County.


Incredibly, the DEIS completely omits Martin County and two incorporated municipalities
 which are crossed by the project in its discussion of Communities and Demographics. (DEIS
 4-103 through 4-105).


The City of Stuart, which is the County’s largest incorporated municipality (pop. est. 15,975)
 and is the County Seat for Martin County, is not mentioned in the DEIS report of impacts of
 the project on municipalities, although there are 10 at grade crossings in the city. The Town
 of Ocean Breeze, also an incorporated municipality within Martin County (pop. est. 463)
 which, like the City of Stuart, is literally bisected by the project, has also been omitted.


Many of the City’s cultural resources, including the historic Lyric Theater, which is listed on
 the National Register of Historic Places, and the Stuart Heritage Museum are within 100 feet
 of the FECR tracks.


Comments submitted by the City of Stuart and Martin County address these issues in detail.


The Guardians of Martin County question the viability of the DEIS evaluation of
 Communities and Demographics affected by the AAF project when the largest incorporated
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 municipality in the County and, in fact, all of Martin County is glaringly absent from the
 examination of these issues. The omission of Martin County, the City of Stuart, and the Town
 of Ocean Breeze from the DEIS evaluation of Communities and Demographics raises serious
 concerns about the thoroughness and veracity of the entire proposed EIS.


Another glaringly false and absurd statement with respect to the impact of the project on
 communities is the assurance in the DEIS that AAF “would benefit elderly and handicapped
 individuals by providing a transportation option that will enhance mobility and livability in
 their communities.” (DEIS 5-135)


Martin County has the highest percentage of elderly residents (28.9%) of any community
 within the N-S Corridor. Without any stops in Martin County, there is not a single
 “transportation option” provided by AAF to elderly and handicapped individuals. AAF not
 only fails to “enhance mobility and livability” in Martin County communities for elderly and
 handicapped residents, the project promises severe disruption to communities in which the
 elderly and handicapped reside and poses potential life-threatening risks.


Economic Conditions


Because the AAF project literally divides Martin County into two sections – that section east
 of the FECR tracks and that section west of the tracks – the project creates a severe threat to
 the economic survival of small businesses that rely on customers to cross the tracks for
 access.


Numerous small shops, restaurants, plants, groceries, and other business outlets are located
 adjacent to or near the FECR tracks. Fast and safe access across the tracks is not assured by
 the project, threatening the customer base of many of these small businesses, especially in the
 unincorporated areas of Port Salerno, Hobe Sound, Golden Gate and Jensen Beach and the
 incorporated municipality of Stuart, which encompasses the minority community of East
 Stuart.


Martin County has five “community redevelopment areas” (CRAs) which will be impacted by
 the project. None of the CRAs are identified or discussed in the DEIS. The Jensen Beach,
 Rio, Golden Gate, Port Salerno and Hobe Sound CRAs all are adjacent to or bisected by the
 FECR tracks. CRAs are statutorily created areas designed to eliminate blight, provide
 affordable housing, and generate economic development and stability within the communities
 where they are established. The DEIS fails to consider the project’s negative impacts to
 Martin County’s CRAs, such as the effect of lower property values caused by AAF on the
 Tax Increment Financing methodology that is used to finance and maintain CRA operations.


The economic benefits of the project touted by the DEIS are limited to temporary construction
 work in creating new infrastructure in Martin County.


The DEIS analysis that no job loss or neighborhood fragmentation will result from the project
 (DEIS S-17) is not borne out by the experience of small business owners and residents in the
 project area, especially those adjacent to or in close proximity to the FECR tracks.


Severe economic damage to existing small businesses will be long-lasting or permanent. It is
 likely some will not survive the onslaught of increased train traffic that will block access to
 their businesses and create hazardous conditions for their customers trying to cross the tracks.


Environmental Justice







The DEIS fails to identify, quantify, or describe minority and low-income populations in
 Martin County that are disproportionately impacted by the negative impacts of the AAF
 project.


The County’s minority and low-income populations are, as in many other communities,
 situated closest to the project and are frequently bisected by the FECR tracks.


The East Stuart community within the City of Stuart is historically African-American. East
 Stuart hosts two at grade crossings – at Florida Street and A1A (Dixie Highway) and at
 Decker and A1A. The tracks separate a densely populated residential area from the
 commercial area, and it is common for residents – especially children – to walk or ride their
 bikes across the tracks several times a day. One of the most beloved and utilized
 organizations within the East Stuart community, the Gertrude Walden Child Care Center,
 which provides services for low-income and minority parents and children, is located in the
 immediate vicinity of the project.


Similar situations exist in the Port Salerno, Hobe Sound and Golden Gate, where public
 schools, athletic fields, parks and youth centers such as the Boys and Girls’ Club are located
 in close proximity to the project. These communities have a high level of minority residents
 and businesses who are disproportionately impacted by the project, which does not directly
 impact the more affluent communities within the County which are not located as near the
 FECR tracks.


Among the negative effects of AAF on communities with higher percentages of low-income,
 minority, and elderly residents is the certainty that delay will be encountered by emergency
 vehicles crossing the FECR tracks to access emergency medical care.


Martin Memorial Medical Center, the largest medical care provider in Martin County (and
 also one of the largest employers in the County), has submitted comments objecting to the
 project noting that emergency responders throughout Martin County already “face a unique
 burden from existing freight traffic” on the “rail line [which] slices through the center of” the
 community.


Where the elderly and the very young live and congregate near the FECR tracks, the
 emergency access burden is of special concern and likely to result in tragic consequences. As
 the CEO of Martin Memorial Medical Center noted, even if delays caused by increased train
 traffic at crossings throughout the community are brief, “seconds can truly mean the
 difference between life and death.”


In low-income and minority communities, foot and bicycle traffic across the railroad tracks is
 common and presents additional disproportionate dangers to these residents.


Property values in lower-income areas are already depressed and will be further depressed by
 the proximity of the project. Noise and vibration from increased train traffic will
 disproportionately impact low-income and minority communities located closest to the FECR
 tracks.


Navigation


Numerous comments have been submitted regarding the serious negative impacts to
 navigation caused by the project and the failure of the DEIS to adequately and accurately
 address these concerns. The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., joins the marine industry, local
 governments, and boaters throughout the County in objecting to the project as it relates to







 navigation.


The information contained in the DEIS is indisputably inaccurate with respect to the number
 of vessels which pass through the St. Lucie River bridge. Comments submitted by Martin
 County include accurate counts of vessels passing through the bridge during the week and on
 weekends, reflecting more than twice as many vessels as the DEIS estimates.


Delays in allowing marine traffic to navigate through the St. Lucie River bridge opening will
 affect boater safety as well as property values for waterfront properties that lie to the west of
 the bridge. Commercial marinas and docks that require boaters to navigate through the bridge
 with longer and more frequent closures also will be severely impacted by the project.


Public Health & Safety


The DEIS fails to acknowledge that Fire Rescue and evacuation routes will be hampered by
 the project throughout Martin County.


Even in more affluent communities such as Jupiter Island and Sewall’s Point, there will be
 increased delays in the ability of emergency responders to reach the medical center located
 across the FECR tracks. Both the City of Stuart and Martin County, which contracts with
 other municipalities to provide fire rescue services, project serious increases in emergency
 response times due to increased train traffic and crossing closures.


Delays of as much as an additional 45 minutes are projected for evacuation in the event of an
 emergency at the St. Lucie Nuclear Power Plant on Hutchinson Island just north of Martin
 County. All evacuation routes are crossed by FECR tracks. In the event of other emergencies
 or weather events that require evacuation, increased train traffic will generate still more
 delays.


Pedestrian crossings which are frequently used throughout the County, especially in low-
income and minority areas, will be even more dangerous with not only a higher number of
 trains on the tracks each day but increased speed of approaching trains. Pedestrians used to
 gauging the time available to cross the tracks based on the slower speed of freight trains will
 face significantly less crossing time with high-speed passenger trains approaching.


Threatened and Endangered Species


The DEIS discounts any impacts to threatened and endangered species and inaccurately states
 that no such species will be affected by the project.


The project passes through Jonathan Dickinson State Park (JDSP) in Martin County, which is
 the site of a number of resources which are not even mentioned in the DEIS. The Florida
 Division of Recreation and Parks (DRP) has submitted comments identifying species which
 will likely be impacted, such as perforated reindeer lichen ( Cladonia perforata ) located
 within the right-of-way and Curtiss’ milkweed ( Asclepias curtissi).


The Division notes that the federally protected eastern indigo snake has habitat within the N-S
 Corridor that will be impacted, as well as the Florida scrub jay, gopher tortoise, gopher frog,
 and Florida mouse. The gopher frog is especially likely to cross back and forth across the
 tracks in the park to travel between scrub habitat and wetlands breeding grounds.


Expansion of the tracks through JDSP will impact Florida scrub jay habitat as well as gopher
 tortoise on site.







More frequent closings of the rail crossing within JDSP will have severe negative impacts
 since the park has only one public access road. Emergency vehicles, campers, and day visitors
 could be trapped in the western part of the park during closures.


The DPR has submitted extensive and detailed comments addressing these issues.


Wetlands and Water Resources


As with other environmental impacts, the DEIS minimizes damage to wetlands and water
 resources resulting from the proposed project.


Comments submitted by Martin County detail serious concerns, including potential impacts to
 the Northwest Fork of the Loxahatchee River, which is federally designated as a Wild and
 Scenic River. The DEIS brushes off such concerns, suggesting that the lack of proximity to
 the FECR tracks eliminates or minimizes them. The entire Loxahatchee River watershed is a
 significant ecological complex, however, that provides unique habitat for endangered,
 threatened and migratory birds that travel throughout the area, including within the right-of-
way.


Overall impacts to wetlands throughout the project area have not been quantified or addressed
 by the DEIS, which discusses mitigation of these impacts without acknowledging Martin
 County’s special protections for all wetlands. Insufficient data is provided for an accurate
 evaluation of the project’s wetlands impacts.


Impacts to water resources are being considered by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers;
 however, the Corps has yet to schedule public hearings which have been requested by the
 Guardians of Martin County, Inc., as well as Martin County and other governmental agencies.


It is inevitable that impacts to manatee, protected seagrasses, and other marine life will be
 severe as a result of increased train traffic resulting in increased bridge closures producing
 more vessels queuing up to navigate through the bridge.


Conclusion


The DEIS failed to objectively and fairly evaluate the CSX Route Alternative (DEIS Figure
 3.2-1), which would avoid most if not all of the negative impacts to Martin County residents
 and communities. The AAF-paid consultants simply rejected the CSX Route Alternative out-
of-hand, citing speculative issues such as “the risk that CSX would not be willing to enter
 into” a shared use agreement for existing infrastructure and unsupported conclusions such as
 the CSX Route Alternative poses “the highest potential adverse direct and indirect impacts to
 wetlands and protected species.” (DEIS 3-7)


The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., strongly opposes the AAF project as proposed. The
 DEIS is replete with inaccurate, out-dated, speculative, and subjective material that appears to
 have been deliberately skewed by the drafters to support an unsustainable, critically flawed
 project.


The Guardians advocates consistency with the Martin County Comprehensive Growth
 Management Plan in all development throughout the County. The DEIS inaccurately states
 that the Plan was prepared by the Martin County “Division of Community Planning.” (DEIS
 4-4) There is no such agency within Martin County government. The Plan was prepared by
 the Martin County Growth Management Department.


Please insist that the final EIS be delayed until supplemental and accurate information is







 provided that truly reflects the AAF project’s impacts on the population and communities
 along the projected route.


Regards,


Laureen Odlum


Citizen








From: Chris Guerrieri
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 6:33:07 PM


We live in Vero.  This will negatively effect our quality of life and lower our house value
Not good for the citizens, not good for the community.
Stop AAF


Sent from my iPad
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From: lodlum@att.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; john.winkle@dot.gov; Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov; Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil;


 David.Keys@noaa.gov; Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil; Allan.Nagy@faa.gov; James.Christian@dot.gov;
 Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov; Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov; John_Wrublik@fws.gov;
 Charles_Kelso@fws.gov; CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov; BillNelson@senate.gov;
 Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com; Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov; GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com;
 MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov


Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:28:38 PM


Everyone:


I am against the project "All Aboard Florida".  Martin County is located within the North-
South Corridor (N-S Corridor) identified on Page 4-1 of the DEIS. The County is located
 approximately 40 miles north of West Palm Beach and has an estimated population of
 151,263 based on 2013 U.S. Census Bureau projections.


Since there are no station stops planned between West Palm Beach and Orlando, Martin
 County residents will gain no benefits from 32 new trains a day traveling at high speed
 through our community (along with an additional 12 to 14 freight trains). AAF will cause
 economic harm and create safety, environmental, noise, and navigation hazards that Martin
 County residents do not currently face.


The stated purpose of the Environmental Impact Statement is to “disclose the environmental
 consequences” of the proposed AAF project “and to inform decision-makers and the public of
 any reasonable alternatives that would avoid or minimize adverse impacts to the natural or
 human environment.” The Draft EIS that was drafted by consultants who were paid by AAF
 fails to serve this purpose. It contains inadequate, incomplete, and inaccurate information that
 must be supplemented and corrected before decision-makers and the public may fully
 evaluate the impacts of the proposed AAF project.


Communities and Demographics (Social and Economic Community Impacts)


AAF will have serious negative social and economic community impacts within Martin
 County.


Incredibly, the DEIS completely omits Martin County and two incorporated municipalities
 which are crossed by the project in its discussion of Communities and Demographics. (DEIS
 4-103 through 4-105).


The City of Stuart, which is the County’s largest incorporated municipality (pop. est. 15,975)
 and is the County Seat for Martin County, is not mentioned in the DEIS report of impacts of
 the project on municipalities, although there are 10 at grade crossings in the city. The Town
 of Ocean Breeze, also an incorporated municipality within Martin County (pop. est. 463)
 which, like the City of Stuart, is literally bisected by the project, has also been omitted.
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Many of the City’s cultural resources, including the historic Lyric Theater, which is listed on
 the National Register of Historic Places, and the Stuart Heritage Museum are within 100 feet
 of the FECR tracks.


Comments submitted by the City of Stuart and Martin County address these issues in detail.


The Guardians of Martin County question the viability of the DEIS evaluation of
 Communities and Demographics affected by the AAF project when the largest incorporated
 municipality in the County and, in fact, all of Martin County is glaringly absent from the
 examination of these issues. The omission of Martin County, the City of Stuart, and the Town
 of Ocean Breeze from the DEIS evaluation of Communities and Demographics raises serious
 concerns about the thoroughness and veracity of the entire proposed EIS.


Another glaringly false and absurd statement with respect to the impact of the project on
 communities is the assurance in the DEIS that AAF “would benefit elderly and handicapped
 individuals by providing a transportation option that will enhance mobility and livability in
 their communities.” (DEIS 5-135)


Martin County has the highest percentage of elderly residents (28.9%) of any community
 within the N-S Corridor. Without any stops in Martin County, there is not a single
 “transportation option” provided by AAF to elderly and handicapped individuals. AAF not
 only fails to “enhance mobility and livability” in Martin County communities for elderly and
 handicapped residents, the project promises severe disruption to communities in which the
 elderly and handicapped reside and poses potential life-threatening risks.


Economic Conditions


Because the AAF project literally divides Martin County into two sections – that section east
 of the FECR tracks and that section west of the tracks – the project creates a severe threat to
 the economic survival of small businesses that rely on customers to cross the tracks for
 access.


Numerous small shops, restaurants, plants, groceries, and other business outlets are located
 adjacent to or near the FECR tracks. Fast and safe access across the tracks is not assured by
 the project, threatening the customer base of many of these small businesses, especially in the
 unincorporated areas of Port Salerno, Hobe Sound, Golden Gate and Jensen Beach and the
 incorporated municipality of Stuart, which encompasses the minority community of East
 Stuart.


Martin County has five “community redevelopment areas” (CRAs) which will be impacted by
 the project. None of the CRAs are identified or discussed in the DEIS. The Jensen Beach,
 Rio, Golden Gate, Port Salerno and Hobe Sound CRAs all are adjacent to or bisected by the
 FECR tracks. CRAs are statutorily created areas designed to eliminate blight, provide
 affordable housing, and generate economic development and stability within the communities







 where they are established. The DEIS fails to consider the project’s negative impacts to
 Martin County’s CRAs, such as the effect of lower property values caused by AAF on the
 Tax Increment Financing methodology that is used to finance and maintain CRA operations.


The economic benefits of the project touted by the DEIS are limited to temporary construction
 work in creating new infrastructure in Martin County.


The DEIS analysis that no job loss or neighborhood fragmentation will result from the project
 (DEIS S-17) is not borne out by the experience of small business owners and residents in the
 project area, especially those adjacent to or in close proximity to the FECR tracks.


Severe economic damage to existing small businesses will be long-lasting or permanent. It is
 likely some will not survive the onslaught of increased train traffic that will block access to
 their businesses and create hazardous conditions for their customers trying to cross the tracks.


Environmental Justice


The DEIS fails to identify, quantify, or describe minority and low-income populations in
 Martin County that are disproportionately impacted by the negative impacts of the AAF
 project.


The County’s minority and low-income populations are, as in many other communities,
 situated closest to the project and are frequently bisected by the FECR tracks.


The East Stuart community within the City of Stuart is historically African-American. East
 Stuart hosts two at grade crossings – at Florida Street and A1A (Dixie Highway) and at
 Decker and A1A. The tracks separate a densely populated residential area from the
 commercial area, and it is common for residents – especially children – to walk or ride their
 bikes across the tracks several times a day. One of the most beloved and utilized
 organizations within the East Stuart community, the Gertrude Walden Child Care Center,
 which provides services for low-income and minority parents and children, is located in the
 immediate vicinity of the project.


Similar situations exist in the Port Salerno, Hobe Sound and Golden Gate, where public
 schools, athletic fields, parks and youth centers such as the Boys and Girls’ Club are located
 in close proximity to the project. These communities have a high level of minority residents
 and businesses who are disproportionately impacted by the project, which does not directly
 impact the more affluent communities within the County which are not located as near the
 FECR tracks.


Among the negative effects of AAF on communities with higher percentages of low-income,
 minority, and elderly residents is the certainty that delay will be encountered by emergency
 vehicles crossing the FECR tracks to access emergency medical care.







Martin Memorial Medical Center, the largest medical care provider in Martin County (and
 also one of the largest employers in the County), has submitted comments objecting to the
 project noting that emergency responders throughout Martin County already “face a unique
 burden from existing freight traffic” on the “rail line [which] slices through the center of” the
 community.


Where the elderly and the very young live and congregate near the FECR tracks, the
 emergency access burden is of special concern and likely to result in tragic consequences. As
 the CEO of Martin Memorial Medical Center noted, even if delays caused by increased train
 traffic at crossings throughout the community are brief, “seconds can truly mean the
 difference between life and death.”


In low-income and minority communities, foot and bicycle traffic across the railroad tracks is
 common and presents additional disproportionate dangers to these residents.


Property values in lower-income areas are already depressed and will be further depressed by
 the proximity of the project. Noise and vibration from increased train traffic will
 disproportionately impact low-income and minority communities located closest to the FECR
 tracks.


Navigation


Numerous comments have been submitted regarding the serious negative impacts to
 navigation caused by the project and the failure of the DEIS to adequately and accurately
 address these concerns. The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., joins the marine industry, local
 governments, and boaters throughout the County in objecting to the project as it relates to
 navigation.


The information contained in the DEIS is indisputably inaccurate with respect to the number
 of vessels which pass through the St. Lucie River bridge. Comments submitted by Martin
 County include accurate counts of vessels passing through the bridge during the week and on
 weekends, reflecting more than twice as many vessels as the DEIS estimates.


Delays in allowing marine traffic to navigate through the St. Lucie River bridge opening will
 affect boater safety as well as property values for waterfront properties that lie to the west of
 the bridge. Commercial marinas and docks that require boaters to navigate through the bridge
 with longer and more frequent closures also will be severely impacted by the project.


Public Health & Safety


The DEIS fails to acknowledge that Fire Rescue and evacuation routes will be hampered by
 the project throughout Martin County.







Even in more affluent communities such as Jupiter Island and Sewall’s Point, there will be
 increased delays in the ability of emergency responders to reach the medical center located
 across the FECR tracks. Both the City of Stuart and Martin County, which contracts with
 other municipalities to provide fire rescue services, project serious increases in emergency
 response times due to increased train traffic and crossing closures.


Delays of as much as an additional 45 minutes are projected for evacuation in the event of an
 emergency at the St. Lucie Nuclear Power Plant on Hutchinson Island just north of Martin
 County. All evacuation routes are crossed by FECR tracks. In the event of other emergencies
 or weather events that require evacuation, increased train traffic will generate still more
 delays.


Pedestrian crossings which are frequently used throughout the County, especially in low-
income and minority areas, will be even more dangerous with not only a higher number of
 trains on the tracks each day but increased speed of approaching trains. Pedestrians used to
 gauging the time available to cross the tracks based on the slower speed of freight trains will
 face significantly less crossing time with high-speed passenger trains approaching.


Threatened and Endangered Species


The DEIS discounts any impacts to threatened and endangered species and inaccurately states
 that no such species will be affected by the project.


The project passes through Jonathan Dickinson State Park (JDSP) in Martin County, which is
 the site of a number of resources which are not even mentioned in the DEIS. The Florida
 Division of Recreation and Parks (DRP) has submitted comments identifying species which
 will likely be impacted, such as perforated reindeer lichen ( Cladonia perforata ) located
 within the right-of-way and Curtiss’ milkweed ( Asclepias curtissi).


The Division notes that the federally protected eastern indigo snake has habitat within the N-S
 Corridor that will be impacted, as well as the Florida scrub jay, gopher tortoise, gopher frog,
 and Florida mouse. The gopher frog is especially likely to cross back and forth across the
 tracks in the park to travel between scrub habitat and wetlands breeding grounds.


Expansion of the tracks through JDSP will impact Florida scrub jay habitat as well as gopher
 tortoise on site.


More frequent closings of the rail crossing within JDSP will have severe negative impacts
 since the park has only one public access road. Emergency vehicles, campers, and day visitors
 could be trapped in the western part of the park during closures.


The DPR has submitted extensive and detailed comments addressing these issues.







Wetlands and Water Resources


As with other environmental impacts, the DEIS minimizes damage to wetlands and water
 resources resulting from the proposed project.


Comments submitted by Martin County detail serious concerns, including potential impacts to
 the Northwest Fork of the Loxahatchee River, which is federally designated as a Wild and
 Scenic River. The DEIS brushes off such concerns, suggesting that the lack of proximity to
 the FECR tracks eliminates or minimizes them. The entire Loxahatchee River watershed is a
 significant ecological complex, however, that provides unique habitat for endangered,
 threatened and migratory birds that travel throughout the area, including within the right-of-
way.


Overall impacts to wetlands throughout the project area have not been quantified or addressed
 by the DEIS, which discusses mitigation of these impacts without acknowledging Martin
 County’s special protections for all wetlands. Insufficient data is provided for an accurate
 evaluation of the project’s wetlands impacts.


Impacts to water resources are being considered by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers;
 however, the Corps has yet to schedule public hearings which have been requested by the
 Guardians of Martin County, Inc., as well as Martin County and other governmental agencies.


It is inevitable that impacts to manatee, protected seagrasses, and other marine life will be
 severe as a result of increased train traffic resulting in increased bridge closures producing
 more vessels queuing up to navigate through the bridge.


Conclusion


The DEIS failed to objectively and fairly evaluate the CSX Route Alternative (DEIS Figure
 3.2-1), which would avoid most if not all of the negative impacts to Martin County residents
 and communities. The AAF-paid consultants simply rejected the CSX Route Alternative out-
of-hand, citing speculative issues such as “the risk that CSX would not be willing to enter
 into” a shared use agreement for existing infrastructure and unsupported conclusions such as
 the CSX Route Alternative poses “the highest potential adverse direct and indirect impacts to
 wetlands and protected species.” (DEIS 3-7)


The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., strongly opposes the AAF project as proposed. The
 DEIS is replete with inaccurate, out-dated, speculative, and subjective material that appears to
 have been deliberately skewed by the drafters to support an unsustainable, critically flawed
 project.


The Guardians advocates consistency with the Martin County Comprehensive Growth
 Management Plan in all development throughout the County. The DEIS inaccurately states
 that the Plan was prepared by the Martin County “Division of Community Planning.” (DEIS







 4-4) There is no such agency within Martin County government. The Plan was prepared by
 the Martin County Growth Management Department.


Please insist that the final EIS be delayed until supplemental and accurate information is
 provided that truly reflects the AAF project’s impacts on the population and communities
 along the projected route.


Regards,


Laureen Odlum


Citizen








From: Ron Adamson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 7:07:06 PM


This is the disruption the AAF would cause just one man and his family who live in Sebastian Fl.
 
I have a 25 year old business located in Sebastian which fronts on US Hwy 1 in the heart of the
 business district. The back door of my building is about 125’ to the FEC tracks.
Of course I knew back in 1989 when I built that being that close to the tracks would be a negative
 but never dreaming that anyone would ever be so crude to disrupt the lives of hundreds of
 thousands of people by increasing the traffic on this track as proposed.  MY business requires that
 the building be open air year round. I now have to put people on hold when a train is passing and I
 am on the phone.  Can you imagine with 32 more trips a day?
 
I personally cross those tracks on an average of 6 times during a business day 7 days a week.  How
 much additional time out of my life and my business day will this cause me?
 
I built my home 3/10 of a mile West of the RR tracks 10 years ago.  I designed and built the home to
 be an open air residence with 6 sets of French Doors opening to the screened pool area.  I now hear
 most train during the night when sleeping with the doors open especially the 5 AM one blasting his
 horn but once again I can live with that but an additional 32 trips would be unbearable and heaven
 only knows how much it would depreciate my property value.
 
The city of Sebastian’s business district lies 90% +or- east of the tracks along US Hwy 1 as does our
 only hospital and 90% + or – of the residents, 20,000 + live West of the tracks.  What would you
 conclude from this folly? 
 
To have this even being considered is beyond belief for my little brain.  I know that money speak but
 just  consider the change this will make in me and my family’s life and multiply that hundreds of
 thousands between Palm Beach and Cocoa Fl.
 
Yours, Ronald Adamson
Sebastian Car Wash
sebwash@att.net
772-713-5138
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From: Arthur Ondich
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; john.winkle@dot.gov; Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov
Cc: Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil; David.Keys@noaa.gov; Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil; Allan.Nagy@faa.gov;


 James.Christian@dot.gov; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov; Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov;
 John_Wrublik@fws.gov; Charles_Kelso@fws.gov; BillNelson@senate.gov;
 CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov


Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:51:57 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle and Mr. Foxx:
 
I would like to express my opposition to All Aboard Florida, as currently proposed.   I am doing this above
 the letter that you have received from The Guardians of Martin County, which outlines in great detail the
 reasons that many residents of Martin County and other South Florida areas are opposing this project.  
 My opposition is based on pure observation and what I feel are common sense analysis of the business
 model suggested by All Aboard Florida.   The impact to both road and waterway navigation traffic in my
 opinion is grossly understated by All Aboard Florida, and this far outweighs any benefit this project will
 provide to travelers, the state of Florida, and travel in general to the United States.   The ridership
 numbers projected by All Aboard Florida are just not believable based on the markets they will serve,
 and the reality of the cost involved, and the travel time the service will provide the ridership.  
 
Even if projected out 20 or more years, the disruption cost of this project as proposed must greatly
 outweigh the realistic benefits that it can provide to travelers between South Florida and the Orlando
 area, and any economic boost to the areas that it would impact.   I ask that you carefully study the
 numbers and reasoning that All Aboard Florida has used to justify their project proposal.  
 
I am not opposed to change that is positive for the state of Florida and the United States, but I do not see
 All Aboard Florida bringing a net positive change.  
 
Thank you for considering my opinion on All Aboard Florida.   I am a resident of Martin County Florida.
 
Arthur W. Ondich
12383 S.E. Plandome Dr.
Hobe Sound, FL 33455
 
     
 
 
 
Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE
Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590
 
Re: All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f)
 Evaluation
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., a 501(c)(3) organization which has
 promoted a safe and healthy environment and the unique quality of life for
 Martin County residents for more than a decade, objects to the All Aboard
 Florida (AAF) high speed rail project as currently proposed and configured and
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 submits comments with respect to the following categories evaluated in the
 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS): Communities and
 Demographics (Social and Economic Community Impacts), Economic
 Conditions, Environmental Justice, Navigation, Public Health & Safety,
 Threatened and Endangered Species, Wetlands and Water Resources.
 
Introduction
 
Martin County is located within the North-South Corridor (N-S Corridor)
 identified on Page 4-1 of the DEIS. The County is located approximately 40
 miles north of West Palm Beach and has an estimated population of 151,263
 based on 2013 U.S. Census Bureau projections.
 
Since there are no station stops planned between West Palm Beach and
 Orlando, Martin County residents will gain no benefits from 32 new trains a
 day traveling at high speed through our community (along with an additional
 12 to 14 freight trains). AAF will cause economic harm and create safety,
 environmental, noise, and navigation hazards that Martin County residents do
 not currently face.
 
The stated purpose of the Environmental Impact Statement is to “disclose the
 environmental consequences” of the proposed AAF project “and to inform
 decision-makers and the public of any reasonable alternatives that would
 avoid or minimize adverse impacts to the natural or human environment.” The
 Draft EIS that was drafted by consultants who were paid by AAF fails to serve
 this purpose. It contains inadequate, incomplete, and inaccurate information
 that must be supplemented and corrected before decision-makers and the
 public may fully evaluate the impacts of the proposed AAF project.
 
Communities and Demographics (Social and Economic Community
 Impacts)
 
AAF will have serious negative social and economic community impacts within
 Martin County.
 
Incredibly, the DEIS completely omits Martin County and two incorporated
 municipalities which are crossed by the project in its discussion of
 Communities and Demographics. (DEIS 4-103 through 4-105).
 
The City of Stuart, which is the County’s largest incorporated municipality (pop.
 est. 15,975) and is the County Seat for Martin County, is not mentioned in the
 DEIS report of impacts of the project on municipalities, although there are 10
 at grade crossings in the city. The Town of Ocean Breeze, also an
 incorporated municipality within Martin County (pop. est. 463) which, like the
 City of Stuart, is literally bisected by the project, has also been omitted.
 
Many of the City’s cultural resources, including the historic Lyric Theater, which
 is listed on the National Register of Historic Places, and the Stuart Heritage
 Museum are within 100 feet of the FECR tracks.







 
Comments submitted by the City of Stuart and Martin County address these
 issues in detail.
 
The Guardians of Martin County question the viability of the DEIS evaluation of
 Communities and Demographics affected by the AAF project when the largest
 incorporated municipality in the County and, in fact, all of Martin County is
 glaringly absent from the examination of these issues. The omission of Martin
 County, the City of Stuart, and the Town of Ocean Breeze from the DEIS
 evaluation of Communities and Demographics raises serious concerns about
 the thoroughness and veracity of the entire proposed EIS.
 
Another glaringly false and absurd statement with respect to the impact of the
 project on communities is the assurance in the DEIS that AAF “would benefit
 elderly and handicapped individuals by providing a transportation option that
 will enhance mobility and livability in their communities.” (DEIS 5-135)
 
Martin County has the highest percentage of elderly residents (28.9%) of any
 community within the N-S Corridor. Without any stops in Martin County, there
 is not a single “transportation option” provided by AAF to elderly and
 handicapped individuals. AAF not only fails to “enhance mobility and livability”
 in Martin County communities for elderly and handicapped residents, the
 project promises severe disruption to communities in which the elderly and
 handicapped reside and poses potential life-threatening risks.
 
Economic Conditions
 
Because the AAF project literally divides Martin County into two sections – that
 section east of the FECR tracks and that section west of the tracks – the
 project creates a severe threat to the economic survival of small businesses
 that rely on customers to cross the tracks for access.
 
Numerous small shops, restaurants, plants, groceries, and other business
 outlets are located adjacent to or near the FECR tracks. Fast and safe access
 across the tracks is not assured by the project, threatening the customer base
 of many of these small businesses, especially in the unincorporated areas of
 Port Salerno, Hobe Sound, Golden Gate and Jensen Beach and the
 incorporated municipality of Stuart, which encompasses the minority
 community of East Stuart.
 
Martin County has five “community redevelopment areas” (CRAs) which will be
 impacted by the project. None of the CRAs are identified or discussed in the
 DEIS. The Jensen Beach, Rio, Golden Gate, Port Salerno and Hobe Sound
 CRAs all are adjacent to or bisected by the FECR tracks. CRAs are statutorily
 created areas designed to eliminate blight, provide affordable housing, and
 generate economic development and stability within the communities where
 they are established. The DEIS fails to consider the project’s negative impacts
 to Martin County’s CRAs, such as the effect of lower property values caused
 by AAF on the Tax Increment Financing methodology that is used to finance







 and maintain CRA operations.
 
The economic benefits of the project touted by the DEIS are limited to
 temporary construction work in creating new infrastructure in Martin County.
 
The DEIS analysis that no job loss or neighborhood fragmentation will result
 from the project (DEIS S-17) is not borne out by the experience of small
 business owners and residents in the project area, especially those adjacent
 to or in close proximity to the FECR tracks.
 
Severe economic damage to existing small businesses will be long-lasting or
 permanent. It is likely some will not survive the onslaught of increased train
 traffic that will block access to their businesses and create hazardous
 conditions for their customers trying to cross the tracks.
 
Environmental Justice
 
The DEIS fails to identify, quantify, or describe minority and low-income
 populations in Martin County that are disproportionately impacted by the
 negative impacts of the AAF project.
 
The County’s minority and low-income populations are, as in many other
 communities, situated closest to the project and are frequently bisected by the
 FECR tracks.
 
The East Stuart community within the City of Stuart is historically African-
American. East Stuart hosts two at grade crossings – at Florida Street and A1A
 (Dixie Highway) and at Decker and A1A. The tracks separate a densely
 populated residential area from the commercial area, and it is common for
 residents – especially children – to walk or ride their bikes across the tracks
 several times a day. One of the most beloved and utilized organizations within
 the East Stuart community, the Gertrude Walden Child Care Center, which
 provides services for low-income and minority parents and children, is located
 in the immediate vicinity of the project.
 
Similar situations exist in the Port Salerno, Hobe Sound and Golden Gate,
 where public schools, athletic fields, parks and youth centers such as the Boys
 and Girls’ Club are located in close proximity to the project. These
 communities have a high level of minority residents and businesses who are
 disproportionately impacted by the project, which does not directly impact the
 more affluent communities within the County which are not located as near the
 FECR tracks.
 
Among the negative effects of AAF on communities with higher percentages of
 low-income, minority, and elderly residents is the certainty that delay will be
 encountered by emergency vehicles crossing the FECR tracks to access
 emergency medical care.
 
Martin Memorial Medical Center, the largest medical care provider in Martin







 County (and also one of the largest employers in the County), has submitted
 comments objecting to the project noting that emergency responders
 throughout Martin County already “face a unique burden from existing freight
 traffic” on the “rail line [which] slices through the center of” the community.
 
Where the elderly and the very young live and congregate near the FECR
 tracks, the emergency access burden is of special concern and likely to result
 in tragic consequences. As the CEO of Martin Memorial Medical Center noted,
 even if delays caused by increased train traffic at crossings throughout the
 community are brief, “seconds can truly mean the difference between life and
 death.”
 
In low-income and minority communities, foot and bicycle traffic across the
 railroad tracks is common and presents additional disproportionate dangers to
 these residents.
 
Property values in lower-income areas are already depressed and will be
 further depressed by the proximity of the project. Noise and vibration from
 increased train traffic will disproportionately impact low-income and minority
 communities located closest to the FECR tracks.
 
Navigation
 
Numerous comments have been submitted regarding the serious negative
 impacts to navigation caused by the project and the failure of the DEIS to
 adequately and accurately address these concerns. The Guardians of Martin
 County, Inc., joins the marine industry, local governments, and boaters
 throughout the County in objecting to the project as it relates to navigation.
 
The information contained in the DEIS is indisputably inaccurate with respect
 to the number of vessels which pass through the St. Lucie River bridge.
 Comments submitted by Martin County include accurate counts of vessels
 passing through the bridge during the week and on weekends, reflecting more
 than twice as many vessels as the DEIS estimates.
 
Delays in allowing marine traffic to navigate through the St. Lucie River bridge
 opening will affect boater safety as well as property values for waterfront
 properties that lie to the west of the bridge. Commercial marinas and docks
 that require boaters to navigate through the bridge with longer and more
 frequent closures also will be severely impacted by the project.
 
Public Health & Safety
 
The DEIS fails to acknowledge that Fire Rescue and evacuation routes will be
 hampered by the project throughout Martin County.
 
Even in more affluent communities such as Jupiter Island and Sewall’s Point,
 there will be increased delays in the ability of emergency responders to reach
 the medical center located across the FECR tracks. Both the City of Stuart







 and Martin County, which contracts with other municipalities to provide fire
 rescue services, project serious increases in emergency response times due
 to increased train traffic and crossing closures.
 
Delays of as much as an additional 45 minutes are projected for evacuation in
 the event of an emergency at the St. Lucie Nuclear Power Plant on
 Hutchinson Island just north of Martin County. All evacuation routes are
 crossed by FECR tracks. In the event of other emergencies or weather events
 that require evacuation, increased train traffic will generate still more delays.
 
Pedestrian crossings which are frequently used throughout the County,
 especially in low-income and minority areas, will be even more dangerous with
 not only a higher number of trains on the tracks each day but increased speed
 of approaching trains. Pedestrians used to gauging the time available to cross
 the tracks based on the slower speed of freight trains will face significantly
 less crossing time with high-speed passenger trains approaching.
 
Threatened and Endangered Species
 
The DEIS discounts any impacts to threatened and endangered species and
 inaccurately states that no such species will be affected by the project.
 
The project passes through Jonathan Dickinson State Park (JDSP) in Martin
 County, which is the site of a number of resources which are not even
 mentioned in the DEIS. The Florida Division of Recreation and Parks (DRP)
 has submitted comments identifying species which will likely be impacted,
 such as perforated reindeer lichen ( Cladonia perforata ) located within the
 right-of-way and Curtiss’ milkweed ( Asclepias curtissi).
 
The Division notes that the federally protected eastern indigo snake has habitat
 within the N-S Corridor that will be impacted, as well as the Florida scrub jay,
 gopher tortoise, gopher frog, and Florida mouse. The gopher frog is especially
 likely to cross back and forth across the tracks in the park to travel between
 scrub habitat and wetlands breeding grounds.
 
Expansion of the tracks through JDSP will impact Florida scrub jay habitat as
 well as gopher tortoise on site.
 
More frequent closings of the rail crossing within JDSP will have severe
 negative impacts since the park has only one public access road. Emergency
 vehicles, campers, and day visitors could be trapped in the western part of the
 park during closures.
 
The DPR has submitted extensive and detailed comments addressing these
 issues.
 
Wetlands and Water Resources
 
As with other environmental impacts, the DEIS minimizes damage to wetlands







 and water resources resulting from the proposed project.
 
Comments submitted by Martin County detail serious concerns, including
 potential impacts to the Northwest Fork of the Loxahatchee River, which is
 federally designated as a Wild and Scenic River. The DEIS brushes off such
 concerns, suggesting that the lack of proximity to the FECR tracks eliminates
 or minimizes them. The entire Loxahatchee River watershed is a significant
 ecological complex, however, that provides unique habitat for endangered,
 threatened and migratory birds that travel throughout the area, including within
 the right-of-way.
 
Overall impacts to wetlands throughout the project area have not been
 quantified or addressed by the DEIS, which discusses mitigation of these
 impacts without acknowledging Martin County’s special protections for all
 wetlands. Insufficient data is provided for an accurate evaluation of the
 project’s wetlands impacts.
 
Impacts to water resources are being considered by the U.S. Army Corps of
 Engineers; however, the Corps has yet to schedule public hearings which
 have been requested by the Guardians of Martin County, Inc., as well as
 Martin County and other governmental agencies.
 
It is inevitable that impacts to manatee, protected seagrasses, and other
 marine life will be severe as a result of increased train traffic resulting in
 increased bridge closures producing more vessels queuing up to navigate
 through the bridge.
 
Conclusion
 
The DEIS failed to objectively and fairly evaluate the CSX Route Alternative
 (DEIS Figure 3.2-1), which would avoid most if not all of the negative impacts
 to Martin County residents and communities. The AAF-paid consultants simply
 rejected the CSX Route Alternative out-of-hand, citing speculative issues such
 as “the risk that CSX would not be willing to enter into” a shared use
 agreement for existing infrastructure and unsupported conclusions such as the
 CSX Route Alternative poses “the highest potential adverse direct and indirect
 impacts to wetlands and protected species.” (DEIS 3-7)
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., strongly opposes the AAF project as
 proposed. The DEIS is replete with inaccurate, out-dated, speculative, and
 subjective material that appears to have been deliberately skewed by the
 drafters to support an unsustainable, critically flawed project.
 
The Guardians advocates consistency with the Martin County Comprehensive
 Growth Management Plan in all development throughout the County. The
 DEIS inaccurately states that the Plan was prepared by the Martin County
 “Division of Community Planning.” (DEIS 4-4) There is no such agency within
 Martin County government. The Plan was prepared by the Martin County
 Growth Management Department.
 







Please insist that the final EIS be delayed until supplemental and accurate
 information is provided that truly reflects the AAF project’s impacts on the
 population and communities along the projected route.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter H. Conze, Jr., President
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc.
www.theguardiansofmartincounty.com
Prepared by Virginia P. Sherlock, Esq.
Counsel to The Guardians of Martin County, Inc.



http://www.theguardiansofmartincounty.org/






From: Nancy L. Fox
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2014 2:43:30 PM


Good Afternoon,
 
I am writing about the All Aboard Florida train being a safety issue here in Sebastian, Florida and also
 Vero Beach.  Both hospitals that service the public are East of the tracks and with the bulk of the
 population they service West of the tracks this presents a hazard in getting the ambulance across
 the railroad during an emergency, with the increase train runs of 16 round trips every day.  It also
 affects the fire and rescue team during an emergency.
 
US 1 and I-95 are the main routes into and out of Sebastian, Florida as well,  and the All Aboard
 Florida train would impact the traffic during an emergency evacuation.  Bare Foot Bay in Brevard
 County is the prime example.  It is a mobile home community with over 45,000 residents who will
 need to evacuate during an emergency and the train will definitely affect their mobility during an
 evacuation.
 
A much better plan for transit would be a monorail that travels above the traffic.  Like at Disney, it
 can service a vast number of people and yet not interfere with traffic on the roadways, which are
 already congested and seem to get more congested all the time.
 
Thank you for your time,
Best Regards,
Nancy Fox
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From: Nelson or Gretchen Cover
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:55:35 PM


The current plan makes no sense.  It will destroy natural resources, be a drain on
 taxpayers, and cause major traffic problems. In addition, in an area like Vero Beach
 with a large elderly population, it will add another danger trying to get ambulances to
 the hospital.  


If the goal is to go from Miami/Orlando/Miami, why not have a raised rail or any type
 of rail system that follows the existing turnpike?  Or a system that parallels I-95?


This whole scheme is make-believe.  There is not a passenger rail system in the US
 that makes money. Why would this one?


Sincerely, Gretchen Cover
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: AFF passenger rail
Date: Thursday, November 20, 2014 4:06:58 PM


Another potential repeat.
 


From: bonnie merritt [mailto:merritt2011@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, November 20, 2014 4:04 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Cc: AAF
Subject: AFF passenger rail
 
I am writing with concerns about the All Aboard Florida passenger rail project and the Draft
 Environmental Impact Statement they have forwarded to the Federal Railroad Administration
 for review and comment. 
 
The DEIS repeatedly refers to the impacts of adding 32 high speed trains as "will be
 mitigated."  No remedies are discussed for important issues like noise, vibration, air quality,
 construction staging or the impact more freight and 32 passenger trains will have on ;our
 natural habitats and wildlife.  There has been a serious attempt by AAF to fool us into
 accepting their plan with misleading facts or partial truths at area forums.  Additionally, as the
 South Florida Phase 1 segment is moving forward, many people believe there is nothing we
 can do to resolve their concerns.  That sentiment has been used by AAF to limit comments
 and promise local officials concessions and/or stations "sometime in the future."
 
The new AAF tracks will bisect our community of mostly retired and senior residents.  This
 means increased train activity could virtually cut off the east parts of my neighborhood from
 western portions.  This is a serious impediment to the delivery of emergency services. 
 Neighbors will be separated from neighbors and access to needed community services will be
 limited by increased delays at crossings. 
 
Safety at railroad crossings is also a huge concern.  Add 32 daily high speed trains, PLUS 16 to
 20 freight trains to road crossings, that are level to the roadway (grade level)( and we have an
 accident waiting to happen. 
 
Also not adequately addressed is the demolition and replacement of the St. Sebastian River
 railroad bridge.  AAF states the bridge will remain in its right-of-way.  While the bridge may be
 in the right-of-way, the tracks are being moved east and at landfall will impact homes in the
 Little Hollywood community.  Among the issues "to be mitigated" are the impacts of bridge
 construction on the annual winter migration of the Florida Manatee, an endangered species. 
 The St. Sebastian River is treated as a stand-along issue.  No mention is made concerning its
 use as a watershed by the St. Johns River Management District or that the River is a tributary
 of - and included in - the National Indian River Lagoon Estuary, a Lagoon of national
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 importance and in critical need of restoration. 
 
Finally, Florida already has a passenger train that goes from Miami to Orlando and on one
 rides it.  It's called Amtrack. 
 
I am asking the Railroad Administration to reject the flawed Draft Environmental Statement
 and tell All Aboard Florida to do their due diligence and provide needed facts that truly justify
 this proposal.  Better yet, tell them to move their trains west.  Florida voters approved an
 amendment to the state's constitution in 2000 authorizing a high speed "bullet" train
 adjacent to Florida's Turnpike. 
 
Sincerely
 
Bonnie & Clayton Merritt
809 Sapodilla Drive
Barefoot Bay, Florida 32976
 
 
 








From: r.sanford08@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:32:33 AM


Dear Sir
I have been a resident of Palm City Florida in Martin County for 18 years.  I am an active
 boater and live west of the railroad bridge over the St Lucie River in Stuart, FL.  There are
 numerous reasons to be concerned about the proposed All Aboard Florida program - I will
 address only the navigation of the St Lucie River through Stuart.  The bridge at this
 location is vintage 1930's and typically takes 5 minutes or more to open - same amount of
 time to close.  The channel is narrow at this point and currents are fast here.  The concept
 of double-tracking both north and south of this area and having trains stacked to cross this
 single track is going to seriously impede navigation at this location.  The track makes a
 sharp S turn at this location and this proposed "high speed" rail service will have to travel
 this section of Stuart at 30 mph.  With the proposed number of trains being considered
 there is no way to avoid the rail bridge at the St Lucie River crossing being down the
 majority of the time - and impeding navigation thru this location.  I am at a loss to suggest
 what would mitigate this situation other than possibly moving this proposed activity to rail
 corridors west of the city.  In any case - I do hope your agency will review carefully the
 impact the proposed rail service will have on navigation and take actions to prohibit this
 proposed rail service expansion from taking place unless and until the navigation issues can
 be fully resolved.
Respectfully
Robert F. Sanford
1423 SW Seagull Way
Palm City, FL  34990
772-219-9547
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: AGAINST
Date: Thursday, December 4, 2014 11:07:54 AM


This one doesn't mention AAF, but I'm assuming it is.


-----Original Message-----
From: Ann Pyne [mailto:apyne@earthlink.net]
Sent: Thursday, December 04, 2014 8:57 AM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: AGAINST


I live at 26 Riverview Road.  It is on the inland waterway and my property value and my experience of my property
 will be ruilned by this train.  For us now and in the future for our children.
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From: David McKown
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: dkb1972@aol.com
Subject: FW: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA SCAM
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:02:26 PM


Dear Sirs:
 
I have resent the below email with AAF in capitals, as it appears that way in the
 newspaper. I want to be absolutely sure that my objections are on record.
 Furthermore, it makes no difference to my objections even if in the unlikely
 event this thing is in fact a passenger service. Such a service would probably
 cause a little less environmental damage, as it would not be as heavy as the
 freight, but it would continue to cause the unacceptable other disruptions. I
 also forgot to mention that even with the passenger service proposed,
 additional freight trains are expected to be added, further aggravating the
 whole mess.
 


From: David McKown [mailto:davidmck@whdservices.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 03, 2014 1:47 PM
To: 'aaf_comments@vhb.com'
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA SCAM
 


Dear Sirs:
 
The damage that this proposed “passenger train” poses to the East Coast of
 Florida and its world famous beaches and local tourist towns along The
 Treasure Coast is impossible to describe. First of all, this is clearly not a
 passenger service and never has been. The companies promoting this horrible
 idea are not trust worthy and that is the first Golden Rule of any financing. I
 was a senior officer working for one of the largest banks in the world in the
 capacity of a senior international corporate lending officer in a special group
 devoted to the 400 largest and most important corporate clients of the
 institution. I not only traveled abroad extensively but for over 15 years lived
 with my family in two foreign countries and ran the bank’s large corporate
 lending activities in these locations. I know what to look for when unsavory
 folks try to put lipstick on a pig. Any proposal that did not pass that initial test
 went no further. These folks even lied when filling out the form for tax exempt
 status of one of their attempted money grabs by declaring that no adverse
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 comments were received from locations on the Treasure Coast. Right there is a
 huge untruth. [Reported in the Press Journal]
 
It is not by happenstance that this supposed “passenger service” has stops in
 locations that are planning large port expansions to handle the expected
 enormous influx of cargo after the Panama Canal expansion is completed.
 There is no viable commercial reason for this service other than to haul freight.
 That type of business could profitably be accomplished by using one of the
 alternative inland routes. If the coastal plan is put into place, it will be a gross
 injustice to the large tourist and local infrastructure already in place along the
 Treasure Coast. The draft Impact Statement was  a cruel joke. What sort of
 dumbbells do they think we are ?
 
I live in Vero Beach. Our property is bordered on the North by Eighth Street, on
 the West by Sixth Ave., and on the East by Indian River Blvd. In our homes, we
 clearly hear the current freight traffic. It often seems as if we are able to listen
 to the rusty springs moving up and down under the weight of the heavy loads.
 We also often have to wait at the various rail crossings in our area during the
 day and at night. I am not even going to attempt to describe the decibels
 reached by the horns that have to be sounded at least four times during the
 passage of the trains. During the night and early morning hours these sounds
 are already not conducive to a good night’s sleep. Our property values, which
 are finally creeping back upward, will clearly take a deep hit. This will not only
 effect the average homeowner, but also the tax revenue stream the local
 municipalities have come to expect. These townships along The Treasure Coast
 are even looking forward to an increase in that income, as the nation’s
 economy continues to improve, and the Baby Boomers reach retirement. The
 entire ambience of this little town named Vero Beach, not to mention
 Sebastian, lovely downtown Stuart, Fort Pierce, and Hobe Sound will forever
 be obliterated. It is important to remember that downtown Vero Beach with
 its arts section just getting underway also contains all of the Municipal
 infrastructure, and many, many residential communities further to the West of
 the tracks. To put it succinctly, the hospital is on the East as, obviously, are the
 wonderful beaches.; thus the entire existing town structure will be disastrously
 changed forever. Furthermore, living West of the tracks will now become







 dangerous due to the location of the hospital and virtually all of the doctors’
 offices. For what benefit are we obtaining by allowing the collapse of our town,
 many of the residents’ lively hoods and the pleasant, quiet living conditions
 which have taken years to be formed? I will not get into the maritime issues
 which are vast and have been addressed elsewhere.
 
It is truly beyond belief that this “passenger service” benefits anyone living
 north of West Palm Beach and yet we are being compelled to see our lives
 degraded and also see our tax dollars squandered.
 


This dangerous boondoggle must not be permitted to proceed.
 


As an aside, I find it interesting that if, in fact, this is such a lucrative passenger
 business, why have no airlines made any comments at all (total silence) about
 the tremendous loss of revenue they will experience on this route from Miami,
 Fort Lauderdale, and West Palm Beach, purportedly involving around
 3,000,000 paying customers  annually and expected to grow significantly? That
 is obviously because there is no profitable business attached to this route.
 
Sincerely,
 
David R. McKown
 
 








From: Gertrude Bradley
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:19:36 AM


This plan of sending 32 high speed trains through the center of our beautiful town is madness. 
 Our quality of life will be swept away, our enjoyment of our surroundings will be no more as
 we deal with the total disruption of our lives.


   This is all about the the selfish interests of Fortress Investment Group and their profits with
 no consideration to the adverse impact to our Treasure Coast area. Our concerns are brushed
 aside as arrogant business people insist on having their way. 
    
    We will not be pushed around any longer.


     Gertrude N. Bradley
      Vero Beach, Florida
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From: rakonda.gray.ctr@dot.gov on behalf of FRAPA@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:29:08 PM


 
 


Rakonda Gray
Administrative Assistant
Communications and Legislative Affairs
VESA Health and Technology
US Department of Transportation
1200 New Jersey Ave., SE
Washington, DC 20590
Direct Line: 202-493-1355
Mobile: 202-236-4580
Rakonda.Gray.CTR@Dot.Gov
 


From: Victoria Castello [mailto:victoria-castello@outlook.com] 
Sent: Thursday, October 09, 2014 3:20 AM
To: Public Affairs (FRA)
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
 
Good Morning,
 
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:
 
I have lived in Boynton Beach Florida,( located in the center of Palm Beach County, Florida) for
 over 50 years.   A diverse municipality  which has a minimally developed downtown.  All
 Aboard Florida will have an adverse impact on our City’s downtown which is trying flourish.   
 
Today I read this:
http://www.miamiherald.com/news/local/community/miami-dade/article2206748.html
 
I would like to read the required report  Draft Environmental Impact Statement issued  by
 the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA)”
and described as follows:


Read more here: http://www.miamiherald.com/news/local/community/miami-
dade/article2206748.html#storylink=cpy


“The cumulative analysis for the project shows that the combination of the [All Aboard
 Florida] passenger rail project impacts with other impacts would not result in a serious
 deterioration of environmental functions,” the 522-page report states.


Please advise.
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Thank you.


Victoria Castello


www.boyntonbeach.com/blog


(561) 732-8884


Read more here: http://www.miamiherald.com/news/local/community/miami-
dade/article2206748.html#storylink=cpy
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From: Mandolinda
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:33:38 AM


I am AGAINST a the AAF proposal 100%! I live in St. Lucie county between Ft. Pierce and Jensen Beach.  Both
 towns and Stuart as well have built very quaint downtown business districts which would be destroyed by AAF
 constant trains.  By their own numbers we would suffer 2 passenger trains each hour....not including freight trains. 
 There are many cafes and restaurants with outdoor seating that would be negatively impacted if not put out of
 business all together returning the downtown areas to the blighted areas they once were.  This NOT
 ACCEPTABLE.


The track runs within feet of up scale homes along the intercostal between Stuart and Vero beach the trains will
 devalue their water front homes.  In fact will most likely negatively impact property values over a wide spread area
 in our 3 counties, St. Lucie, Martin, and  Indian River.


The route also runs through many wet land and wild areas of our 3 counties and will negatively effect wild life of all
 kinds.  Additional pollution from the trains will contaminate water wildlife depends on in the rivers and wetlands.


I know that a route along the turnpike/I95 corridor was considered.  This route will still have environmental impacts,
 but less impact on our towns, safety and way of life.  That western route makes much more sense.


Please put a stop to this proposed project or move it to the more westerly route and save our South Florida way of
 life.


Linda Squeo
432 NW Ferris Drive
Pt St Lucie, FL.  34983


Sent from my iPad
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA(AAF)
Date: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 7:38:16 AM


 
 


From: Carol Dickenson [mailto:carol@suncoast.net] 
Sent: Sunday, November 23, 2014 10:54 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA(AAF)
 
Over the years, Florida has been subjected to many different "progressive projects": cross state canal,
 draining the Everglades for development, cementing the Kissimmee river, consideration of injecting
 sewage into the ground of a state dependent on its aquifer,
a federal law allowing water from agriculture and the sugar industry to flow into Lake Okeechobee to be
 released into the intra-
coastal lagoon.
 
By adding 32 additional passenger trains per day, and a projected 48 freight trains per day, this economic
 proposal will turn us into an industrial
 zone!                                                                                                                                                                   
 
Build your freight traffic west;not through residential areas!  Try the CSX corridor.  We do not want our
 safety compromised or our environment degraded. We do not need a third rail here.
                                                                                                                                                     
 
This proposal only boost the economy of Miami and the Fortress Investment Group with an FECI
 cut.                                      
 
Thank you,
 
Mrs. Carol Dickenson
709 Hudson Bay Dr
Palm beach gardens, Florida     
11/24/14                                       
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From: Petergo39@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:47:52 AM


My name is Peter Golovaty. I live in South Stuart and have trucks which must cross the RR tracks multiple
 times a day to serve our customers. This project is going to affect my income and level of service. I don't
 see a need for this project. Who is going to ride to Orlando from South Florida? I believe that this entire
 project is a politically motivated ploy to expand freight service from the Port of Miami up the East Coast
 using taxpayer subsidies. This project will never sustain itself with our State's demographics. I am
 completely opposed to the project and will pursue legal action against anyone that approves this plan for
 their own political or financial gain.
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From: Dennis Stewart
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:09:14 AM


To Whom it may concern.
Both my wife and I as residents of the city of Stuart Florida would like to voice our concerns
 regarding the proposed railroad service that will adversely affect our town.  We are opposed
 to this project.  As a boater I understand that the RR bridge will be lowered for extensive
 periods of time during the daylight  hours.  This will adversely affect marine traffic and will
 cause "bridge rage" with boaters trying to get thru the limited time the railroad bridge will be
 open .    In addition the time spent waiting for train passages will adversely affect both
 vehicular traffic as well as those on emergency mission.   The majority of doctors' offices,
  diagnostic labs, Martin Memorial Hospital, the Stuart Library, and all of Martin County
 beaches will also be adversely affected.     We are totally opposed to this project. 


Dennis and Mary Stewart
1950 S. W. Palm City Road #11-206
Stuart, Florida 34994
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From: peterson7097@bellsouth.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:15:49 AM


 
 


From: peterson7097@bellsouth.net [mailto:peterson7097@bellsouth.net] 
Sent: Monday, December 01, 2014 4:03 PM
To: aafcomments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
 
Dear John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration:
I want to voice my opinion on the draft the environmental impact will make in  Stuart Fl. The
 intersection is the downtown crossing. Presently if you dine downtown and a freight train goes
 north or south the noise is so bad you have to stop talking if your outside, (which is where I sit), until
 it passes. Also, at other crossings it could block medical transports to our hospital, Martin Memorial.
Please help us to keep our nice and lovely downtown the way it is now.
Thank you, Gwen Peterson, retired citizen
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From: mbolderman@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:16:03 AM


Hello,
Please divert your All Aboard Florida plan using the existing Florida East Coast
 corridor. Think about all the lives you will put at risk in the towns that need access to
 RR  crossings for fire and ambulance services, such as in Stuart.  Too many trains
 will increase the backup traffic, shutting down access at these crossings for
 emergency vehicles.   Put people first, not your $$$$. Choose another route, please!
Thank you
Mary Bolderman
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From: rakonda.gray.ctr@dot.gov on behalf of FRAPA@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Against All Board Florida Form Orlando To Miami
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 2:02:52 PM


 
 


Rakonda Gray
Administrative Assistant
Communications and Legislative Affairs
VESA Health and Technology
US Department of Transportation
1200 New Jersey Ave., SE
Washington, DC 20590
Direct Line: 202-493-1355
Mobile: 202-236-4580
Rakonda.Gray.CTR@Dot.Gov
 


From: Stuart Gollinger [mailto:jerigo@att.net] 
Sent: Thursday, November 13, 2014 3:27 PM
To: Public Affairs (FRA)
Subject: Against All Board Florida Form Orlando To Miami
 
http://youtu.be/Q_W6-IT_Y5Y
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From: Patricia Donovan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:44:26 AM


DO NOT DESTROY the ambiance of our Coastal Villages along the FEC Railway sections of Brevard, Indian
 River, St. Lucie, and Martin Counties with high speed passenger and freight lines.  If my husband and I wanted the
 issues of "Urban Living" we would have stayed in New York and New Jersey!! 


Run the rails along the CSX tracks!!!  Run the rails along Interstate 95!!!!!! 
Run the rails along the private property of all the folks who support your  $$$$$$ monger proposal.  Leave Coastal
 Florida Communities to their peaceful lifestyle.
Patricia Donovan
Resident of Indian River County, FL


Sent from my iPhone
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: All A Board Florida - Passenger Rail Project
Date: Monday, November 17, 2014 1:18:29 PM


This may be a duplicate.
 


From: Silva, Michelle (FRA) 
Sent: Monday, November 17, 2014 12:54 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: FW: All A Board Florida - Passenger Rail Project
 
 
 
From: Michael Manley [mailto:zmmanley@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, November 17, 2014 12:50 PM
To: Silva, Michelle (FRA); Robinson, Nathan (FTA)
Subject: All A Board Florida - Passenger Rail Project
 
Hello Mr. Robinson, et. al.


I hope this email is addressed to the correct individual and/or department; however, if not
 please forward to the appropriate individuals.


I live approximately 300 yards from the East Coast Railway track in Jensen Beach, FL so I
 have first hand, daily knowledge of the impact the 18 or so freight trains have on my
 neighborhood.  I can also tell you that I have met no one that is remotely in favor of this
 project.  There is overwhelming negativity, which will only serve to incite the public going
 forward, if this project becomes a reality.


Do you for one minute believe that this project is not viewed as an indemnified profit
 opportunity for wealthy investors to shuttle people between Disney and the gambling
 operations in South Florida?  How can the government, federal and state be engaged to
 entertain financial guarantees to protect the investment of wealthy individuals who are
 looking for more money and power.


Consider the following...let investors commit their capital, completely at risk and without any
 commitment from public taxes, legal protections and other government sponsored benefits
 hedging against financial under performance.  If investors can justify the project down the
 road, even after they contend with the legal contests that are eminent them so be it.  If the
 project under performs, it may be for sale and the public tax based can enter a bid to purchase
 the failed investment funded by those solely interested in the upside but not the downside of
 such a project.


If they want to place wagers in a market driven economy - the opportunities afforded them by
 a capitalistic system, then so does the tax base.  Furthermore, who is interested or positioned
 to bail out or subsidize the tax payers.


Ask you self....would you personally take the deal they are offering tax payers (all the
 downside attached).  Let's put their equity capital at risk and see if they are so enthusiastic to
 play capitalism on a level playing field.
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Time for accountability!!
 


M. Manley, CFA


(772) 341-0514








From: Wieler, Rip
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:45:44 AM


I am opposed to any version of AAF that allows the high speed trains to run through
 municipalities. Any such trains should be routed through open countryside and provide for
 tunnels or overpasses when intersecting a vehicular road.
 
Respectfully submitted.
 


Make A Nice Day


  Rip 
Eric "Rip" Wieler
Problem Solver
ripwieler@earthlink.net
www.m-a-n-d.com (Make A Nice Day)



mailto:ripwieler@earthlink.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: All Aboard FL
Date: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 7:38:56 AM


 
 


From: Lewis Horn [mailto:hornl@bellsouth.net] 
Sent: Sunday, November 23, 2014 8:00 AM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: All Aboard FL
 
Dear Mr. Winkle,
 
I FULLY SUPPORT the All Aboard Florida initiatives.  Florida needs transportation
 options, and this is a key gateway to making this a reality.  The FEC tracks are where
 this needs to be.  At one time, we had passenger rail on these tracks, and it can be
 done again.  In fact, we would like to see local rail service on these tracks between
 Jupiter and Cocoa.  I believe that this will help improve the states transportation
 infrastructure, and reduce cars on our overloaded highways.
 
There are some opposition groups North of Palm Beach County that use fear tactics
 to scare people into believing that this is an evil thing.  The fact is the train will not
 damage the area, as there is a track there now, and there were dual tracks before. 
 These people purchased bargain properties near a mainline railroad, and that is the
 bottom line.  It is their building boom that damaged wetlands, etc, not the train. 
 Henry Flagler laid the tracks over a hundred years ago way before these people built,
 or were even born.  DO NOT ALLOW private interests to interfere with helping
 Florida's economy, and helping to manage growth and congestion.  Please support
 the All Aboard Florida project, and other rail projects to bring Florida into the future!
 
Lewis Horn
6314 Ocean Drive
Margate, FL 33063
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From: Henry Behr
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:58:49 AM


To All Concerned:


Are we, in the 21st century, really discussing building an innovative multi million dollar passenger rail service on a
 19th century, antiquated rail system just for the benefit of a group of investors who want to build this the cheapest
 way so their profits will be greater.  This, to the detriment of every citizen in Florida.  Any politician who allows
 this to happen should be voted out.  A completely new rail system should be built west of I-95 where there is
 mostly virgin land.  Ranchers can be paid for the right of way a lot cheaper than using prime real estate along the
 coast just because All Aboard owns the property.  The Government should help fund the project like every other
 country does to move into the 21st century and beyond.  Let's not give into a bunch of greedy investors.


A Concerned Florida Resident,
Henry Behr
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: All Aboard FL
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 12:34:51 PM


 
 


From: Doc [mailto:wildwest8@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 02, 2014 12:28 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: All Aboard FL
 
Dear Sir:
 
As a 13 year resident of Stuart I am VERY much AGAINST the plans to run additional trains on 
 already non-trestled tracks that even now present constant slowdowns and traffic  congestion
 throughout the day and night, as well as noise and horns blaring.
 
I personally see no need for a route that only serves those who originate in a handful of stations and
 provides no benefit, and only additional inconvenience, to the majority of resident along the route.
 
I think, that saying that it will only be a 60 second of window of inconvenience at crossings must be
 quite conservative and disingenuous.  It takes longer than that to close and open the gates and I can
 only imagine how far in advance that they are going to have to close, given the high speed that
 these trains are suppose to be travelling.
 
I see no benefit at all for most of the people negatively impacted by these plans.  I am DEFINITELY
 AGAINST the plan s to run this project.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorothy DeLalio
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From: vituspr@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 11:45:47 AM


As a citizen of St. Lucie County, which will be affected by All Aboard Florida, I would like time to study the
 issue, including the Environmental Impact Statement.
 
I don't feel that 75 days is enough for our citizens to learn enough about the proposal to understand what
 it's all about.
 
I respectfully request that the comment period be extended to at least 90 days.
 
Thank you.
 
Karen Howard
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florid, EIS not available at Library(s) Treasure Coast
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2014 1:35:13 PM


 
 
From: Charles Sisco [mailto:environresources@gmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, September 25, 2014 9:47 AM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: All Aboard Florid, EIS not available at Library(s) Treasure Coast
 
Mr. John Winkle
Federal DOT   Railroad
RE: All Aboard Florida EIS
As you know EPA and CEQ guidelines require the public to have
access to federal documents under NEPA in a Timely Manner, in order
that any response can be timely, legitimate and informed to the federal agency, their legal
 recourse and adequate changes made to the NEPA document vs. federal findings or FONZi in
 this case.
First, DOT has violated NEPA on many levels. First of which was a failure to have adequate
 hearings and public input during the NEPA process of "Scoping" prior to writing the EIS. As
 required by NEPA law, scoping is intended to flesh out ideas, alternatives and address
 opposition/support points to incorporate into the EIS PRIOR TO drafting the EIS.
Second, DOT issues a simple EA for the track section from Miami to West Palm Beach, thus
 fracturing the EIS process for the entire track proposal to Orlando.   Separating numerous
 EAs into multiple sections has been found illegal by  several court decisions.
Third, in checking with numerous library systems along the Treasure Coast, none currently
 have copies of the EIS nor supporting documents for review. This again is a violation of
 public input guidelines spelled out by court decisions and CEQ regarding informed decisions
 by a federal lead agency.
We are putting DOT and AAF and URS, that a 30 day notice of intent to file suit under NEPA
 is now being reviewed by several coalitions that oppose the current AAF rail route, route
 speeds and impacts and findings by URS under DOT guidelines. Please send copies of the
 EIS, EAs, supporting documents to all library systems and their pilot library locations in
 sufficient number to all the public to review the EIS and make timely comments.  We request
 a copy of the EIS be sent to
 
Charles Sisco
Environmental Resources\
2740 SW MArtin Downs Blvd  #350
Palm City FL  34990
 
Thank you for your time and consideration of this matter.
Charles Sisco
Environmental REsources
Palm City FL  34990
 
cc:  Rep Patrick Murphy
       Sen. Nelson
       FL Sen. Negron
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From: Catherine Tekowitz
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:07:42 AM


As deeply concerned residents of the Treasure Coast, please stop this travesty. There is no defensible
 reason that this train should be allowed to ruin the safety, quality of life , as well as, property values for
 the people of this area .Put your home in Stuart, Vero, Hobe Sound, etc.,and then decide  how you would
 vote !!!??? 


John R. Tekowitz
Catherine M. Tekowitz
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florida (AAF) Intercity Passenger Rail Project DEIS
Date: Wednesday, November 19, 2014 1:44:53 PM
Attachments: All Aboard Letter.docx


-----Original Message-----
From: jnbobb@juno.com [mailto:jnbobb@juno.com]
Sent: Wednesday, November 19, 2014 11:40 AM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: All Aboard Florida (AAF) Intercity Passenger Rail Project DEIS


Dear Mr. Winkle,


I am a resident of Stuart, Florida and the President of the Harborage Yacht Master Homeowners Association (HOA).
 Attached is a letter containing my comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Study prepared for the All Aboard
 Florida Rail Project.


Regards,


John Bobb
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Mr. John Winkle


November 14, 2014


Page 2


John Bobb


975 NW Flagler Avenue, #406


Stuart, FL 34994





November 14, 2014


Mr. John Winkle


Federal Railroad Administration


1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311


Washington, DC 20590





Dear Mr. Winkle:


I am a resident of Stuart, Florida and the President of the Harborage Yacht Master Homeowners Association (HOA).  The Harborage Yacht Club and Condominiums are situated on the east side of the Florida East Coast Railroad (RR) Tracks between two crossings 3,000 feet apart between Fern Street and Alice Avenue.  Our condominium buildings are a scant 79 feet from the tracks.  We will be irreparably harmed by the All Aboard Florida (AAF) Intercity Passenger Rail Project unless current plans are amended to require realignment of the rail tracks west of I-95. If, as most Treasure Coast residents suspect, this proposal has already been rejected, the Federal Railroad Administration should require AAF to make all crossings within the City of Stuart safe and quiet. 


I have examined the Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS) prepared for AAF and believe it falls far short in its analysis of Martin County and the City of Stuart.


I do not believe the DEIS adequately addresses our community’s concerns with respect to crossing safety, noise pollution, train vibrations, emergency response times and disruption of marine navigation by the change in operations of a bascule bridge almost 100 years old. I believe DEIS understates the navigational use of the St. Lucie River under the RR bridge. Marine Traffic, exiting marinas, yacht builders, repair facilities, brokerages, and private docks were under counted.  


[bookmark: _GoBack]The Stuart RR Bridge was built in 1920’s.  The track segment through downtown Stuart is the only segment within the project limits that will remain single tracked. The more than threefold increase in train whistle noise pollution and vibrations will adversely impact neighborhoods on each side of downtown Stuart. I believe the effect of increased bridge openings on automobile traffic delays are not fully addressed in DEIS ── the Report only evaluated traffic at two intersections, SE Monterey Road and Colorado/SE Dixie Highway. Fern Street, Alice Avenue and other crossings to the south of the City were not evaluated. On a recent Saturday morning, a freight train stopped across both the Fern Street and Alice Avenue crossings blocked access for over an hour.


The Harborage has 129 two and three bedroom condos and three offices, with residents of all ages. Delays in securing emergency services as both entrances are closed for trains measurably undermine our emergency response times; increased train whistles and vibrations will degrade our quality of life and make our property virtually unsaleable.  AAF should move to and share the existing right of way that already offers passenger service to Orlando.  At the very least, safety and quiet zones should be required for Fern Street and Alice Avenue.  Federal highway sound barriers would be required for far less densely populated areas. 


Last, there is no justification for a Federal loan guarantee for a project that will ultimately degrade this community and the Treasure Coast. If it is going to happen, let it be private money and private guarantees.


Thank you for your consideration.


Sincerely,


John Bobb







From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florida - Docket # USCG 2014 0937
Date: Friday, November 14, 2014 7:27:45 AM


It looks like he sent this to the wrong email address.
 
From: Jim Tracey [mailto:windance99@aol.com] 
Sent: Thursday, November 13, 2014 5:39 PM
To: USCGD7DPBPublicComment@uscg.mil; AAFcomments@vhb.com; Winkle, John (FRA);
 pmccallister@yourvoiceweekly.com
Cc: Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida - Docket # USCG 2014 0937
 
RE: Docket # USCG 2014 0937
Re: St Lucie River at Stuart
 
Dear Sir/Madam,
 
I offer the following in response to the proposed tripling of daily Florida East Coast Railway
 (FECR) train traffic through Stuart, Florida.
 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Florida_East_Coast_Railway
 
The Florida East Coast Railway (FECR) is a Class 2 railroad (revenues greater than $37.4
 million but less than $433.2 million) operating in the U.S. state of Florida and since 2007 has
 been a subsidiary of NY Based Railroad Acquisition Holdings, LLC, itself a subsidiary of NY
 Based Fortress Investment Group, LLC. 
 
FECR proposes to run 32 passenger trains, daily, from Miami to Orlando (16 in each
 direction).  This Miami-to-Orlando route mirrors what would have been the second leg of the
 faster high speed train that Gov. Rick Scott killed last year, mainly due to concern about
 taxpayers being stuck with future costs and that too few people would ride it.
 
Others have addressed the negative impacts on the downtown Stuart commercial and safety
 issues; including critically timely access to the emergency room at Martin Memorial
 Hospital.
 
Here, however, I would like to point out some obvious concerns from a resident and boater's
 point of view. My comments are primarily related to what I view as Florida East Coast
 Railroad's "spin" in an attempt to minimize some of the significantly negative impacts of
 this proposal.                       
                                                                                  
As for boating related concerns for Stuart area residents:
 
#1 Issue - Old, antiquated railroad bridge
Fact - The railroad bridge across the St. Lucie River at Stuart is approaching 100 years old.
Opinion - what impact will tripling train traffic over the bridge have on bridge integrity and
 maintenance/repair closures;  32 more train crossings per day (almost 1,000 more crossings
 per month) in addition to the current freight traffic of 14 to 20 freight trains per day (call it 17
 per day or 510 per month) = grand total of 1500 trains per month or 18,000 per year. 
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For a preview of what may be in store at some point see this article from the Florida Times-
Union on the FECR bridge in Jacksonville. A broken pinion gear has caused substantial
 disruption since September.  http://jacksonville.com/news/metro/2014-09-18/story/florida-
east-coast-rail-bridge-downtown-jacksonville-now-has-limited  also 
 https://www.federalregister.gov/articles/2002/10/23/02-27031/drawbridge-operation-
regulations-florida-east-coast-railroad-bridge-st-johns-river-jacksonville-fl
 
 
 How long and how well can this old bridge hold up to the dramatically increased traffic and
 its impact on the integrity of the structure and its moving parts?  The FECR has openly stated
 it's too expensive to replace (see next item). What engineering and safety studies have been
 done on the impact of that traffic level on that aged bridge? What happens if the bridge
 fails. If it failed, it would likely be "failed" in the down position. Train traffic may continue
 between repair closures, vehicular traffic over the adjacent roadway bridge would continue
 unimpeded.....but boats would be trapped in or out of their berthing slips or unable to cross
 the state on the Okeechobee Waterway. The JAX RR bridge is currently scheduled to be
 completely in the down position for a full week http://www.waterwayguide.com/waterway-
updates/nav/SJR/3372/FL-Jacksonville-FEC-RR-Bridge-closures-New-Update?
utm_source=iContact&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=News-and-Navigation-
Blasts&utm_content=CWU-11-13-2014-final
          
#2 Issue - Trains MUST slow well before the bridge
Fact - Trains cannot approach until assured the bridge is fully and safely in the down position.
Opinion - Thus, the passenger trains will slow north or south of the single tracks as the freight
 trains currently do, often to a crawl or stop, when traveling the approximately through the
 north shore communities, over the bridge, through downtown Stuart, and at least as far as
 MLK Avenue, and vice versa in the northbound direction.
What effect will this have on nearby street crossings as one slows or stops, only to have to
 slowly accelerate again? There are 10 street crossings between these two points. If you go to
 "Google Earth" around Dixie Highway in Stuart, you'll see
1) where the double tracks merge into a single track at Witham Field, near Monterey Rd to the
 south of the bridge; only 1 mile north of the Indian Street grade crossing, and
2) just north of Dixie Hwy and Savannah Rd to the North of the bridge, about 1.5 miles north
 of the bridge.
Trains wait at these double tracks for other trains to clear before proceeding. There are
 10 street grading crossings between these two points.
 
#3 Issue - The single-track bridge will not be replaced!
Fact - The TC Palm reports that Jose Gonzalez, a VP of Florida East Coast Railroad,
 acknowledged that the current bridge across the St Lucie River in Stuart is too narrow to add
 a second track, and too expensive to replace.
 http://www.trainorders.com/discussion/read.php?4,3207735
Opinion- A single track with this much traffic will quite possibly require the bridge to
 remain down for extended periods or with short intervals between lowering at times.
 Northbound and southbound trains may occasionally coincide in their scheduled arrival at the
 bridge, requiring lengthy closures as each train waits its turn at a siding.  Here's a video by TC
 Palm of time lapse photography showing a 45 minute closure to pass 2 trains over the Stuart
 bridge.  http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=D-hInjP5dH8. 
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#4 Issue - Usage of the term "FAST TRAINS" is irrelevant to the problem.
Fact -  Mr. Gonzalez, VP of Florida East Coast, argues that the "FAST TRAINS" would not
 require the bridge to be down as long as current freight trains. He states the bridge usually
 goes down about ten minutes before a train (highly disputed), stays down during the 15 mph
 passage, then rises.
Opinion -  The term "FAST TRAINS", as it relates to the context of crossing the bridge, is
 basically irrelevant, if not intentionally misleading. As noted above, even the "fast trains"
 will have to slow to a crawl (or 15 mph max.) and thus, will cross as slowly as the freight
 trains.
 
The fact that the passenger trains are shorter in length than freight trains will reduce,
 somewhat, the time it takes the passenger trains to physically traverse the bridge structure
 and approach track. But a shorter train does not shorten the bridge closure lead time, the time
 it takes for the bridge to physically close, nor the bridge raising time, no matter how fast that
 "Fast Train" train could travel on an unrestricted stretch of track.
 
 
#5 Issue - The length of time this drawbridge is down is substantially longer than Mr.
 Gonzalez (VP, FECR) states above.
Fact - From Code of Federal Regulations, Vol. 1, 7/1/2009, Drawbridge Operations and
 Regulations.................
 (c) Florida East Coast Railroad bridge, mile 7.4 at Stuart. The draw shall operate as follows:
(1) The bridge is not constantly tended.(2) The draw is normally in the fully open position,
 displaying flashing green lights to indicate that vessels may pass.(3) When a train approaches
 the bridge, the navigation lights go to flashing red and a horn sounds four blasts, pauses, and
 then repeats four blasts. After an eight minute delay, the draw lowers and locks, providing the
 scanning equipment reveals nothing under the draw. The draw remains down for a period of
 eight minutes or while the approach track circuit is occupied.  (4) After the train has cleared,
 the draw opens and the lights return to flashing green.
Opinion - It is not my intent to "quibble" about train transit time but the time is substantially
 longer than Mr. Gonzalez would have us believe. This speaks to a "veracity" issue. Doing the
 math as per the above federal regulations is ....
      -- paragraph (3), 8 minute delay before the RR bridge lowers
      -- then the time it takes for the bridge to lower
      -- then another 8 minutes while the "approach track is occupied" (presumably transit of the
 1 to 1 1/2 miles of single track in either direction)
      -- then the time for the train to clear (traverse) the bridge structure
      -- then the time for the bridge to be raised and boat traffic cleared to pass......but wait.
Not only is this time elapsed substantially longer than Mr. Gonzalez tries to imply, but it does
 not account for the time it takes to then, subsequently,  raise the adjacent vehicular
 drawbridge. This bridge remains closed whenever the RR bridge is closed, to prevent boats
 from entering from the west and getting "trapped" in the very small space between the RR
 bridge and vehicular bridge. Once the RR bridge is raised, then the vehicular bridge can begin
 its own cycle of stopping vehicular traffic and raising the bridge to allow boats to pass.
 
#6 Issue - The railroad bridge is a "choke" point for boat traffic.
Fact - The narrow boating channel through the railroad bridge and the adjacent vehicular
 drawbridge is inherently dangerous. Maneuvering room on the east side is extremely limited
 and tidal flows make maintaining a safe position very challenging at times. Particularly on
 weekends, this is a  high boat-traffic area (large cruising vessels and small recreational boats)







 at the highly utilized cross-state Okeechobee Canal access with many boats also attracted
 by several marinas in close proximity.
Opinion - Undoubtedly the U.S. Coast Guard will contemplate this boating safety concern. As
 boats approach from the east, they rarely stand off in more open waters east of the Rt. 1 high
 rise bridge while waiting for a bridge opening. Boats calling for an opening east of the high
 rise bridge are advised by the bridge operator to close the distance before he starts raising in
 order to minimize the time that vehicular traffic is stopped by raising the bridge. They quite
 naturally pass under the Rt. 1 high rise bridge to get within reasonable distance for a transit at
 bridge opening.  This puts them into the confined, "waiting room" between the Rt. 1 high rise
 bridge and the railroad bridge. This confined space, combined with 32 more lengthy waits
 and an accumulating number of boats competing for limited space in a fast tidal flow is a
 nautical "pile-up" waiting to happen.
 
#6 Issue - Passenger rail service already exists between Orlando and Miami 
Fact - Amtrak has been providing passenger rail service between Orlando and Miami for
 years. http://www.amtrak.com/silver-service-palmetto-train
Opinion - it would seem to be of no small interest to taxpayers, residents and the USCG to
 weigh the costs to the public (intrinsic and extrinsic) of this redundant passenger rail service
 by FECR, when perfectly viable, federal-tax-dollar-funded passenger rail service already
 exists between Orlando and Miami. This rail passenger traffic utilizes tracks west of I95,
 which has no negative impact on local maritime activity.
 
Excerpts below are from  http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2013/10/03/all-aboard-
florida_n_4040567.html
 
"The state currently is spending about $118 million to put Amtrak service on FEC tracks
 between West Palm Beach and Jacksonville by 2015."
 "Currently, Amtrak runs from Miami to Jacksonville on CSX tracks that veer northwest from
 West Palm Beach to Orlando, then northeast to Jacksonville."
 "The FEC last carried passengers in 1968."
 "In the 1980s, the state approached the FEC about using its tracks when Tri-Rail was created
 to offset congestion while I-95 was widened. But the FEC refused to allow passenger trains
 because it wanted freight to be its top priority. So the state instead bought a 72-mile stretch of
 the CSX tracks, most of which run west of I-95."
 
Apparently , after forcing state expenditures for that CSX track acquisition, all of a sudden
 FECR no longer considers freight to a priority?
 
In summary.....
 
I would respectfully inquire:
 
1. Can FERC unequivocally demonstrate to the USCG that there would be no negative impact
 on maritime activity in terms of boater safety and traffic flow. If not, what extent of marine
 activity disruption is acceptable to the USCG?
 
2. Can FERC demonstrate (engineering study) to the USCG that the near 100 year old bridge
 is not likely to present a current or future hazard or serious impediment to marine traffic
 with the increased train volume over it? If not, what are USCG's contingency plans for a
 Jacksonville type, months long repair of the bridge?
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3. Can FERC demonstrate to the USCG a compelling "public interest" (not private financial
 interest) justification that, despite the fact that Amtrak currently provides Orlando to Miami
 rail passenger service, the marine problems or resident safety concerns related to this proposal
 are overridden by arguments in favor of this duplicative rail service?
 
For your reference here is the FERC's current freight train schedule as of Sept. 29, 2014 
 http://www.fecrwy.com/intermodal-customers/train-schedule.
 
Finally, these issues and all the other concerns expressed by Stuart residents and businesses
 are not unique to just Stuart. The FERC track drawbridge crossings at the New River in Fort
 Lauderdale and the Loxahatchee River in Jupiter present similar problems. http://articles.sun-
sentinel.com/2014-02-07/news/fl-railroad-drawbridge-boats-20140209_1_freight-trains-more-
trains-passenger
    
Respectfully submitted,
            
Jim Tracey
Licensed USCG Captain (OUPV)
Palm City, FL.
e-mail - windance99@aol.com
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From: jbennett50@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:16:56 AM


Ladies and Gentlemen,
 
As a couple in our 70's, my wife and I are terrified that the "All Aboard Florida (AAF)"
 proposal for the existing Florida East Coast corridor that traverses all coastal cities
 from Vero Beach to Miami, will be approved.  In our case, the only local hospital is
 located across this corridor, which will be blocked much of the time.  We, and many
 of our contemporaries, realize that train related delays present a very real life
 threatening situation.
 
We implore you to reject the current proposal and to encourage AAF to submit a new
 proposal using an inland route, possibly along I-95 R/W.  The amount of proposed
 train traffic through the coastal cities will also result in a 50% reduction of tourism, the
 lifeblood of each of those communities. Any attention you can give to these facts will
 be greatly appreciated.
Sincerely,
 
James D. Bennett & Marilee M. Bennett
1953 Grey Falcon Circle, SW
Vero Beach, FL 32962
 
(772) 226-5841
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From: Linda Turney
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:49:25 AM


Sent from my iPad


Mr. John Winkle,
I am writing to you about All Aboard Florida. We are are residents of Saint Lucie County and have been since 1986.
 We are NOT in favor of All Aboard Florida and do not feel it will benefit our area.
The places that will benefit are Miami and Orlando. The train will blow through here like a hurricane and reduce our
 property values! I am are realtor in this area for 25 years and know this will not improve our way of life.
I have some suggestions on how to get the tourists back and forth between Miami And Orlando.
Improve the tour bus system and take the people from Miami to Orlando that way. Set up a plane system to fly them
 to Orlando. I am all for tourism in our area but blasting through here on a train is not helping our citizens in any
 way! Plus we don't even have a stop off here? If you do this train at all it should be along the turn pike.
I would like to know why this is being shoved on Saint Lucie and Martin & Indian River Counties without out us
 approving it?
Sincerely,
Linda & John Turney
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florida - Relocation Request
Date: Wednesday, October 15, 2014 7:11:21 AM


 
 
From: Daniel Robins [mailto:drobins@lyfebankohio.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 15, 2014 6:11 AM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Cc: Bill@billnelson.senate.gov; Greg_Iangowski@rubio.senate.gov;
 CongressmanPartick.Murphy@mail.house.gov; rpremuroso@pbgfl.com; ejablin@pbgfl.com;
 jrusso@pbgfl.com; mtinsley@pbgfl.com; dlevy@pbgfl.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida - Relocation Request
 
John;
 
I an from Columbus, Ohio and have become a snow bird within the past 40 days and
 purchased a second home in the Evergrene community in Palm Beach Gardens, FL. 
 Evergrene is a Audubon International community with nature preserves and many
 species of wild birds and wild animals.  
 
My new home is located within 100 yards of the train tracks that travel North and
 South along Alternate A!A. We were misled by the prior owner and her realtor about
 the disruption that the train causes.  The current train comes by around 20 times a
 day and the entire home shakes.  It is causing us sleepless nights. Further, we intend
 to have many friends come visit us, but we are apprehensive and frankly
 embarrassed of this train.
 
Needless to say, this is not the snow bird lifestyle we signed up for.
 
It seems absurd in this day and age that a freight train disrupts such a high end
 residential community in Northern Palm Beach County and in Jupiter.  I have been
 told that other train tracks exist West around 5 miles that this train and the new high
 speed passenger train could travel on.  Should there be any additional cost
 associated with the relocation of the current train and new proposed passenger train,
 I would be happy to support a sales tax increase where funds would be restricted to
 pay for the relocation of both freight and passenger trains  and any rental fees
 associated with that.
 
I am not against private business and am in favor of the high speed passenger train,
 however running that through a growing high density upscale community like Palm
 Beach Gardens makes no sense for the following reasons:
 
1. Noise 
2. Vibration
3. Safety concerns if the high speed rail jumps the tracks and crashes into homes or
 vehicles on the road.
4. Delay at rail road crossing for first responders be they ambulance/ems or fire.



mailto:john.winkle@dot.gov

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment





 
The solution is relocation and allowing the folks who benefit from relocation finance
 any additional costs associated with the relocation.
 
Yes, the railroad tracks have been here for 100 years or so.  Yes, that rail/land is
 privately owned and when it was built, this area was not developed.  However, things
 change and this area is booming.  It is reasonable to relocate this train and it must be
 done.  It is one privately owned business that is disrupting an entire community of tax
 paying citizens who have moved to this area to enjoy nature, golf, weather and good
 times.  The train is a real downer to that enjoyment.
 
Move this train now!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
 
Please call me to discuss ASAP at (614) 206-1631 as I would be delighted to fly into
 Washington D.C and meet with you face to face and testify as to how upset I am with
 this train coming through my back yard 20 times a day.
 
Daniel S. Robins
winter address:
623 Castle Drive
Palm Beach Gardens, FL
33410
-- 
Daniel S. Robins, CEO
 
Web Site:
 
lyfebankohio.com
 
YouTube Channel:
 
http://www.youtube.com/user/LyfebankOhio?feature=mhee


LyfeBank Ohio
2404 E. Main Street
Columbus, Ohio 43209


office: (614) 545-3555 x3
fax: (800) 695-6344
cell: (614) 206-1631


 


 
The Way to Pay for Healthcare™
 Your money - Your health - Your choice.
 
LyfeBank - Defined Contribution * Employer Financed * Employee Owned *
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From: es-jones@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:27:23 AM


I wish to add my comments to the NO, NO, NO side of the All Aboard Florida
 proposal. I happen to live within a mile west of the existing tracks, and there is NO
 OTHER WAY for me to reach businesses, doctors, the hospital, friends or cultural
 locations to the east without crossing said tracks. If All Aboard Florida is allowed to
 come to fruition, it will greatly impact my life and the lives of everyone else living on
 the west side. Yes, existing tracks were there before I was, however, the proposed
 expansion by AAF which will bring nearly constant noise, delays, and dirt (yes
 it WILL create more dirt sifting over our houses) is way beyond acceptable. 
What ever happened to "the will of the people'? I ask especially since from what I
 read, see and hear, it seems that 99% of the citizens along the proposed AAF route
 do not want high speed trains roaring through their communities and all the
 environmental, and personal impacts they will create. Is it once again, a case of
 political clout rather than what is REALLY good for the people and the
 environment? Will AAF care about the numbers of people whose lives are lost when
 emergency vehicles cannot either reach them in time or cannot reach the hospital in
 time? With many more trains passing through there will be many more times that
 crossings are closed. That is a critical concern for young and old alike. If your child is
 hit by a car, or falls into a pool or canal and they die because precious minutes are
 lost while the ambulance is waiting on the other side of the crossing for another train
 to go through, how will you feel about AAF then?
 
Passenger train service between Miami and Orlando already exists, and there is not a
 "waiting list" for seating. Sixteen years ago the Florida Fun Train which had the same
 objectives (getting customers to tourist attractions, or so we are being told), lost
 millions and went bankrupt within two years. So where is the need and what besides
 money (and possibly the hidden agenda of providing for increased freight trains in
 the future) is the impetus for AAF? I absolutely feel like the citizens along the
 Treasure Coast are being "railroaded"!
 
Esther Jones
Vero Beach
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From: White
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:19:38 PM


Citizens along the route, environmental statements are just some of the reason All
 Aboard should not go forward. Those of you who support it should spend one day
 navigating coastal northern county--trains, drawbridges, traffic jams. Trains farther
 west should be the solution. Karen White, Juno Isles Fl 33408
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From: rakonda.gray.ctr@dot.gov on behalf of FRAPA@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florida Analysis
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:30:56 PM
Attachments: THE TRUTH ABOUT BIG CHOO-CHOO-v2.pdf


 
 


Rakonda Gray
Administrative Assistant
Communications and Legislative Affairs
VESA Health and Technology
US Department of Transportation
1200 New Jersey Ave., SE
Washington, DC 20590
Direct Line: 202-493-1355
Mobile: 202-236-4580
Rakonda.Gray.CTR@Dot.Gov
 
From: Christopher Lewis [mailto:clewis8144@aol.com] 
Sent: Saturday, September 27, 2014 9:33 PM
To: Public Affairs (FRA)
Subject: All Aboard Florida Analysis
 


Christopher Lewis
The Entertainment Group


4570 NE Indian River Drive
Jensen Beach, FL 34957


772-225-1663 - 772-214-6688 cell
FRA - Office of Public Affairs: 
            Please take note that we in Martin County, Florida absolutely DO NOT
 see any advantage to the All Aboard Florida tourist railroad plan and hope that
 you deny the project promoters any portion of the Federal funds available for
 high speed rail. The project will destroy the tranquility of the place we call
 home. 
            Please take the time to read the attached analysis of the plan and its
 affects on us, Florida residents.
Thank you for your time, sincerely, Christopher Lewis
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THE TRUTH ABOUT BIG CHOO-CHOO  



        



What’s behind All Aboard Florida 
 



by Christopher Lewis 
 
 



Christopher Lewis is a documentary filmmaker, consultant, and 
admitted lifelong rail-fan who lives within a football field’s 
distance from the Florida East Coast Railway in Jensen Beach, 
Florida. 



 
 
 
 
To hear the promoters tell it, Floridians have long wanted a new, convenient, 
cost-effective and environmentally friendly way to travel between South Florida 
and the tourist attractions of Orlando. Finally, they promise, All Aboard Florida 
will give them what they really want. 
 
Opponents are calling the idea; "Big Choo-Choo", depicting it as a “house-
shaking, dish-rattling behemoth” with yellow eyes and gritted teeth that will snarl 
traffic and threaten the lives of unwary pedestrians, the perfect example of "big 
government” waste, bail-outs and failed "public-private partnerships." 
 
Who is right? That depends on who you talk to.  
 
Armed with the facts, however, we each need to make up our own minds. That’s 
important because, if  “Big Choo-Choo” steams ahead, it’s sure to bring big 
changes to Florida – one way or the other. Here are some facts. 
 



THE PLAN 
 
All Aboard Florida plans to build “a new, convenient, cost-effective and 
environmentally friendly way to travel” between South and Central Florida by 
creating high-speed passenger service linking Miami, Fort Lauderdale, West 
Palm Beach and the Orlando International Airport by train. 
 
They plan to accomplish this utilizing 195 miles of the Florida East Coast 
Railway’s existing freight main line between Miami and Cocoa, Florida, and 
building forty miles of brand new track that will run parallel to State Road 528 
from Cocoa to a proposed new transportation hub at the Orlando International 
Airport. 
 











In addition, they plan to build four new stations/retail shopping centers located in 
the downtowns of Miami, Fort Lauderdale and West Palm Beach, and at Orlando 
airport’s South Terminal.  
 
Projected travel time between Orlando and South Florida on All Aboard Florida 
trains is approximately three hours. 
 
The passenger service is proposed to offer regularly scheduled, hourly service 
throughout the day, as many as twenty-four or more trains per day. 
 
The estimated cost of the rail infrastructure - that is, stations and the new track 
infrastructure it will build - is estimated to be $1.5 billion paid for by a Railroad 
Rehabilitation and Improvement low-interest loan the company is seeking from 
the Federal Railroad Administration. 
 
All Aboard Florida claims they will be privately owned, operated and maintained 
“with zero risk to Florida’s taxpayers”.  
 



THE PLAYERS 
 
To understand any new project or idea, it first helps to understand the people 
behind it. 
 
The All Aboard Florida project is “owned” and funded by Fortress Investment 
Group, LLC, a highly diversified Wall Street global investment firm. 
 
The stations and some of the project’s infrastructure are to be designed and built 
by Florida East Coast Industries, LLC, one of Florida's oldest and largest 
commercial real estate developers. Headquartered in Coral Gables, it too is 
owned by Fortress Investment Group. 
 
The tracks over which part of the proposed route will run are owned by Florida 
East Coast Railway, one of Florida’s first and most historic railroads, which is 
also a Fortress property. 
 
You’d think that All Aboard Florida – being basically a railroad – would be the 
brainchild of – and run by - railroaders. Not so. The majority of All Aboard 
Florida’s current management team has no experience in the railroad business at 
all, especially in the specialized field of passenger rail. 
 
Prior to joining All Aboard Florida in 2013, President and Chief Operating Officer 
Donald C. Robinson served as President of Baha Mar Resorts Ltd., a resort hotel 
developer. Before that, he was a senior executive for The Walt Disney Company 
for three decades.  
 
P. Michael Reininger, President and Chief Development Officer, has developed 
several major projects with subsidiaries of The Walt Disney Company.  
 
Julie Edwards, Chief Marketing Officer, developed strategic partnerships and 
lead cross marketing efforts at Walt Disney Parks and Resorts.  
 











Scott Sanders, Executive Vice President of Development and Construction, 
served as Senior Vice President of Design and Construction for MGM Hospitality.  
 
All Aboard Florida executives primarily hail from the resorts and hospitality 
industry. 
 
The Fortress Investment Group has no operating experience in railroading either.  
 
Fact is, the Florida East Coast Railway is just one of several rail transportation 
properties that have been acquired by Fortress recently, just another investment 
in the portfolio of a highly diversified, global Wall Street firm with approximately 
$62.5 billion in assets. Headquartered in Manhattan, none of Fortress’ directors 
have any direct connection to railroading, or to Florida. 
 
So, the first question you have to ask yourself is;  “Does this Company, and the 
team they’ve assembled, have the ability to actually design and build a 
passenger railroad”? 
 
Certainly, a Wall Street investment firm with $62.5 billion in assets has the ability 
to raise a mere $1.5 billion to fund the project, especially when the federal 
government is footing the bill. 
 
But, can the team they’ve assembled really achieve the goal set for them? Is the 
goal even realistic? And, fundamentally, is it really needed? 
 



SOME HISTORY 
 
Is there a demand for a high-speed passenger train connecting Orlando and 
Miami? 
 
To begin with, there is already passenger rail service between Miami and 
Orlando, and those trains also serve Fort Lauderdale and West Palm Beach on a 
daily basis.  
 
Amtrak’s trains # 91, 92, 97 & 98 make the journey twice a day, each way, every 
day, a distance of 265 miles with an average speed of 41 miles per hour. Using a 
different route than All Aboard Florida proposes, Amtrak runs over CSX Railroad 
tracks at a leisurely travel time of six and a half hours, a lot slower and less often 
than the proposed AAF schedule of three hours, twenty-four trains a day.  
 
More on that later. 
 
Now, if you’ve lived in Florida for any length of time you might recall the Florida 
Fun Train? The idea of providing frequent, cost-effective, passenger rail service 
for tourists between central and south Florida is nothing new.  
 
A dedicated train specifically designed for tourists was initially launched with 
great fanfare on October 15, 1997. It was the brainchild of Allen Harper, whose 
idea it was to create a train designed to move tourists from beach destinations to 
Central Florida’s theme parks at $45 to $59 a trip.  
 











 
It was a bad omen when, on August 1, 1998, just an hour into its inaugural trip, 
the train smashed into a tow truck, killing the truck’s driver.   
 
Ultimately, the Fun Train was undercapitalized, could not get approval to end its 
ride in downtown Orlando thus causing riders to take a bus to the theme parks, 
and finally reported a net loss of $9.9 million. On September 17, 1998, after 
gushing red ink for two years, the Fun-Train shut down and left hundreds of  
customers scrambling for refunds.   
 
Although Robert B. Ledoux, Florida East Coast Railways’ Senior Vice President 
and General Counsel, assured this reporter that AAF has done a ridership study, 
and that the Fortress Group firmly believes there is demand “or they would not be 
spending money on the project”, one still wonders what has fundamentally 
changed since the Fun Train went bankrupt sixteen years ago?  



Consider this… 
 
Would it not be simpler… with less impact to the environment, and less capitol 
investment… to either (a) add more Amtrak trains between Miami and Orlando 
on the current CSX route, or (b) extend and expand Miami’s Tri-Rail service on 
CSX tracks into Orlando? 
 
No need to build forty miles of brand new rail infrastructure. No need to turn the 
freight-only Florida East Coast into a high-speed passengers line. Fact is, the 
tracks and service already exist to accomplish All Aboard Florida’s goals, just not 
over the Fortress Investment Group’s property. 
 
History tells us…. 
 
For decades leading up to 1971, when Amtrak was formed, American railroads 
scrambled to get rid of their passenger service, preferring instead to concentrate 
on where the money was, hauling freight. Any seasoned railroader will tell you – 
just ask Allen Harper - passenger service is a sure way to “gush red ink”! 
 
Today’s Amtrak only proves that. America’s national passenger rail service 
needed $1.4 billion in subsidies from Congress in 2012 just to operate, and that 
number grows every year. 
 
On the local level, municipalities across the nation funnel millions upon millions of 
dollars into their regional passenger rail operations. Not one ‘commuter line’ I 
know of generates a profit. 
 
Even most ‘tourist’ railroads run on a volunteer basis – and still lose money. 
 
So, you owe it to yourself to ask, why on earth would any successful Wall Street 
private equity firm – dedicated to making money for its investors – choose to 
enter the guaranteed-to-lose-money passenger rail business?  
 
 



 











IMPLAMENTING THE PLAN 
 
All Aboard Florida estimates that it will cost 1.5 billion dollars to implement their 
plan - not a penny of which, they say, will be paid for by Florida taxpayers.  
 
They plan to raise the bulk of the money by petitioning for part of the 8 billion in 
federal, low-interest funds promised for high-speed rail construction by the 
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009. 
 
What will that billion and a half dollars buy, and what will it cost? 
 
The major hurdle facing AAF – as I see it - will be building the forty miles of new 
railroad they propose that will parallel the Florida Beachline Expressway from 
Cocoa, Florida to the planned transportation hub outside Orlando. 
 
Second will be upgrading 195 miles of existing freight railroad from Cocoa to 
Miami. 
 
The slam-dunk should be constructing the four stations/shopping plazas 
envisioned along the route. 
 
As explained by FEC’s general counsel, Robert Ledoux, it will be done through a 
complicated deal careful not to mix the proposed federal funds with Florida East 
Coast Railway capital. Here’s technically how it should work: 
 
The new Right of Way between Cocoa and Orlando will be owned by the Florida 
Department of Transportation. All Aboard Florida has an agreement with FDOT 
for the right to install track and operate trains along the corridor. That track would 
be owned by Fortress, through AAF, who could possibly deed it to the Florida 
East Coast Railway in the future, as opponents speculate. Ledoux will not 
comment on speculation, but says “FEC was not part of the negotiations for the 
528 corridor and does not know the terms” of their agreement. 
 
Currently there are no plans to run freights along the proposed new high-speed 
rail corridor across Central Florida. 
 
The part of the route between Cocoa and Miami on Florida East Coast’s busy 
freight mainline – running through Florida’s coastal towns and cities - is another 
matter altogether. 
 
Along that 195 miles of the route, All Aboard Florida has been granted an 
easement to operate passenger trains on FEC’s tracks, and – here’s the 
interesting part – “the right to build their own track on the corridor as well”.  



Time for a quick lesson on operating a railroad….  



According to their website, All Aboard Florida passenger trains will travel at an 
average speed of 60 mph - a maximum speed of 79 mph in South Florida and 
rising as high as 125 mph over the proposed new right-of-way from Cocoa to 
Orlando. 
 











But we’ve done our own calculations. If a train were to make the trip on their 
proposed route of 235 miles in three hours… it would actually have to average 
88.3 miles per hour. Technically All Aboard Florida is proposing a “high-speed” 
passenger train… much like Japan’s “Bullet Train”. 
 
Is this even possible, given the basic fact that the Florida East Coast Railway is 
‘single tracked’ and its freight trains average only 30 miles per hour? How do you 
mix 30 mile per hour freights with 90 mile an hour passenger trains on the same 
track? 
 
An efficient, high-speed passenger railroad carrying high traffic volume usually 
operates on ‘double track’, two tracks laid side by side, each carrying traffic in the 
opposite direction. This avoids the time-consuming and potentially dangerous 
task of one train waiting in a siding for another to pass. 
 
Take Amtrak’s Northeast Corridor - dedicated double, and sometimes quadruple 
track, with no road crossings that runs from Boston to Washington, DC. It’s the 
fastest stretch of railroad in America. Amtrak's Acela Express can travel up to 
150 miles per hour on a short stretch in New England, but the train's average 
speed is considerably less. On the 319-mile leg between Philadelphia and 
Boston, including stops, the Acela averages only about 64 miles per hour. 



In order for All Aboard Florida to meet its projections, part of the billion and a half 
dollars will go to pay for double tracking FEC’s entire 195 miles of railroad from 
Cocoa to Miami - which, at the least, is a daunting construction project – but 
would also be a real windfall in federal stimulus dollars for FEC.  



 



      
                   Single tracked FEC                                    The Northeast Corridor 



 
FEC officials will tell you ‘double-tracking” is no big deal. The FEC has been 
double tracked in the past and there’s currently ample room for a second track, 
according to Robert Ledoux. “AAF will need to do minor work to FECRR existing 
tracks to allow them to be rated for the higher speeds they want to operate.” 



But building new tracks alongside the current mainline would, once again, be a 
major construction undertaking that would change the very face of South Florida. 



 











 



So, under the All Aboard Florida plan Federal stimulus funds will pay for building 
the new second track, as well as upgrading the existing track on Florida East 
Coasts’ mainline, which will then host both FEC’s fright trains and AAF’s 
passenger trains. 



This construction project will literally double the capacity of a large chunk of the 
Florida East Coast Railway - a huge gift to the Fortress Investment Group from 
Uncle Sam.  



We’ll talk about the Panama Canal later!  
 



SAFETY 



Assuming, in this day and age of governmental regulation and environmental 
concern, that the Fortress Group can even conjure up the lobbying power to 
secure all the permits needed to build such an ambitious project, then there’s 
always the matter of safety. 



One of the cornerstones of a high-speed railroad is that its tracks are basically 
isolated from automobile and pedestrian traffic. This is accomplished by building 
under and overpasses at grade crossings, and barriers along the right-of-way to 
protect pedestrians.  



 
A typical ‘isolated’ double track right-of-way  



FECs’ Ledoux admits “No, there are no underpasses or overpasses in the plan.” 
When asked about fencing and/or sound walls to isolate the mainline from 
trespassers and noise pollution he said; “AAF will need to respond to you about 
fencing”. 



Correct me if I’m wrong, but even in Disney’s Magic Kingdom guests aren’t 
allowed to wonder onto the tracks on Big Thunder Mountain…  



One wonders, how carefully has this billion and a half dollar plan really been 
thought through? 



 











 



AFFECTS 



 
Should All Aboard Florida’s high-speed passenger trains actually start running, 
how would the project affect Florida?  
 
Well, let’s take a look at just Martin County – about 25 miles of small to medium 
sized communities running along the Atlantic shoreline a hundred miles north of 
Miami.  
 
All Aboard Florida promises – “a boost of $500 million a year in the State’s  
production of goods and services over the first five years, ongoing at $150 million 
a year after that…” 
 
“Thousands of direct jobs during construction and implementation…” 
 
And “$200 million in tax revenues for state and local governments through 2021”. 
 
True, as Robert Ledoux explains, the Florida East Coast is taxed by the State on 
an apportionment basis - on how much traffic it hauls – “which will increase 
significantly when AAF completes construction.”  



“On the freight side”, he adds, “the added train capacity will allow improved 
service to our current customers in Martin County” 



True, it should, but nowhere on their website does it actually say how they’ve 
arrived at these figures. These may simply be big, broad ‘guesstimations’.  
 
As for the construction jobs, what part of that 1.5 billion will actually benefit 
Floridians?  
 
Railroad construction is a highly specialized business, one that today’s railroads 
rarely do themselves. The job of building and maintaining track is generally hired 
out to construction companies that specialize in the field. 
 
These companies rely on highly skilled workers and specialized equipment that 
they simply move from project to project across the country as needed. AAF is 
vague about what percentage, if any, of their budget will actually go to Floridians. 
 
All Aboard officials have also vowed to upgrade safety measures at road 
crossings by installing more gates, flashing lights and other "safety measures" 
required to establish no-horn-blowing "quiet zones." 
    
Even AAF’s opponents agree, that would help, but they point out the obvious… 
the increased number of fast trains zipping up and down the line would still snarl 
traffic, create more gridlock, increase emergency response time, and be a 
nightmare for recreational boaters who rely on the railroad bridges along the line 
to be open if they are to have access to the states’ waterways.  
 











But, the biggest negative to Martin County residents, as I see it, is the fact that 
we won’t be able to take advantage of the new passenger service… without 
driving forty or more miles to the nearest station in West Palm Beach. 
 
All Aboard Florida trains will be blowing by us at a proposed 90 miles an hour, 
and all we’ll get to do is watch! 



 
CONCLUSION 



 
In my considered opinion, the All Aboard Florida passenger train concept is ill 
conceived and flawed. I also believe it has little chance of seeing completion 
because such large and invasive construction projects fly in the face today’s 
environmental concerns.  
 
If it is pushed through, however, like the Florida Fun Train before it, I believe the 
high-speed passenger rail service will eventually fail for these simple reasons; 
 



A similar rail passenger service already exists on Amtrak. 
 



 A dedicated tourist passenger train between Miami and Orlando has failed 
in the recent past.  



 
There is no real, demonstrated DEMAND for any additional service. 



 
SPECULATION 



 
Now, I’ve got no insider information, no crystal ball, no way to get into someone 
else’s head – and what I propose here is simply conjecture, but… I’ve been trying 
like mad to figure out why a successful Wall Street investment firm is so hell-bent 
on getting into the money-losing passenger rail business. 
 
But what if - I was a successful Wall Street investment manager sitting in my air-
conditioned office forty-six stories above Avenue Of The Americas in Manhattan 
– and I had 62.5 billion dollars to play with?  
 
I’m watching the TV and on comes a news story about the American Recovery 
and Reinvestment Act of 2009. Obama is handing out eight billion dollars to 
railroads around the country, and all they have to do is build a high-speed train. 
 
Then I remember, somewhere, bundled-up in one of my portfolios somewhere, I 
actually own a railroad - down there in Florida, I think?   
 
You can almost hear the wheels turning! “Free money? Let’s get in on that 
action”. 
 
I make some calls, commission a quiet study or two, and when the results come 
in it reads something like this: “Passenger railroad - Risky venture. Expensive 
investment. Been tried before and failed. No market demand – but if you had 
more tracks to carry more trains, maybe you could grab the bulk of that new 
Panama Canal traffic?”  
 











That’s right, the Panama Canal widening is slated to conclude by 2015, we own 
the only tracks into the Port of Miami and Fort Lauderdale - and our freight traffic 
is projected to double in a few years. 
  
So, I make a call to someone at that railroad somewhere down there in Florida, 
run the idea of a passenger train and one and a half billion dollars by them, and 
get a cool response on the passenger train. “But I like the idea of double-tracking 
the railroad. We’ll look into it.” 



 
Of course, this is all conjecture… FEC’s Ledoux calls my idea “Ridiculous”, but 
doesn’t it sound like a bet any Wall Street tycoon would take? Especially when 
they can use Uncle Sam’s money. 



 
SUGGESTION 



 
 
Here’s my humble suggestion to the Florida East Coast Railway company - if 
you’re REALLY dying to get into the passenger rail business. 
 
Buy yourselves eight or ten train-sets. Plunk down simple passenger platforms 
trackside near the population centers along your mainline and run trains up and 
down from Jacksonville to Miami on three or four hour intervals. 
 
You’ll definitely lose money, but at least it won’t cost a billion and a half… and 
you’ll be providing a real service for those of us who you call neighbors.  
 
You’ll be improving our communities… by taking automobile traffic off of crowded  
I-95… enabling us to hop the train to Miami for a ball game… or Daytona for a 
car race. We’ll be able to comfortably travel to St. Augustine on vacation… or 
Fort Lauderdale for the Boat Show. 
 
I’d say, concentrate on what the company’s name implies, and what you’ve been 
doing successfully now for 119 years, serving Florida’s east coast.  
 
After all, you’re not the Florida East Coast & Orlando Railroad, not yet anyway…  
… but then, there’s always that traffic from the Panama Canal. It’s pretty 
tempting! 
 



THE END 
 
 
 
 
 



We supplied All Aboard Florida’s Public Affairs Manager, Ali 
Soule, with an early draft of this article for her comments and 
corrections. She never responded. 
 



 
You can contact the author at: CLewis8144@aol.com 













From: Peter Burbine
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:54:40 AM


attn: John Winkle
I would like to express my concern about the route proposed by All Aboard Florida. Using the
 FEC tracks along the coast would be too disruptive for road and boat traffic. An expected
 increase in freight traffic would make it even worse. And since there are no stops planned
 anywhere on the Treasure Coast, there would be no benefits.
 I would propose that using the CSX tracks further west, where there are fewer people, would
 make more sense. There would be less disruption and inconvenience. It may be more
 expensive for the company to run the trains out there, but it would be greatly appreciated by
 the populated east coast.
Thank you for your consideration.
Peter Burbine, Stuart
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From: Lisa Arscott
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 11:17:18 AM


Hello,
When we first arrived in Florida, I was disappointed that there was no high speed rail service in
 Florida.  If ever there was a state that could use better transportation options it is Florida...both for
 employees trying to commute and for travelers going to tourist destinations.  I am concerned about
 the high ticket costs and the lack of public transportation connections...again at a reasonable price. 
 Perhaps Uber will shake things up a bit. 
 
Either way dependence on car transport should end.  In Europe high speed rail is efficient, less
 expensive and quiet.  No reason for the US to be so far behind.
 
Regards,
Lisa Arscott
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florida Analysis
Date: Monday, September 29, 2014 7:12:56 AM
Attachments: THE TRUTH ABOUT BIG CHOO-CHOO-v2.pdf


 
 


From: Silva, Michelle (FRA) 
Sent: Monday, September 29, 2014 6:54 AM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florida Analysis
 
 
 
From: Christopher Lewis [mailto:clewis8144@aol.com] 
Sent: Saturday, September 27, 2014 9:22 PM
To: Silva, Michelle (FRA)
Subject: All Aboard Florida Analysis
 
 


Christopher Lewis
The Entertainment Group


4570 NE Indian River Drive
Jensen Beach, FL 34957


772-225-1663 - 772-214-6688 cell


Dear Chief Counsel: 
            Please take note that we in Martin County, Florida absolutely DO NOT see any
 advantage to the All Aboard Florida tourist railroad plan and hope that you deny the project
 promoters any portion of the Federal funds available for high speed rail. The project will
 destroy the tranquility of the place we call home. 
            Please take the time to read the attached analysis of the plan and its affects on us,
 Florida residents.
Thank you for your time, sincerely, Christopher Lewis
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THE TRUTH ABOUT BIG CHOO-CHOO  



        



What’s behind All Aboard Florida 
 



by Christopher Lewis 
 
 



Christopher Lewis is a documentary filmmaker, consultant, and 
admitted lifelong rail-fan who lives within a football field’s 
distance from the Florida East Coast Railway in Jensen Beach, 
Florida. 



 
 
 
 
To hear the promoters tell it, Floridians have long wanted a new, convenient, 
cost-effective and environmentally friendly way to travel between South Florida 
and the tourist attractions of Orlando. Finally, they promise, All Aboard Florida 
will give them what they really want. 
 
Opponents are calling the idea; "Big Choo-Choo", depicting it as a “house-
shaking, dish-rattling behemoth” with yellow eyes and gritted teeth that will snarl 
traffic and threaten the lives of unwary pedestrians, the perfect example of "big 
government” waste, bail-outs and failed "public-private partnerships." 
 
Who is right? That depends on who you talk to.  
 
Armed with the facts, however, we each need to make up our own minds. That’s 
important because, if  “Big Choo-Choo” steams ahead, it’s sure to bring big 
changes to Florida – one way or the other. Here are some facts. 
 



THE PLAN 
 
All Aboard Florida plans to build “a new, convenient, cost-effective and 
environmentally friendly way to travel” between South and Central Florida by 
creating high-speed passenger service linking Miami, Fort Lauderdale, West 
Palm Beach and the Orlando International Airport by train. 
 
They plan to accomplish this utilizing 195 miles of the Florida East Coast 
Railway’s existing freight main line between Miami and Cocoa, Florida, and 
building forty miles of brand new track that will run parallel to State Road 528 
from Cocoa to a proposed new transportation hub at the Orlando International 
Airport. 
 











In addition, they plan to build four new stations/retail shopping centers located in 
the downtowns of Miami, Fort Lauderdale and West Palm Beach, and at Orlando 
airport’s South Terminal.  
 
Projected travel time between Orlando and South Florida on All Aboard Florida 
trains is approximately three hours. 
 
The passenger service is proposed to offer regularly scheduled, hourly service 
throughout the day, as many as twenty-four or more trains per day. 
 
The estimated cost of the rail infrastructure - that is, stations and the new track 
infrastructure it will build - is estimated to be $1.5 billion paid for by a Railroad 
Rehabilitation and Improvement low-interest loan the company is seeking from 
the Federal Railroad Administration. 
 
All Aboard Florida claims they will be privately owned, operated and maintained 
“with zero risk to Florida’s taxpayers”.  
 



THE PLAYERS 
 
To understand any new project or idea, it first helps to understand the people 
behind it. 
 
The All Aboard Florida project is “owned” and funded by Fortress Investment 
Group, LLC, a highly diversified Wall Street global investment firm. 
 
The stations and some of the project’s infrastructure are to be designed and built 
by Florida East Coast Industries, LLC, one of Florida's oldest and largest 
commercial real estate developers. Headquartered in Coral Gables, it too is 
owned by Fortress Investment Group. 
 
The tracks over which part of the proposed route will run are owned by Florida 
East Coast Railway, one of Florida’s first and most historic railroads, which is 
also a Fortress property. 
 
You’d think that All Aboard Florida – being basically a railroad – would be the 
brainchild of – and run by - railroaders. Not so. The majority of All Aboard 
Florida’s current management team has no experience in the railroad business at 
all, especially in the specialized field of passenger rail. 
 
Prior to joining All Aboard Florida in 2013, President and Chief Operating Officer 
Donald C. Robinson served as President of Baha Mar Resorts Ltd., a resort hotel 
developer. Before that, he was a senior executive for The Walt Disney Company 
for three decades.  
 
P. Michael Reininger, President and Chief Development Officer, has developed 
several major projects with subsidiaries of The Walt Disney Company.  
 
Julie Edwards, Chief Marketing Officer, developed strategic partnerships and 
lead cross marketing efforts at Walt Disney Parks and Resorts.  
 











Scott Sanders, Executive Vice President of Development and Construction, 
served as Senior Vice President of Design and Construction for MGM Hospitality.  
 
All Aboard Florida executives primarily hail from the resorts and hospitality 
industry. 
 
The Fortress Investment Group has no operating experience in railroading either.  
 
Fact is, the Florida East Coast Railway is just one of several rail transportation 
properties that have been acquired by Fortress recently, just another investment 
in the portfolio of a highly diversified, global Wall Street firm with approximately 
$62.5 billion in assets. Headquartered in Manhattan, none of Fortress’ directors 
have any direct connection to railroading, or to Florida. 
 
So, the first question you have to ask yourself is;  “Does this Company, and the 
team they’ve assembled, have the ability to actually design and build a 
passenger railroad”? 
 
Certainly, a Wall Street investment firm with $62.5 billion in assets has the ability 
to raise a mere $1.5 billion to fund the project, especially when the federal 
government is footing the bill. 
 
But, can the team they’ve assembled really achieve the goal set for them? Is the 
goal even realistic? And, fundamentally, is it really needed? 
 



SOME HISTORY 
 
Is there a demand for a high-speed passenger train connecting Orlando and 
Miami? 
 
To begin with, there is already passenger rail service between Miami and 
Orlando, and those trains also serve Fort Lauderdale and West Palm Beach on a 
daily basis.  
 
Amtrak’s trains # 91, 92, 97 & 98 make the journey twice a day, each way, every 
day, a distance of 265 miles with an average speed of 41 miles per hour. Using a 
different route than All Aboard Florida proposes, Amtrak runs over CSX Railroad 
tracks at a leisurely travel time of six and a half hours, a lot slower and less often 
than the proposed AAF schedule of three hours, twenty-four trains a day.  
 
More on that later. 
 
Now, if you’ve lived in Florida for any length of time you might recall the Florida 
Fun Train? The idea of providing frequent, cost-effective, passenger rail service 
for tourists between central and south Florida is nothing new.  
 
A dedicated train specifically designed for tourists was initially launched with 
great fanfare on October 15, 1997. It was the brainchild of Allen Harper, whose 
idea it was to create a train designed to move tourists from beach destinations to 
Central Florida’s theme parks at $45 to $59 a trip.  
 











 
It was a bad omen when, on August 1, 1998, just an hour into its inaugural trip, 
the train smashed into a tow truck, killing the truck’s driver.   
 
Ultimately, the Fun Train was undercapitalized, could not get approval to end its 
ride in downtown Orlando thus causing riders to take a bus to the theme parks, 
and finally reported a net loss of $9.9 million. On September 17, 1998, after 
gushing red ink for two years, the Fun-Train shut down and left hundreds of  
customers scrambling for refunds.   
 
Although Robert B. Ledoux, Florida East Coast Railways’ Senior Vice President 
and General Counsel, assured this reporter that AAF has done a ridership study, 
and that the Fortress Group firmly believes there is demand “or they would not be 
spending money on the project”, one still wonders what has fundamentally 
changed since the Fun Train went bankrupt sixteen years ago?  



Consider this… 
 
Would it not be simpler… with less impact to the environment, and less capitol 
investment… to either (a) add more Amtrak trains between Miami and Orlando 
on the current CSX route, or (b) extend and expand Miami’s Tri-Rail service on 
CSX tracks into Orlando? 
 
No need to build forty miles of brand new rail infrastructure. No need to turn the 
freight-only Florida East Coast into a high-speed passengers line. Fact is, the 
tracks and service already exist to accomplish All Aboard Florida’s goals, just not 
over the Fortress Investment Group’s property. 
 
History tells us…. 
 
For decades leading up to 1971, when Amtrak was formed, American railroads 
scrambled to get rid of their passenger service, preferring instead to concentrate 
on where the money was, hauling freight. Any seasoned railroader will tell you – 
just ask Allen Harper - passenger service is a sure way to “gush red ink”! 
 
Today’s Amtrak only proves that. America’s national passenger rail service 
needed $1.4 billion in subsidies from Congress in 2012 just to operate, and that 
number grows every year. 
 
On the local level, municipalities across the nation funnel millions upon millions of 
dollars into their regional passenger rail operations. Not one ‘commuter line’ I 
know of generates a profit. 
 
Even most ‘tourist’ railroads run on a volunteer basis – and still lose money. 
 
So, you owe it to yourself to ask, why on earth would any successful Wall Street 
private equity firm – dedicated to making money for its investors – choose to 
enter the guaranteed-to-lose-money passenger rail business?  
 
 



 











IMPLAMENTING THE PLAN 
 
All Aboard Florida estimates that it will cost 1.5 billion dollars to implement their 
plan - not a penny of which, they say, will be paid for by Florida taxpayers.  
 
They plan to raise the bulk of the money by petitioning for part of the 8 billion in 
federal, low-interest funds promised for high-speed rail construction by the 
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009. 
 
What will that billion and a half dollars buy, and what will it cost? 
 
The major hurdle facing AAF – as I see it - will be building the forty miles of new 
railroad they propose that will parallel the Florida Beachline Expressway from 
Cocoa, Florida to the planned transportation hub outside Orlando. 
 
Second will be upgrading 195 miles of existing freight railroad from Cocoa to 
Miami. 
 
The slam-dunk should be constructing the four stations/shopping plazas 
envisioned along the route. 
 
As explained by FEC’s general counsel, Robert Ledoux, it will be done through a 
complicated deal careful not to mix the proposed federal funds with Florida East 
Coast Railway capital. Here’s technically how it should work: 
 
The new Right of Way between Cocoa and Orlando will be owned by the Florida 
Department of Transportation. All Aboard Florida has an agreement with FDOT 
for the right to install track and operate trains along the corridor. That track would 
be owned by Fortress, through AAF, who could possibly deed it to the Florida 
East Coast Railway in the future, as opponents speculate. Ledoux will not 
comment on speculation, but says “FEC was not part of the negotiations for the 
528 corridor and does not know the terms” of their agreement. 
 
Currently there are no plans to run freights along the proposed new high-speed 
rail corridor across Central Florida. 
 
The part of the route between Cocoa and Miami on Florida East Coast’s busy 
freight mainline – running through Florida’s coastal towns and cities - is another 
matter altogether. 
 
Along that 195 miles of the route, All Aboard Florida has been granted an 
easement to operate passenger trains on FEC’s tracks, and – here’s the 
interesting part – “the right to build their own track on the corridor as well”.  



Time for a quick lesson on operating a railroad….  



According to their website, All Aboard Florida passenger trains will travel at an 
average speed of 60 mph - a maximum speed of 79 mph in South Florida and 
rising as high as 125 mph over the proposed new right-of-way from Cocoa to 
Orlando. 
 











But we’ve done our own calculations. If a train were to make the trip on their 
proposed route of 235 miles in three hours… it would actually have to average 
88.3 miles per hour. Technically All Aboard Florida is proposing a “high-speed” 
passenger train… much like Japan’s “Bullet Train”. 
 
Is this even possible, given the basic fact that the Florida East Coast Railway is 
‘single tracked’ and its freight trains average only 30 miles per hour? How do you 
mix 30 mile per hour freights with 90 mile an hour passenger trains on the same 
track? 
 
An efficient, high-speed passenger railroad carrying high traffic volume usually 
operates on ‘double track’, two tracks laid side by side, each carrying traffic in the 
opposite direction. This avoids the time-consuming and potentially dangerous 
task of one train waiting in a siding for another to pass. 
 
Take Amtrak’s Northeast Corridor - dedicated double, and sometimes quadruple 
track, with no road crossings that runs from Boston to Washington, DC. It’s the 
fastest stretch of railroad in America. Amtrak's Acela Express can travel up to 
150 miles per hour on a short stretch in New England, but the train's average 
speed is considerably less. On the 319-mile leg between Philadelphia and 
Boston, including stops, the Acela averages only about 64 miles per hour. 



In order for All Aboard Florida to meet its projections, part of the billion and a half 
dollars will go to pay for double tracking FEC’s entire 195 miles of railroad from 
Cocoa to Miami - which, at the least, is a daunting construction project – but 
would also be a real windfall in federal stimulus dollars for FEC.  



 



      
                   Single tracked FEC                                    The Northeast Corridor 



 
FEC officials will tell you ‘double-tracking” is no big deal. The FEC has been 
double tracked in the past and there’s currently ample room for a second track, 
according to Robert Ledoux. “AAF will need to do minor work to FECRR existing 
tracks to allow them to be rated for the higher speeds they want to operate.” 



But building new tracks alongside the current mainline would, once again, be a 
major construction undertaking that would change the very face of South Florida. 



 











 



So, under the All Aboard Florida plan Federal stimulus funds will pay for building 
the new second track, as well as upgrading the existing track on Florida East 
Coasts’ mainline, which will then host both FEC’s fright trains and AAF’s 
passenger trains. 



This construction project will literally double the capacity of a large chunk of the 
Florida East Coast Railway - a huge gift to the Fortress Investment Group from 
Uncle Sam.  



We’ll talk about the Panama Canal later!  
 



SAFETY 



Assuming, in this day and age of governmental regulation and environmental 
concern, that the Fortress Group can even conjure up the lobbying power to 
secure all the permits needed to build such an ambitious project, then there’s 
always the matter of safety. 



One of the cornerstones of a high-speed railroad is that its tracks are basically 
isolated from automobile and pedestrian traffic. This is accomplished by building 
under and overpasses at grade crossings, and barriers along the right-of-way to 
protect pedestrians.  



 
A typical ‘isolated’ double track right-of-way  



FECs’ Ledoux admits “No, there are no underpasses or overpasses in the plan.” 
When asked about fencing and/or sound walls to isolate the mainline from 
trespassers and noise pollution he said; “AAF will need to respond to you about 
fencing”. 



Correct me if I’m wrong, but even in Disney’s Magic Kingdom guests aren’t 
allowed to wonder onto the tracks on Big Thunder Mountain…  



One wonders, how carefully has this billion and a half dollar plan really been 
thought through? 



 











 



AFFECTS 



 
Should All Aboard Florida’s high-speed passenger trains actually start running, 
how would the project affect Florida?  
 
Well, let’s take a look at just Martin County – about 25 miles of small to medium 
sized communities running along the Atlantic shoreline a hundred miles north of 
Miami.  
 
All Aboard Florida promises – “a boost of $500 million a year in the State’s  
production of goods and services over the first five years, ongoing at $150 million 
a year after that…” 
 
“Thousands of direct jobs during construction and implementation…” 
 
And “$200 million in tax revenues for state and local governments through 2021”. 
 
True, as Robert Ledoux explains, the Florida East Coast is taxed by the State on 
an apportionment basis - on how much traffic it hauls – “which will increase 
significantly when AAF completes construction.”  



“On the freight side”, he adds, “the added train capacity will allow improved 
service to our current customers in Martin County” 



True, it should, but nowhere on their website does it actually say how they’ve 
arrived at these figures. These may simply be big, broad ‘guesstimations’.  
 
As for the construction jobs, what part of that 1.5 billion will actually benefit 
Floridians?  
 
Railroad construction is a highly specialized business, one that today’s railroads 
rarely do themselves. The job of building and maintaining track is generally hired 
out to construction companies that specialize in the field. 
 
These companies rely on highly skilled workers and specialized equipment that 
they simply move from project to project across the country as needed. AAF is 
vague about what percentage, if any, of their budget will actually go to Floridians. 
 
All Aboard officials have also vowed to upgrade safety measures at road 
crossings by installing more gates, flashing lights and other "safety measures" 
required to establish no-horn-blowing "quiet zones." 
    
Even AAF’s opponents agree, that would help, but they point out the obvious… 
the increased number of fast trains zipping up and down the line would still snarl 
traffic, create more gridlock, increase emergency response time, and be a 
nightmare for recreational boaters who rely on the railroad bridges along the line 
to be open if they are to have access to the states’ waterways.  
 











But, the biggest negative to Martin County residents, as I see it, is the fact that 
we won’t be able to take advantage of the new passenger service… without 
driving forty or more miles to the nearest station in West Palm Beach. 
 
All Aboard Florida trains will be blowing by us at a proposed 90 miles an hour, 
and all we’ll get to do is watch! 



 
CONCLUSION 



 
In my considered opinion, the All Aboard Florida passenger train concept is ill 
conceived and flawed. I also believe it has little chance of seeing completion 
because such large and invasive construction projects fly in the face today’s 
environmental concerns.  
 
If it is pushed through, however, like the Florida Fun Train before it, I believe the 
high-speed passenger rail service will eventually fail for these simple reasons; 
 



A similar rail passenger service already exists on Amtrak. 
 



 A dedicated tourist passenger train between Miami and Orlando has failed 
in the recent past.  



 
There is no real, demonstrated DEMAND for any additional service. 



 
SPECULATION 



 
Now, I’ve got no insider information, no crystal ball, no way to get into someone 
else’s head – and what I propose here is simply conjecture, but… I’ve been trying 
like mad to figure out why a successful Wall Street investment firm is so hell-bent 
on getting into the money-losing passenger rail business. 
 
But what if - I was a successful Wall Street investment manager sitting in my air-
conditioned office forty-six stories above Avenue Of The Americas in Manhattan 
– and I had 62.5 billion dollars to play with?  
 
I’m watching the TV and on comes a news story about the American Recovery 
and Reinvestment Act of 2009. Obama is handing out eight billion dollars to 
railroads around the country, and all they have to do is build a high-speed train. 
 
Then I remember, somewhere, bundled-up in one of my portfolios somewhere, I 
actually own a railroad - down there in Florida, I think?   
 
You can almost hear the wheels turning! “Free money? Let’s get in on that 
action”. 
 
I make some calls, commission a quiet study or two, and when the results come 
in it reads something like this: “Passenger railroad - Risky venture. Expensive 
investment. Been tried before and failed. No market demand – but if you had 
more tracks to carry more trains, maybe you could grab the bulk of that new 
Panama Canal traffic?”  
 











That’s right, the Panama Canal widening is slated to conclude by 2015, we own 
the only tracks into the Port of Miami and Fort Lauderdale - and our freight traffic 
is projected to double in a few years. 
  
So, I make a call to someone at that railroad somewhere down there in Florida, 
run the idea of a passenger train and one and a half billion dollars by them, and 
get a cool response on the passenger train. “But I like the idea of double-tracking 
the railroad. We’ll look into it.” 



 
Of course, this is all conjecture… FEC’s Ledoux calls my idea “Ridiculous”, but 
doesn’t it sound like a bet any Wall Street tycoon would take? Especially when 
they can use Uncle Sam’s money. 



 
SUGGESTION 



 
 
Here’s my humble suggestion to the Florida East Coast Railway company - if 
you’re REALLY dying to get into the passenger rail business. 
 
Buy yourselves eight or ten train-sets. Plunk down simple passenger platforms 
trackside near the population centers along your mainline and run trains up and 
down from Jacksonville to Miami on three or four hour intervals. 
 
You’ll definitely lose money, but at least it won’t cost a billion and a half… and 
you’ll be providing a real service for those of us who you call neighbors.  
 
You’ll be improving our communities… by taking automobile traffic off of crowded  
I-95… enabling us to hop the train to Miami for a ball game… or Daytona for a 
car race. We’ll be able to comfortably travel to St. Augustine on vacation… or 
Fort Lauderdale for the Boat Show. 
 
I’d say, concentrate on what the company’s name implies, and what you’ve been 
doing successfully now for 119 years, serving Florida’s east coast.  
 
After all, you’re not the Florida East Coast & Orlando Railroad, not yet anyway…  
… but then, there’s always that traffic from the Panama Canal. It’s pretty 
tempting! 
 



THE END 
 
 
 
 
 



We supplied All Aboard Florida’s Public Affairs Manager, Ali 
Soule, with an early draft of this article for her comments and 
corrections. She never responded. 
 



 
You can contact the author at: CLewis8144@aol.com 













From: spencer silberstein
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:19:43 AM


We are writing to express opposition to the plans to introduce passenger service along the
 existing Florida East Coast corridor that traverses the historic downtowns of Stuart, Fort Pierce
 and Vero Beach. The introduction of high speed passenger service will negatively impact the
 quality of life of residents of Martin, St. Lucie and Indian River counties. Those residents will not
 derive any benefit from the passenger rail service since there will be no stops within the Treasure
 Coast. It simply makes no sense to send 32 high speed trains along the existing Florida East
 Coast tracks which are in the midst of the population centers of 3 counties and will negatively
 impact the environment and quality of life of the residents.


If All Aboard Florida is willing to move the planned service to the CSX tracks in the middle of the
 state, the negative impacts would be greatly reduced. That alternative routing would take the
 passenger service through the sparsely populated middle of the state and would not disrupt the
 quality of life currently enjoyed by Treasure Coast residents. The Florida East Coast corridor was
 built by Henry Flagler in the early part of the 20th. century when Florida was largely rural and
 underpopulated. Almost a century has passed and numerous population centers have grown up
 on both sides of the tracks. There is no current passenger service, but the freight trains that run
 through the communities are already quite disruptive.


Thank you for your attention to this email.


Anita & Spencer Silberstein
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From: director
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 8:31:17 AM


This idea should absolutely be scrapped! This will ruin a "perfectly good little town".
 
Jami McKee
Palm City, FL
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From: plarsen@bellsouth.net
To: OfficeofRPD@dot.gov
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florida Comments and Questions
Date: Saturday, November 1, 2014 6:05:42 AM


To whom it may concern.
I’m not sure who Mr. John Winkle is when I posted these concerns to a recommended email
 address. Please see that Mr. Kevin Thompson, a spokesman for the FRA apparently attending the All
 Aboard Florida representatives in Florida at their currently scheduled public meetings or anyone at the
 FRA that could at least address the issues even if not fully.
Thank you for your consideration.
Paul Larsen
 


From: Paul [mailto:pachla1@bellsouth.net] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 9:16 AM
To: AAF_comments@yhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Comments and Questions
 
10/28/2014
 
Mr. John Winkle,
 
Please justify ridership, number of train cars and congestion/emission reduction estimates
 arguments as stated on the AAF WEB site. The annualized estimates don’t fit with the
 generalized daily evaluation used in traffic estimates and impacts but they look great for
 sales.


 
What is the estimated weekday and weekend daily ridership by time of day by origin and
 destination/ stop to stop along the full length of the planned corridor?


 
Using 3,000,000 riders annually as quoted on the AAF WEB site this computes simply to some 8,200
 daily riders excluding seasonal fluctuation and any specific trip purpose.


 
Using 32 trains a day @ 8,200 daily ridership estimate yields ~ 256 passengers per train or 512 two
 way loading per hour. A train at 900’ in length as stated on the WEB site with a locomotive yields
 about 13 passenger cars assuming 65’ and no double decking. This is just a gaming exercise but it
 would appear that the majority of the trips wouldn’t need but 4 passenger cars which is one more
 the currently being used on Tri-Rail in South Florida and approximately 3 less than currently running
 on Amtrak Silver Star and Silver Meteor routes serving Miami north.
               
Which highway facilities are used in determining congestion/capacity from each origin to
 destination? This information is needed to ascertain the level of congestion that would be reduced
 by having 256 cars per hour assuming a high rate of one passenger per car and that each train
 carries a full load. At 8,200 cars per day the level of congestion spread out on parallel facilities
 seems miniscule.
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I also noted in support documentation that the 3,000,000 riders estimate is approximately half for
 long haul trips from Miami to Orlando and half serving the southeast.
 
 
For the record I am not opposed to the concept of using the FEC RR line for such service as it did
 carry passengers when it was vogue and I was much younger but I’m find it difficult to deal with the
 32 trains a day estimate.
 
Why the demand for 32 trains a day and why not say a morning, noon and afternoon service which
 would only be 6-8 two trains a day?
 
Not that it’s of any importance but my interest in daily figures is related years spent working for the
 Palm Beach Metropolitan Planning Organization as a transportation modeler creating networks and
 socio-economic data for long range transportation model evaluation.
 
Thank you for your consideration.
 
Yours,
Paul Larsen
1812 Tom A Toe Rd
Boynton Beach, FL 33426
561-308-2832








From: Carol McCall
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:21:37 AM


Dear Mr Winkle,
I urge you to seriously consider the negative impact that this plan will have on the Treasure
 Coast.  As a resident of Stuart, I am very concerned about the health and safety of my
 community. Why can't the high speed trains be routed west of the turnpike? Is there really
 such a demand for passenger service from Miami to  Orlando? Will the 18 daily round trips
 show a profit? How  can you justify the disruption to the communities along the Treasure
 Coast?  There are so many unanswered  questions in the original report put out by 
All Aboard Florida.  Please listen to the majority of residents when you consider their
 proposal.
Thank you,
Carol McCall
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From: Lou Petrofes
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Tuesday, September 23, 2014 2:09:34 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle,


I am writing this letter to you and all Florida elected officials to voice my safety concerns,
 opposition and to question the viability of the planned All Aboard rail system being
 proposed for south east Florida.


The inner coastal waterway presents a natural barrier for east-west travel in south Florida.
 This barrier forces east -west traffic to be funneled onto a few of the larger roads having
 drawbridges. This creates significant traffic, which is magnified by the on demand
 drawbridge openings which can occur on the hour and on the half hour. The traffic is
 further stagnated by the freight train which runs north and south across these same roads
 several times daily. The addition of another blockage of traffic on these roads would not
 only create significant traffic issues but literally block emergency vehicles for extended
 periods of time.  These roads often experience 6 to 12 minute delays for drawbridge
 openings every 30 minutes, which means there are times when these major arteries are
 closed to traffic for as much as 24 minutes out of every hour.  Adding a closure for another
 train and these primary east- west routes would be virtually closed 40 or more percent of
 the time creating unthinkable traffic delays for emergency services, residents, vacationers
 and business clients.


Mass Transit can be beneficial for the environment and often be a plus for local economy.  I
 question the need, value and economic viability of train service taking 3 hours to run from
 Miami to Orlando when it can be driven in less than 4 hours.  It would be less costly and
 much easier for a family or business person to rent a vehicle for under $100.00 and drive
 then take a train and still need transportation at the other end. In most cases Mass Transit
 is successful when providing service for people living in suburban communities but
 working in major cities, such as in New York and Washington. Where is the need for
 families vacationing in Orlando to visit Miami? Why would someone fly into Miami if their
 destination is Orlando? Where is this need for rail service between Orlando and Miami
 generated? Amtrak already connects Jacksonville-Deland-Orlando-Kissimmee-Tampa-West
 Palm Beach-Fort Lauderdale and Miami.  Is there a public clamoring for more or faster rail
 service?


I am asking you, and my elected representatives, to make absolutely certain Florida East
 Coast Industries LLC provides unquestionable proof this service will not negatively impact
 the safety of residents and communities along its route. In addition to safety, this
 unneeded  rail service will have an unprecedented negative effect on the economy and
 lives of those living on Florida’s south east coast. If there is no clear business or public


 need, we need to ask why would we approve such service and for who’s benefit?


Louis Petrofes
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208 West Thatch Palm Circle  Jupiter Fl. 33458


Phone 561-214-2563


 


                                                                                                                                                            








From: Robert Puglisi
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:24:32 PM


My Name: Robert Puglisi


My Email: bpuglisi511@yahoo.com


My Address:


1001 Turtle Run Dr.
Apt.106
Sebastian, Fl. 32958


It boggles the mind that you people are so imperious to think you can destroy our communities
 without us fighting back. You will not build your high speed train here. We will not allow it.
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florida Environmental Impact Statement Review
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 12:20:26 PM
Attachments: AAF EIS RESPONSE An Architects Thoughts 141029.docx


 
 


From: Ron Johnson [mailto:rjrjrj@bellsouth.net] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 3:07 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: All Aboard Florida Environmental Impact Statement Review
 
John Winkle,
 
Attached please find my comments on the Florida All Aboard
 Environmental Impact Statement Review.
 
My comments discuss why the All Aboard Florida project is not “High
 Speed Rail”. It would be a great embarrassment for the Federal
 Government to Fund this project as a “High Speed Rail” Project and
 then find out it takes 3 hours to go 235 miles. That’s less than 80 miles
 per hour – very slow “High Speed”.  
 
I support true “High Speed Rail” running at 220 miles per hour from
 Boston to Miami with an alignment that follows I-95 to I-85 to I-75 to
 the  Florida Turnpike. Express stops would be at Boston, New York
 City, Washington DC, Charlotte NC, Atlanta, Orlando, and Miami.
 Secondary non-express stops could be provided between the major
 stops over time as demand supports. Secondary Stops could include
 Philadelphia, Baltimore, Raleigh NC, Greenville SC and others based
 on demand. This High Speed Rail Alignment would be easily
 accessible to about 120 million people on the East Coast. It would be a
 good alternative to overcrowded user-unfriendly airlines.
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment.
 
Ron Johnson AIA
Jensen Beach Florida
ronjohnsonaia@bellsouth.net
772 334 1432
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An Architect’s Thoughts on High Speed Rail from Orlando to Miami





When an architect designs a building, he/she meets with the client to determine their desires / requirements. By law an architect must design the safest, most efficient project which does no damage to neighboring properties. Goals, Objectives, and Expectations are established and agreed upon by the client. The architect then designs the project to meet and better yet exceed the established Goals, Objectives, and Expectations.


Now let’s apply that approach to High Speed Rail from Orlando to Miami.


Who is the client? The client should be all of the citizens of the United States.  


What are the Goals, Objectives, and Expectations?


1. Fast as possible. High Speed Rail in Europe, Japan and China runs at 220 miles per hour.  There is no reason the High Speed Rail should not run at 220 miles per hour in the United States.


2. Safe as possible. High Speed Rail should be designed with 100% grade separation at all crossings. This eliminates conflict between cars and people. It also eliminates delays at crossing.


3. The Miami to Orlando High Speed Rail should be part of a National High Speed Rail Running from Miami to Boston. A Boston to Miami High Speed Rail would have major Express Stops in Boston, New York City, Washington, Charlotte, NC, Atlanta, Orlando, and Miami. The alignment would follow I-95 to I-85 to I-75 to the Florida Turnpike.


4. The High Speed Rail should enhance a Multi-Modal Approach by having the Major Stops at the Major Airports in each respective city. This provides fast easy connections with airplanes and rapid transit to the respective cities.


5. The High Speed Rail should do No Damage to the environment through which it passes including damage to the Economy and Quality of Life.


These seem like reasonable appropriate Goals, Objectives and Expectations.





Now let’s see how the All Aboard Florida Project  measures up.


All Aboard Florida completely fails.


1. Not fast. It takes 3 hours go 235 miles. That  is less than 80 miles an hour. Cars can travel 70 miles an hour on the Florida Turnpike.


2. Not Safe. There are multiple at-grade crossings. 


3. Not designed to be part of a National High Speed Rail from Boston to Miami. A National High Speed Rail would not stop in downtown West Palm Beach and downtown Fort Lauderdale.


4. Not designed to enhance a Multi Modal Approach at Miami Airport. The All Aboard Florida Project ends at a hotel in Miami. You have to use another form of transportation to get to the Miami Airport. People coming from South America should have just an easy walk to get to High Speed Rail which could take them to Washington, New York, etc.


5. All Aboard Florida will do damage to the Economy and the Quality of Life on the Treasure Coast.


In, Summary the All Aboard Florida project does not seem to meet Quality Objectives for High Speed Rail for the Citizens of the United States. 





Ron Johnson AIA


Jensen Beach, Florida


ronjohnsonaia@bellsouth.net


[bookmark: _GoBack]
















From: Brian Webster
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:22:30 AM


Dear Sirs:


I am a concerned citizen who feels that our lifestyle will be severely impacted in the most negative manner possible
 if 32 high speed trains a day start thundering through our community.


Not only will the boating traffic be negatively impacted but emergency vehicles, regular automotive traffic will be
 severely impeded.


Then there is the noise pollution from the trains themselves even if so called double gates allow for no whistles to be
 utilized there will still be the thundering noise of 32 trains a day roaring through our community.


This project serves no public benefit to our community whatsoever.


I strongly urge whomever is reading this to stop these trains from ruining our right to a quiet peaceful life.


Please do whatever is necessary to bring this project to halt.


Sincerely
Brian Webster
229 Colony Road
Tequesta, Florida
561-262-4564 cell


Sent from my iPhone
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From: Walter Javorsky
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 9:13:56 PM


Dear Mr John Winkler,


My comments are simple.
We do not need this train and it will be more of a problem than it does any good.


Sincerely,
Walt Javorsky
4 Pineapple Lane
Stuart, FL 34996
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From: Beverly Stewart
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:53:57 PM


My Name: Beverly Stewart


My Email: beverly.stewart407@gmail.com


My Address:


909 S. Lakeside Place
Lantana, Fl 33462


The effect of adding additional trains will greatly change the quality of life for all residents
 that live both east and west of the train tracks. Additional routes will increase congestion and
 with the cars stopped air pollution will increase. 


Right now there is not a need for additional routes from Miami to Orlando. Amtrak has
 sufficient routes and they are not operating to capacity. This idea is just to prosper big
 business and is not for the residents of Florida. Stop it now.
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florida FEC Tracks West of Interstate 95
Date: Thursday, November 20, 2014 2:08:54 PM


I guess this is a comment.


-----Original Message-----
From: Lloyd Smiley [mailto:lloyd_smiley@hotmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, November 20, 2014 2:06 PM
To: Governor Rick Scott
Cc: Winkle, John (FRA); Dobbs, Catherine (FRA)
Subject: Re: All Aboard Florida FEC Tracks West of Interstate 95


Thank you for your response and welcoming of our thoughts.  What concerns us most is the anticipated noise,
 danger and depreciation of our properties.
We currently have homes (over 700) in Grand Harbor and The Falls, Newport, Coventry and Oak Harbor Sections
 are in close proximity to the FEC Railroad tracks; our properties have already been significantly depreciated in
 anticipation of the unwanted railroad traffic.


Lloyd Smiley
Retired CGC and PE (10 states)
Margaret Smiley, Retired RN


----- Original Message -----
From: "Governor Rick Scott" <Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com>


To: "Lloyd Smiley" <lloyd_smiley@hotmail.com>


Cc: "Sunburst" <sunburst@eog.myflorida.com>


Sent: Thursday, November 20, 2014 10:55 AM


Subject: RE: All Aboard Florida FEC Tracks West of Interstate 95


> Thank you for contacting Governor Scott to express your views about
> All Aboard Florida’s proposed passenger rail service from Miami to Orlando.
> The Governor appreciates your thoughts and asked that I respond on his
> behalf.
>
> Governor Scott understands that many families are worried about the
> impact of additional trains on their neighborhoods. While All Aboard
> Florida’s proposal is a private-sector venture and no state funding
> will be used for the project, the Governor is committed to making sure
> the concerns of Florida families and communities are addressed by All
> Aboard Florida and the federal government. The Federal Railroad
> Administration is the lead agency on this project, and we will forward your input to them.
>
> To ensure Floridians’ voices are heard, Governor Scott continues to
> urge All Aboard Florida to listen to local communities as the plan for
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> this private-sector rail service comes together. Governor Scott has
> asked FDOT Secretary Ananth Prasad to meet with community leaders and
> area legislators to listen to their concerns and ensure that the
> Federal Railroad Administration is aware of those issues.  He has also
> asked All Aboard Florida to allow additional time for public comment,
> which will allow communities more opportunity to have their specific
> issues addressed.
>
> Due to the impact of this private venture, Governor Scott continues to
> urge All Aboard Florida and the Federal Railroad Administration to be
> sensitive to the concerns of Florida families and communities.  Again,
> thank you for taking time to share your views with Governor Scott.
> Your thoughts on this issue are important to him.
>
> Sincerely,
>
> Kelly Pacchioli
> Office of Citizen Services
> Executive Office of the Governor
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Lloyd Smiley [mailto:lloyd_smiley@hotmail.com]
> Sent: Tuesday, October 07, 2014 10:34 AM
> To: Governor Rick Scott
> Cc:
> Subject: All Aboard Florida FEC Tracks West of Interstate 95
>
>  Governor Rick Scott, absentee voters Lloyd G. Smiley and Margaret C.
> Smiley  of Vero Beach in Grand Harbor, voted re-election for you.  We
> know you favor  the installation and operation of the All Aboard
> Florida trains; however, we  respectfully ask that our communities
> along the Atlantic Seaboard be  protected and free from additional
> railroad freight and passenger traffic.
>  Please use existing tracks or install new FEC train tracks west of
> our towns  and Interstate 95 to avoid noise pollution, traffic
> congestion and major  safety concerns in our coastal towns.  Please
> preserve the value of our  homes and businesses; so assessments and
> real estate taxes can be sustained.
>  AAF trains operated through Coastal towns would cause longer commutes
> to work and could affect emergency response times.  The projected 50
> freight and passenger trains per day and increase in passenger and
> freight traffic are surely justified in using existing tracks or
> installing new tracks and operating AAF trains west of Interstate 95.
>
>  Lloyd G. Smiley,
>  WW II Veteran 1st Lt. Pilot A/C Commander B-24  Topeka, Kansas to
> Cerignola, Italy  European Combat 18 missions  MIT 1951 and Marist
> 1962 Retired CGC and PE (10 states)
>
>
>
>  Margaret C. Smiley, Retired RN
>  Peter Bent Brigham Hospital Graduate
>  53 years of service
>  Certified Quality Improvement
>  Jackson Memorial Hospital, Miami
>
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>
> Lloyd_Smiley@Hotmail.com
>








From: Bob Ashmore
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:39:57 AM


    My wife and I are opposed to the upgrades of roadbed and track as proposed under the
 name All Aboard Florida.  It is a thinly disguised attempt to upgrade the road bed and tracks in
 order to enhance freight rail traffic.  A major hedge fund wishes to profit from AAF.  AAF
 would become the major transit artery for the newly deepened Miami port.  Passenger traffic
 between Miami and Orlando would be minimal.  It would be unrealistically expensive and
 inconvenient for all except those going only to the Orlando airport.  Surprise, it would be
 found that 16 round trips per day would be impractical and likely diminish to only a couple
 per day.
    There is an infinitely more practical route north which goes to the west of the major
 population centers in Miami-Dade, Broward, Palm Beach and Martin counties.  This would be
 a boon to shippers and markedly reduce the impact on the lives of citizens living along the
 corridor proposed by AAF.
    We travel frequently across AAF tracks in the Jupiter, Tequesta, and Palm Beach Gardens
 areas.  The impact of AAF on us as well as other citizens will be significant and result in a
 degradation of the quality of life of those impacted by the proposed changes.
    Finally, it is clear that many of the bridges used by this route are elderly and it is likely the
 constant opening and closing of them will one, interfere with boat traffic and two, will
 severely stress the bridges.  Bridge closures for repairs can be expected.  I believe that the
 Coast Guard has expressed a similar concern.
    Please consider the scheming done by the hedge fund and its minions.  It’s the second best
 route for the shippers and our quality of life will be negatively affected.  Accepting AAF will
 enrich a limited number of people at the expense of the lives of tens, if not hundreds of
 thousands of ordinary citizens.
Thank you’re your consideration.
Robert J. Ashmore, Ph.D.
Chari A. Campbell, Ph.D.
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From: Hnsgma@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 12:31:26 PM


Good Afternoon,
 
I want to register my disapproval of All Aboard Florida. I go to Jupiter Hospital and if I am held up 32
 MORE times per day, it could cause me great harm.  Who is thinking about these things? The vibrations
 and noise will be intolerable.
 
Also, I do not think that a train from Miami to Orlando, running 32 times per day is necessary.  It will cause
 great congestion in Martin County and cause us loss of time to go to Jupiter Hospital in Jupiter, Florida.  If
 there has to be a train, which I doubt will be profitable with passengers, at least do it west of the
 congested area on the coast.  We certainly do not want, need or have use of additional passenger or
 freight trains running through Martin County.  Not only does it impede emergency vehicles but navigation
 on the waterways will suffer, too.
 
I am totally opposed to this concept.
 
Harriet Nolan
8570 SE Eaglewood Way
Hobe Sound, FL 33455
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From: Marge Ketter
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:05:34 PM


My Name: Marge Ketter


My Email: margeketter@belllsouth.net


My Address:


7088 SE Rivers Edge St
Jupiter FL 33458


I don't have to repeat all of the negative things the proposed train project will be foisted on
 residents of the Treasure Coast, and believe that since counties to the south of it think it's a
 wonderful project and a boon to their areas, let them have it and be hoist in their own petard.
 Then insist the tracks run out to the Beelline Hwy from West Palm Beach to run alonside the
 CSX tracks or work out a deal with CSX to use their track where FEC doesn't double track.
No one believes this charade is about a needed passenger service to Disney World, we all
 know it's about frieight. Stuart has spent thousands of dollars and years to make the old
 downtown area of Flagler, Osceola, and E Ocean, which area will turn into a railroad yard
 while freight trains stack up blocking crossings back for miles and making Confusion Corner
 even more confusing. The attractive commercial area on the river will no longer draw tourists
 and will be a disaster for small businesses. Every small town along this route will be impacted
 and it's a matter of the loss of business and threat to the health, welfare and safety of all
 peoples in the area. All for the greed of FEC companies.
We've had to tolerate what train traffic there has been for years but we knew it was there and it
 was tolerable. As residents and taxpayers we don't deserve this nor do we deserve to have to
 pick up the pieces of the passenger service and have another government train losing money.
STOP THIS TRAIN BEFORE WE ALL GET HURT IN MANY WAYS.


Marge Ketter
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florida Support Letter
Date: Friday, October 24, 2014 4:05:43 PM
Attachments: JMA AAF Support Letter 10.23.14.pdf


 
 


From: Jason Roth [mailto:JRoth@jmaf.net] 
Sent: Friday, October 24, 2014 4:04 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: All Aboard Florida Support Letter
 
Mr. Winkle,
 
Please see the attached Letter of Support for the subject project.
 
Thank you for your consideration.
 
Jason Roth
Project Executive / Systems Operations
John Moriarty & Associates of Florida, Inc.
1942 Tyler Street
Hollywood, Florida 33020
CELL   954.298.6201
PHONE   954.920.8550
FAX   954.920.8586
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From: cindy keim
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:56:45 AM


This is the worst decision possible for the residents along the coast.  The number of trains a day, bridges opening
 ,both for boats and trains, will make driving in this area next to impossible.  It will be a major hazard for medical
 responders and fire equipment.  Getting to a hospital will be difficult.  Please consider our well being, the tax
 payers,  and not just what money you think this fiasco will bring into the state.  It is not wanted nor is it needed!!!!!!


Cindy Keim
233 Cove Place
Jupiter Inlet Colony, Florida 33469
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From: Barbara MacBride
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 6:16:27 PM


No Commuter Train Trough STUART!


Adding a commuter train to the line that already brings freight trains with as many as 150 cars
 on them at times is an incredible burden on a small community. That would make it thirty-two
 trains daily that would block our roads many of which service our two hospitals. 
Thank you for taking the time to read this message from a very concerned resident of Stuart
 since 1973.
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From: Patricia R Donaldson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:28:27 PM


My Name: Patricia R Donaldson


My Email: pdonal5436@belolsouth.net


My Address:


3200 North A-1-A
#1104
Fort Pierce, Florida 34949


I have lived in Florida all my life and am not against high speed trains in Florida . I have
 traveled on them and think they are a solution to many transportation problems. However,
 AAF, as planned, would be a disaster for the Treasure Coast as it would have a negative
 impact on the environment, the economy, and the quality of life. I live on North Hutchinson
 Island and must cross the railroad track for work, shopping, and errands. I would be at an
 extreme disadvantage in the event of an emergency. The tracks should be west and not
 through the center of towns on the Treasure Coast where the trains will disrupt every aspect
 of our lives on a continuous, daily basis.
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florida is an INSANE dangerous plan.
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:54:06 AM


Wow.
 


From: Pilothouseking@aol.com [mailto:Pilothouseking@aol.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 03, 2014 11:52 AM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: All Aboard Florida is an INSANE dangerous plan.
 
 
It's also insane that we the public are supposed to give YOU- the supposedly experts facts that YOU
 SHOULD BE GIVING US!!
Who more than you knows how many accidents have been on the FEC tracks, how many cars and
 pedestrians have been killed?
Who more than you knows that there's 350 at grade crossings?
Who more than you knows that NO high speed passenger train in the world runs at grade?
Who more than you knows how many crossing gates are not working? You do know right?
Who more than you knows how many old wood bridges these tracks cross?
Who more than you knows the dangers of having draw bridges closed?  I mean you do know that NO law
 enforcement agency anywhere has ANY boats that fit under these tracks in the down position?
Who more than you would know the possible terrorist implications of this plan?
Who more than you knows how many State Parks, and nature and wildlife sanctuaries these tracks
 traverse?
 
Please help US- we pay your salaries do we not?  Please do your jobs and protect us citizens from this
 insane plan.
Sincerely,
Blake E. Davis
 
St. Lucie Village, Florida 34946
305 956 3818
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From: Sally & Mike Fowler
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:03:54 PM


Mr. John Winkle,


As we all should know, there is a NUCLEAR POWER PLANT on South Hutchinson Island in Saint Lucie County.


The emergency exit plan for the residents crosses the tracks in Fort Pierce and Jensen Beach.  We all know that an
 Emergency exit from the Island, in Season, will be a major traffic jam with the current road conditions.  Will the
 trains be stopped when this emergency occurs?  Has there been any discussions on this topic?  Has the Nuclear
 Regulatory Commission expressed any concerns?


Please, make sure this topic is put into consideration.


Thank You,


Michael Fowler
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From: Greenberg, Glen
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: debra greenberg
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 12:07:36 PM


Please be advised Debra and I are extremely upset with this issue.  We are from CT and made the
 choice to move to Palm Beach Gardens, Frenchman’s Creek 2 years ago.
We have a large business in CT and a division here in Florida.  Because our home here in Florida is
 close to A1A, we constantly hear and feel the trains go by.  By increasing the volume of these heavy
 trains, you will make this home impossible to live in. All Aboard will reduce the value of our
 property, make life extremely uncomfortable and cause us to move back to CT  with our business.
 This situation is just not fair to our family.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra and Glen Greenberg
860 869 6800
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From: Marilyn Waugh-Stinnette
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:30:35 PM


My Name: Marilyn Waugh-Stinnette


My Email: marilynwaughstinnette@comcast.net


My Address:


10303 S. Indian River Dr.
Ft. Pierce, Fl. 34982


Dear Sir;
Please know that as a citizen and full-time resident of St. Lucie County, Florida I am in total
 opposition to the All Aboard Florida Rail expansion project as it now stands. I have based my
 opinion on several factors, including the lack of consideration given in the EIS on the impact
 on the Treasure Coast of Florida. Some, but not all of the reasons most important to me, I will
 relate in this email. If allowed to proceed, this project would bring about nothing other than
 degradation to numerous natural areas along its route, such as the Savannas State Park, North
 Sebastian Conservation Area and Jonathan Dickenson State Park, as well as their resident
 species. In fact, the Draft EIS altogether fails to adequately assess impacts to these areas.
 These precious Florida natural habitats must be protected.
I call on you to also consider the human communities along our treasured "Treasure Coast".
 From Brevard through Martin Counties there are historic neighborhoods and downtown areas,
 including my own lovely town of Ft. Pierce, where the quality and very flow of daily life
 would be interrupted and perhaps even destroyed by an added 32 trains cutting through them
 in less than 24 hours each day. These communities rely on tourism to sustain economic
 health.These aren't the tourists that are looking for a fast ride from Miami to Disney World
 and the theme parks. Rather, the visitors who frequent our communities come looking for a
 different kind of, and more authentic Florida experience. Our marine industry is heavily
 reliant on those who come here for sport fishing, sailing and other means of enjoying our
 rivers, bays and the ocean. I know you will receive many comments on how impeded boat
 traffic on our waterways would be devastating to our communities. 
The interrupted flow of street traffic, both pedestrian and vehicular would be inconvenient at
 best and life-threatening at worst. For example, in our downtown Ft. Pierce, we have a multi-
level parking garage just west of the train tracks and restaurants, shops, galleries, offices,
 courthouse, waterfront and a performing arts theater just on the east side. Visitors, employees,
 etc. park and then take the short walk to their destinations, which includes walking across the
 tracks. I believe that the increased train traffic would be both dangerous and discouraging to
 potential visitors to downtown businesses. This is only one of several such downtown districts
 along the Treasure Coast that would be negatively impacted.
One does not need to possess a business degree to doubt the profitability of this endeavor as
 put forth by All Aboard Florida. It is destined to financial failure, therefore, it makes no sense
 to allow a doomed project to negatively impact and devastate our beloved environment and
 communities.
A recommendation to All Aboard Florida would be to develop expanded passenger rail service
 to the west of our coastal communities where impacts can be more appropriately mitigated
 and where this project could be an asset to our community and not a burdensome liability.
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Sincerely,
Marilyn Waugh-Stinnette
10303 S. Indian River Dr.
Ft. Pierce, Fl. 34982 








From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florida proposed train service.
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2014 8:01:40 AM


This may be a duplicate.
 


From: Pennington, Rebecca (FRA) 
Sent: Thursday, November 13, 2014 6:59 AM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Cc: Hill, Corey (FRA); Mcnamara, Maryann (FRA); Thompson, Kevin (FRA)
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florida proposed train service.
 
FYI  I will defer to your lead on the response.
 
Becky
 
Rebecca Pennington
FRA CFO
W36-312
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE
Washington DC  20590
 
Cell 202-440-2870
 
Rail –Moving America Forward
The mission of the Federal Railroad Administration is to enable the safe, reliable, and efficient
 movement of people and goods for a strong America, now and in the future.
 
Follow FRA on Facebook and Twitter
 
"Do what you can, with what you have, where you are."


- Theodore Roosevelt


 
 
From: Dick Tuschick [mailto:dick@rhumblineyachtsales.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2014 2:03 PM
To: FRA.CFO@dot.gov
Subject: All Aboard Florida proposed train service.
 
Dear Sir/Madam,
 I writing this letter as representative of the canal community of Seagate Harbor in Palm City
 FL which lies to the west of the St. Lucie river opening bridges. The community consists of
 187 waterfront homes, most of which have large vessels that require opening both the
 Roosevelt bridge AND the railroad that lies 200’ to the east.
 Our homeowners have selected this location to live specifically because of the relative safe
 and easy access to the ICW and the Atlantic Ocean, just a few miles away. In addition we
 selected this location because of easy access to downtown Stuart, easy access to the Martin
 Memorial county hospital and last but not least the “small town” quiet feel to the area.
Last week I attended the DEIS meeting in Stuart that was put on by the All Aboard Florida
 organization and the FRA.
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My interest was specifically to learn:


1.              How the proposed railroad traffic would affect navigation thru the area where the
 railroad bridge is located.


2.              What safety measures were being proposed for the numerous road crossings
 involved .


3.              Assess the business model used to support the AAF business.


4.              What the ultimate objective of FECR is in this project.


5.              What other impacts to the community might be.


NAVIGATION Considerations
I spent a considerable amount of time on the section of the meeting/presentation that dealt
 with the navigation impact of the proposed rail service. This section, like all the other sections
 presented was very professional, impressive and definitely supported the story that the train
 company wants to promote…..not necessarily the real story….
There was a very visually sophisticated computer model of the marine traffic presented that
 was obviously a copy of a standard auto traffic simulation and unfortunately did not represent
 the real workings of our waterway at all. The simulation was grossly inaccurate and
 misleading for the following reasons:


     The simulation failed to reflect the different size and maneuverability of the boats involved.


     The simulation reflected the waiting boats to be “stacked” like waiting cars within one foot of
 the leading boat.


     The simulation did not reflect that the two opening bridges must work in tandem.  The
 Roosevelt bridge, which opens on demand, cannot open when the railroad bridge red light is
 on. Once the railroad bridge control light turns green, then and only then can the bridge start
 it’s opening. The time for opening and closing the Roosevelt bridge was not reflected in the
 simulation.


     The simulation did not reflect the affect of the current running thru this area, during peak
 periods at a speed of 3 to 4 knots. (thus making holding in place very difficult)


     The simulation did not reflect the “slow speed” zone in effect in the area.


     The simulation did not reflect the actual volume of boat traffic that transits the area as verified
 by recent video camera recordings.


Based on the above, the research and the simulation done by the consulting firm contracted for
 by the Railroad company is virtually worthless and serves only to hide a very dangerous
 navigation situation.
 


If the St. Lucie river railroad bridge is allowed to close as often as proposed by the railroad
 company, navigation will be so severely restricted that it represents an unfair and needless
 hazard to all the boaters navigating this area. I believe that closer and more realistic
 analysis will indicate that traffic will be stopped for 50 out of 60 minutes during normal
 boat traffic hours.







In addition to just the significant delays caused by the bridge closings, given the large
 volume of boat traffic thru this area there will be accidents and unfortunately injuries and
 eventually fatalities.
There are thousands of boats owners and  marine businesses that count on reasonable
 unrestricted navigation thru this waterway. This waterway is the “lifeblood” of this
 community.
As a US citizen and Florida boat owner I believe we have a right to maintain reasonably
 unrestricted access to this waterway.
It should not be possible that one company or special interest to be able to, in effect, shut
 down navigation thru such a high traffic waterway and cause the kind of disruption that
 will ensue.
 Safety Considerations
On the subject of SAFETY as it relates to the communities through which this proposed
 train traffic will pass, I was appalled at the total disregard to common sense. The notion
 that you can just drop in a 21st century high speed train system into a HEAVILY
 populated  area where the original rail route was implemented over 100 years ago with
 hundreds of road crossings and have no negative ramifications is extremely short sighted,
 If not totally self serving.
In other countries, France as an example, where a viable high speed train system exists,
 great caution is paid to safe interaction with the existing environment. As an example, in
 the entire country there is not one road/railroad crossing where cars must wait for the
 trains to pass. All road crossing are either raised over the tracks or tunneled under the rail
 bed.  In addition, all railways are completely fenced in to prevent animals or pedestrians
 from accessing the tracks. The AAF proposed “upgrades “ to the hundreds of road
 crossings that will be involved are at best a 10% solution and leaves the population at
 enormous safety risk. Given the projected high volume and speed of the trains there will
 be accidents AND fatalities, it is just a matter of when and how many.  Multiply the
 number of crossings and the number of proposed trains….the resulting number is most
 alarming !!
Assessing the AAF Business model
Hear again common sense and sound business analysis seemed to be lacking. The
 proposed traffic volumes cannot be supported by any reasonable analysis or actual data
 from other similar operations and it is highly questionable if the projected cost figures
 (not shared with the public in detail) are even in the right ball park. I definitely do not
 have access to all the detail data, but based on what has been shared it leads me to believe
 that the actual profitability of the AAF is not a concern if even a real objective of the
 business.
Since there will be Private Activity Bonds involved (ultimately taxpayer backed)
I would suggest that there is a very high risk of default on these bonds and in no
 instance should these be approved.
Ultimate objective of the FECR
I must acknowledge that the following analysis and comments are based on less than 100%
 of the data and information I would like to have available but it does look like:


     The way AAF is proposed there is no real concern or motivation for profit.


     Without profit the AAF will not survive (unless government subsidies are granted)


     The FECR rail beds need upgrading to support expansion of their freight business.


     







The freight business is quite profitable and will be more profitable if freight traffic can be
 increased. (see #6)


     As part of the AAF proposal the FECR will get the rail bed upgrades they need to expand
 freight traffic.


     There is a government backed plan in process to upgrade the port facilities in Miami to
 accept/process a larger amount of freight coming from the new Panama Canal.


     If AAF were to go bankrupt FECR would “inherit” the upgraded rail bed system at virtually
 no cost.


     If AAF does eventually get government subsidies it will still be a “no cost” way for FECR to
 get upgraded rail beds. 


In summary, as a very experienced business manager, this looks to me like a great
 strategy for FECR to grown their freight business at little or no cost to them. All the
 costs are paid for by the residents of Florida or the taxpayers of the entire country.
Other impacts on the Florida communities affected
As you dig into the details of the AAF proposal you realize that every community along
 the FEC rail bed will incur major impacts to access and traffic all along the proposed
 corridor. In our town alone there are 9 road crossings, some of them with extremely high
 levels of car traffic. I suspect that if detail traffic studies are done on these individual
 crossings it will be found that traffic will back up onto Rt1 and cause major traffic
 congestion problems in several instances.
Access to several key destinations will be significantly impaired. As an example, access to
 The Martin County hospital and to the Downtown Stuart area, which are key to the lives
 of thousands, will be affected.
Summary
It is a very rare occasion that I have witnessed a proposed project that will benefit so few
 and harm so many as the proposed AAF venture. If this proposal is allowed to continue it
 will be the most blatant example of a large well funded corporation “manipulating the
 system” to benefit their corporate objectives with the cost being carried by thousands of
 citizens and taxpayers.
More importantly….as a result of the AAF proposal people will be hurt and killed in
 accidents along these rail beds that should not be allowed to happen.
I am a strong PROPONANT of a high speed rail service in our country and would love to
 see one available in Florida but ONLY if it is implemented so that it benefits the
 population that it is there to serve not harm them. If our objective is to have a truly viable
 high speed service then we should seek an implementation that does not negatively affect
 tens of thousands of people. It can be done, but it may not serve the profit motives of the
 FECR.
Thank you for your time and efforts on our behalf.
 
Most sincerely,
Richard D. Tuschick
Waterways Committee Chairman
Seagate Harbor Homeowners Association
1751 SW Commodore Place
Palm City, FL 34990


Dick Tuschick







dick@rhumblineyachtsales.com
Cell: 772-486-2250
Dick Tuschick
dick@rhumblineyachtsales.com
Cell: 772-486-2250
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From: gjherr@hotmail.com
To: john.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 5:40:16 PM


From: Gail J. Herr
2145 SW Waterview Place
Palm City, Florida 34990
gjherr@hotmail.com


Dear Mr. Winkle,


I live in Palm City, Florida. Our neighboring town is Stuart, the county seat of Martin County. The region is called
 the Treasure Coast because of the shipwrecks offshore. My husband and I retired here 16 months ago, after
 dreaming for many years of retiring to Florida.


A threat to our quality of life is on the horizon. A company called All Aboard Florida proposes to run 32 passenger
 trains daily from early morning until late at night from Miami to Orlando and back along the tracks through Stuart.
 These reportedly would be high-speed trains, going up to 110 mph. We already have 14 freight trains daily on this
 corridor. As we all know, the widening of the Panama Canal undoubtedly means more freight is coming through
 Florida. Florida East Coast Railroad, the company that owns the right-of-way, has indicated that they expect freight
 to triple in the next few years. That means we could expect more than 70 trains a day (7 days a week) coming
 through the Treasure Coast, including our little town of Stuart. The freight trains are slower, but they could be up to
 TWO AND A HALF MILES LONG. We have 28 grade crossings in Martin County, 352 total on the Treasure
 Coast, so that many trains will undoubtedly cause traffic problems by blocking intersections for long periods
 everyday.


The tracks in question are the original Florida East Coast Railway tracks laid down by Henry Flagler in the 1890's.
 The railroad is largely responsible for opening Florida to development and tourism. Floridians are justifiably proud
 of the history of the railroad here. The issue is, that the world is different now, and so is Florida. The lovely little
 towns and villages that grew up around the tracks will be severely negatively impacted by this new plan to run
 faster trains, and a huge number of freight trains on the same tracks through the downtown areas of our towns. I'm
 told by native Floridians who grew up here that downtown Stuart was a bustling little town center in the Seventies,
 then declined through the Eighties and early Nineties, and has been lovingly brought back through hard work and
 investment. When we were looking for a place to retire, my husband and I fell in love with pretty little Stuart. There
 are boutiques and shops, restaurants, an historic old theater, parks, beautiful fountains, a good hospital, and a
 boardwalk along the Intracoastal Waterway. If there were long trains and fast trains, it would all be ruined. The
 railroad is planning to double track through town, and we will lose parking spaces from that. People won't want to
 fight the congestion caused by the trains, and risk getting stuck at a crossing when trying to come in or leave. It
 would mean the failure of many small businesses, and the loss of many people's dreams. Woudn't it be ironic if the
 railroad that helped to build our Florida towns was the engine of their destruction?


Another serious consideration is the impact on marine traffic along the Treasure Coast. In Stuart there is an old train
 trestle over the St. Lucie River, leading out to the Intracoastal and the St. Lucie Inlet. There is no plan to improve or
 double track this bridge, so it will become a bottleneck. Trains waiting to cross (from both directions) will block
 grade crossings, causing traffic congestion. The bridge is less than seven feet above the water level, so it stops
 marine traffic completely when it's down for a train to pass. With 40, 50, 60, or 70 trains a day, it could be down
 more than it's up. The bridge is old and sometimes gets stuck. People have waited over an hour for it to come up.
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 (On a recent Sunday afternoon it was down for 2 and one half hours due to mechanical failure) If multiple trains are
 expected the operator just leaves it down for an extended period. This happens with only 14 trains each day.
 Imagine the situation with many more trains. The impact on recreational and commercial boat traffic is clear. This
 bridge crosses the Okeechobee Waterway, a passage from the Gulf of Mexico to the Intracoastal and the Atlantic,
 used by commercial marine traffic. People in the marine industry from Broward to Brevard Counties are very
 worried about the impacts on marine traffic through this and other bridges in our region. The Coast Guard has been
 flooded with responses to their survey this month regarding obstacles to navigation. They are planning to hold
 hearings for public comment.


All Aboard Florida (AAF) is a subsidiary of Florida East Coast Industries (FECI), which is a subsidiary of Fortress
 Investment Group, a New York City hedge fund. Florida East Coast Railroad (FECR) is also a subsidiary of
 Fortress Group. FECI has applied for a 1.6 billion dollar loan from the Federal Railway Administration (FRA). This
 is supposedly to be used for double tracking and infrastructure improvements for the "passenger" service. But make
 no mistake, the increased freight from FECR will be coming over those same tracks. This is not a coincidence. If it
 looks like a shell game to you, you're right. The end result is that the largest taxpayer loan in history would be used
 to put trains on a track that shouldn't carry those trains, to the great detriment of our communities.


There are tracks that go up the center of Florida, in less populated areas, owned by CSX. FECI will not consider
 using these tracks, although that has been suggested. It is cheaper for them to use tracks owned by their sister
 company than to lease from CSX. There is a passenger service called Amtrak Silver Star that runs up the central
 tracks. They run 2 trains a day, but they aren't full. AAF says they will fill 32 trains a day, carrying 12,800 people to
 and from Miami and Orlando every day. They say they will make money, even though passenger train service loses
 money consistently throughout the world. They say they won't be taking any public money. What do they think that
 1.6 billion dollar loan is? In addition, each community will have to pay for safety upgrades to their crossings. AAF
 told FRA engineer Frank Frey that they would not follow his safety recommendations even though he said
 trespassing on the tracks is "epidemic" in our region. (The tracks run right through populated areas. How can we
 stay off the tracks?) People are not accustomed to high speed trains here, nor are they used to the frequency of
 trains that could be coming. The executives at AAF seem to think if we want public safety we should pay for it,
 while they make profits and take them out of our area.


I could continue listing detrimental impacts to our way of life: the tracks go through state and regional parks and
 preserves, which will impact threatened wildlife; property values will drop, especially near the tracks where noise,
 air pollution, and inconvenience are worst; derailments and train collisions will increase with the number of trains;
 tourism will suffer; and emergency vehicles will be delayed along with other traffic, causing a major safety hazard.
 Our local hospital has written a letter of concern.


I know the current administration would like to promote high-speed rail.There may be many benefits. But this plan
 is a boondoggle. It isn't well thought out. A man who lives in our region named Harry James Bruce is the retired
 Chairman and CEO of Illinois Central Railroad. He wrote to the Miami Herald, "The new owners of Florida East
 Coast Industries are bound and determined to fashion a silk purse out of a sow's ear. High-speed rail, when properly
 developed, requires original equipment manufacture. But what is being proposed is a retro-fit in, on and around an
 already existing freight railroad structure. In my opinion, this is not the product of sound engineering." He goes on
 to ask, "Why are they proposing to build and finance rail passenger service that has proven, worldwide, to be
 unsustainable as a private-sector enterprise?" Presumably he knows a lot more about trains than I do, and he doesn't
 like this idea either. If we are going to have high-speed rail in this country, we need to do it in a planned, well
 thought out way. It will take billions of dollars and many years. Specifically, the coastal tracks in Florida are not the
 place for fast trains or dozens of freight trains every day. There has to be a better way.


I am a volunteer with Florida Not All Aboard, a grassroots organization formed in February 2014 when we started to
 understand what this train proposal would mean to us. We have a website, a Facebook page, and a petition. Our
 petition has gathered nearly 30,000 signatures in 7 months. In my unscientific data collection, I would estimate that
 less than 5 percent of the people I talk to on the Treasure Coast about the trains are in favor of the plan. Some







 people are uninformed and when they hear the facts they are strongly against it. In a small way our efforts have
 even been noticed by some national media. (Wall Street Journal July 4, 2014 Interview with Kasey Traylor) Our
 opposition is gaining ground. We feel strongly that we are in a fight to protect our way of life. More than thirty
 local governments and community associations have passed resolutions opposing this plan. Health care providers
 and fire/rescue agencies have also made public statements of concern.


Please consider the detrimental impacts to people's lives before allowing this project to go forward. The groundswell
 of opposition from the residents of counties from Broward to Brevard is too great to ignore. It is a waste of tax
 dollars, and could turn into another loss for the American taxpayer.


I know that the DEIS was published this week. I haven't read it yet, but I will. I'm told there was a "finding of no
 significant impact". If you've read my
letter this far, I hope you will agree that people who live here can list a dizzying number of significant negative
 impacts. I'm disappointed that the so-called "experts" who implemented the study didn't see the truth, or at least
 didn't write the truth. It's not hard to understand why Americans don't trust government. (I'm a liberal Democrat
 saying that!!)


Mr. Winkle, tell All Aboard Florida to go start over and make a plan to build tracks up the center of Florida, or the
 center of the Florida Turnpike, or to invest in ocean shipping instead of rail. There must be a way they can make
 profits without ruining the lives of ordinary people. The people of South Florida deserve better. Americans deserve
 better. Shame on all of us if we let this happen.


Sincerely,


Gail J. Herr


Sent from my iPad








From: barbsanders787@att.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Thursday, October 30, 2014 11:46:09 AM


We are vehemently opposed to the high speed train that will negatively impact the quality of
 life for the Treasure Coast.
Judge and Mrs. David Clark
Gloria Sanders


--
Sent from myMail app for Android
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From: Emile Belanger
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Tuesday, October 7, 2014 7:50:57 AM


My Name: Emile Belanger


My Email: belangeremile@gmail.com


My Address:


8283 SE Cumberland Cir
Hobe sound Fl 33455


This is such a transparent scam, it is all about freight and any politician that spends our hard
 earned money that will then cause our property values to drop(anyone on the east side of the
 tracks ) I will actively campaign for their dismissal.
This train will cause lives. I live near train bridges which take on average 15 minutes to open
 and close with trains coming every half hour it will be impossible for boat accidents to be
 attended to in an emergency.


Stop this nonsense before it is too late
Thank You
Emile Belanger
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From: Thomas Newton
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not All Aboard
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 2:38:55 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle:
The proposed multiple trains to run through our
 communities at high speed daily are a bad idea for so
 many reasons which I am sure you have heard over and
 over.
I just want to register our vote against All Aboard FL. 
We are NOT Aboard and I dare say we are among the
 silent majority.
Thank you,
Thomas & Dorothy Newton
Port St Lucie, FL
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, October 20, 2014 6:55:42 AM


 
 
From: joe northrop [mailto:rowboatjoe@gmail.com] 
Sent: Saturday, October 18, 2014 5:01 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: All Aboard Florida
 
I am strongly against All Aboard Florida's proposed high-speed rail between Miami
 and Orlando.  My primary objection to this project is the inevitable delays it would
 no doubt cause to emergency first responders, whether it be a fire truck trying to
 gain access to a raging fire or an ambulance with a patient being blocked at a
 railroad crossing while precious minutes tick away.  Another serious concern is the
 negative impact it would have on the quality of life for those of us who live on the
 Treasure Coast north of West Palm Beach.  And the issue of AAF seeking federal
 loans with all the attendant risks for taxpayers is simply unacceptable in my view. 
 In my opinion, AAF should fund this project through private sources and relocate
 the proposed tracks west of the populated areas.
 
Joe Northrop
5507 Shannon Drive
Fort Pierce, FL  34951
email:  rowboatjoe@gmail.com
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From: CEDAR POINTE VILLAG
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:06:21 PM
Attachments: Document - Federal Railroad Administration Letter - Created Dec 03, 2014.pdf


Please see attached letter. 


Thank you.
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CEDAR POINTE 
CONDOMINIUM 



Cedar Pointe Village Eight Association, Inc. 
2929 S.E. Ocean Boulevard • Stuart, Florida 34996 • 772-287-3253 • Fax 772-781-1533 



Email - cpvillage8gbellsoutEnet 



December 03, 2014 



John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. 
Room W 38-311 
Washington, D.C. 20590 



Re: All Aboard Florida 



Dear Mr. Winkle; 



We are part of Cedar Pointe Villages which consists of 630 family residences. A large portion of them are 
occupied year round with the balance being privately owned and occupied periodically annually. 
We object to the report by Fortress Investment Group and the environmental impact document that they 
released regarding expansion of the FEC's right of way north from West Palm Beach. 
Our debt ridden government would be throwing away nearly $2 billion which it does not have, to fund this 
irresponsible program. The Federal Railroad Administration must take a serious look at this request and 
realize that it is a money losing proposition and should be denied. 
There is no rationale in considering subsidizing a system that is at best obsolete. When the Martin 
County Commissioners received the Engineers report it showed that the AAF impact statement was 
misleading and included many misleading statements. Observations made by qualified analysts 
have strongly suggested that all freight tracks need to be relocated to the west in the vicinity of 1-95. 
When the Federal Highway commission determined that when Interstate 95 was designed it had to be 
moved away from the congested areas that US #1 highway occupied. This prescience of locating it away 
from highly developed areas was a significant factor in it's obvious success. 
With this same insight it would be prudent of the FRA to alter the path of AAF to a more sparsely 
populated area ,as has been recommended, where land is available but still within ease of access to future 
possible sidings. 



We are asking the administration to please listen to the criticism from so many folks in the path that has 
been proposed for substantial increase in freight train traffic as well as passenger service. All involved 
must consider the proper relocation of this entire project. The current request for funds should be denied. 



Sincerely, 



Cedar Pointe V-8 Association I, 
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From: Stefani Hughes
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 2:52:56 PM


Dear US Department of Transportation,
As a lifelong resident of Jensen Beach Florida I would like to share my concern
 relating to the addition of train traffic coming through our town. Yes, our town. In fact,
 being a block away from the downtown Jensen Beach railroad it is terrifying to think
 the town will be further halted, as it is every time a train comes through.


The affect this devastation will have is beyond describable. The property values are
 sure to decrease as the train noise, traffic disruption and danger increases.


Please listen to the people. Please understand there must be options.


Sincerely,
Stef Hughes
Berkshire Hathaway Home Services Florida Realty
2363 SE Ocean Blvd.
Stuart, FL 34996
 
772-283-2800
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From: France"s R. Hohenstein
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:52:22 PM


My Name: France's R. Hohenstein


My Email: tobygeo@gmail.com


My Address:


1950 Palm City Rd, Stuart, Fl, 34994


We moved here because of the delightful ambience of the area--beautiful downtown, ease of
 getting there, good medical facilities whith easy access. AAF will kill all that, and we will
 leave if this goes through. It is a boondoggle of the worst kind and we beg you to make sure
 this plan does not go through. The tracks to the west are there. Yes, they will have to pay to
 use them, but compared to the cost in dollars and cost in impact on lives here, the tracks to the
 west are a sensible alternative. Frankly, passenger trains are not going to generate enough
 revenue to offset the initial expenses anyway, so it's a safe bet the whole idea is for increased
 freight. Please think carefully about your decision on this. Thank you, Frances Hohenstein



mailto:tobygeo@gmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: waynepg@juno.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; AAF_Comments@vhb.com; john.winkle@dot.gov; Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov
Subject: All Aboard- NOT
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 5:00:38 PM


 


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE
Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590
 
Re: All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f)
 Evaluation
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., a 501(c)(3) organization which has
 promoted a safe and healthy environment and the unique quality of life for
 Martin County residents for more than a decade, objects to the All Aboard
 Florida (AAF) high speed rail project as currently proposed and configured and
 submits comments with respect to the following categories evaluated in the
 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS): Communities and
 Demographics (Social and Economic Community Impacts), Economic
 Conditions, Environmental Justice, Navigation, Public Health & Safety,
 Threatened and Endangered Species, Wetlands and Water Resources.
 
Introduction
 
Martin County is located within the North-South Corridor (N-S Corridor)
 identified on Page 4-1 of the DEIS. The County is located approximately 40
 miles north of West Palm Beach and has an estimated population of 151,263
 based on 2013 U.S. Census Bureau projections.
 
Since there are no station stops planned between West Palm Beach and
 Orlando, Martin County residents will gain no benefits from 32 new trains a
 day traveling at high speed through our community (along with an additional
 12 to 14 freight trains). AAF will cause economic harm and create safety,
 environmental, noise, and navigation hazards that Martin County residents do
 not currently face.
 
The stated purpose of the Environmental Impact Statement is to â€œdisclose
 the environmental consequencesâ€  of the proposed AAF project â€œand to
 inform decision-makers and the public of any reasonable alternatives that
 would avoid or minimize adverse impacts to the natural or human
 environment.â€  The Draft EIS that was drafted by consultants who were
 paid by AAF fails to serve this purpose. It contains inadequate, incomplete,
 and inaccurate information that must be supplemented and corrected before
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 decision-makers and the public may fully evaluate the impacts of the proposed
 AAF project.
 
Communities and Demographics (Social and Economic Community
 Impacts)
 
AAF will have serious negative social and economic community impacts within
 Martin County.
 
Incredibly, the DEIS completely omits Martin County and two incorporated
 municipalities which are crossed by the project in its discussion of
 Communities and Demographics. (DEIS 4-103 through 4-105).
 
The City of Stuart, which is the Countyâ€™s largest incorporated municipality
 (pop. est. 15,975) and is the County Seat for Martin County, is not mentioned
 in the DEIS report of impacts of the project on municipalities, although there
 are 10 at grade crossings in the city. The Town of Ocean Breeze, also an
 incorporated municipality within Martin County (pop. est. 463) which, like the
 City of Stuart, is literally bisected by the project, has also been omitted.
 
Many of the Cityâ€™s cultural resources, including the historic Lyric Theater,
 which is listed on the National Register of Historic Places, and the Stuart
 Heritage Museum are within 100 feet of the FECR tracks.
 
Comments submitted by the City of Stuart and Martin County address these
 issues in detail.
 
The Guardians of Martin County question the viability of the DEIS evaluation of
 Communities and Demographics affected by the AAF project when the largest
 incorporated municipality in the County and, in fact, all of Martin County is
 glaringly absent from the examination of these issues. The omission of Martin
 County, the City of Stuart, and the Town of Ocean Breeze from the DEIS
 evaluation of Communities and Demographics raises serious concerns about
 the thoroughness and veracity of the entire proposed EIS.
 
Another glaringly false and absurd statement with respect to the impact of the
 project on communities is the assurance in the DEIS that AAF â€œwould
 benefit elderly and handicapped individuals by providing a transportation
 option that will enhance mobility and livability in their communities.â€  (DEIS
 5-135)
 
Martin County has the highest percentage of elderly residents (28.9%) of any
 community within the N-S Corridor. Without any stops in Martin County, there
 is not a single â€œtransportation optionâ€  provided by AAF to elderly and
 handicapped individuals. AAF not only fails to â€œenhance mobility and
 livabilityâ€  in Martin County communities for elderly and handicapped
 residents, the project promises severe disruption to communities in which the
 elderly and handicapped reside and poses potential life-threatening risks.
 







Economic Conditions
 
Because the AAF project literally divides Martin County into two sections â€“
 that section east of the FECR tracks and that section west of the tracks â€“
 the project creates a severe threat to the economic survival of small
 businesses that rely on customers to cross the tracks for access.
 
Numerous small shops, restaurants, plants, groceries, and other business
 outlets are located adjacent to or near the FECR tracks. Fast and safe access
 across the tracks is not assured by the project, threatening the customer base
 of many of these small businesses, especially in the unincorporated areas of
 Port Salerno, Hobe Sound, Golden Gate and Jensen Beach and the
 incorporated municipality of Stuart, which encompasses the minority
 community of East Stuart.
 
Martin County has five â€œcommunity redevelopment areasâ€  (CRAs)
 which will be impacted by the project. None of the CRAs are identified or
 discussed in the DEIS. The Jensen Beach, Rio, Golden Gate, Port Salerno
 and Hobe Sound CRAs all are adjacent to or bisected by the FECR tracks.
 CRAs are statutorily created areas designed to eliminate blight, provide
 affordable housing, and generate economic development and stability within
 the communities where they are established. The DEIS fails to consider the
 projectâ€™s negative impacts to Martin Countyâ€™s CRAs, such as the
 effect of lower property values caused by AAF on the Tax Increment Financing
 methodology that is used to finance and maintain CRA operations.
 
The economic benefits of the project touted by the DEIS are limited to
 temporary construction work in creating new infrastructure in Martin County.
 
The DEIS analysis that no job loss or neighborhood fragmentation will result
 from the project (DEIS S-17) is not borne out by the experience of small
 business owners and residents in the project area, especially those adjacent
 to or in close proximity to the FECR tracks.
 
Severe economic damage to existing small businesses will be long-lasting or
 permanent. It is likely some will not survive the onslaught of increased train
 traffic that will block access to their businesses and create hazardous
 conditions for their customers trying to cross the tracks.
 
Environmental Justice
 
The DEIS fails to identify, quantify, or describe minority and low-income
 populations in Martin County that are disproportionately impacted by the
 negative impacts of the AAF project.
 
The Countyâ€™s minority and low-income populations are, as in many other
 communities, situated closest to the project and are frequently bisected by the
 FECR tracks.
 







The East Stuart community within the City of Stuart is historically African-
American. East Stuart hosts two at grade crossings â€“ at Florida Street and
 A1A (Dixie Highway) and at Decker and A1A. The tracks separate a densely
 populated residential area from the commercial area, and it is common for
 residents â€“ especially children â€“ to walk or ride their bikes across the
 tracks several times a day. One of the most beloved and utilized organizations
 within the East Stuart community, the Gertrude Walden Child Care Center,
 which provides services for low-income and minority parents and children, is
 located in the immediate vicinity of the project.
 
Similar situations exist in the Port Salerno, Hobe Sound and Golden Gate,
 where public schools, athletic fields, parks and youth centers such as the Boys
 and Girlsâ€™ Club are located in close proximity to the project. These
 communities have a high level of minority residents and businesses who are
 disproportionately impacted by the project, which does not directly impact the
 more affluent communities within the County which are not located as near the
 FECR tracks.
 
Among the negative effects of AAF on communities with higher percentages of
 low-income, minority, and elderly residents is the certainty that delay will be
 encountered by emergency vehicles crossing the FECR tracks to access
 emergency medical care.
 
Martin Memorial Medical Center, the largest medical care provider in Martin
 County (and also one of the largest employers in the County), has submitted
 comments objecting to the project noting that emergency responders
 throughout Martin County already â€œface a unique burden from existing
 freight trafficâ€  on the â€œrail line [which] slices through the center ofâ€
 the community.
 
Where the elderly and the very young live and congregate near the FECR
 tracks, the emergency access burden is of special concern and likely to result
 in tragic consequences. As the CEO of Martin Memorial Medical Center noted,
 even if delays caused by increased train traffic at crossings throughout the
 community are brief, â€œseconds can truly mean the difference between life
 and death.â€
 
In low-income and minority communities, foot and bicycle traffic across the
 railroad tracks is common and presents additional disproportionate dangers to
 these residents.
 
Property values in lower-income areas are already depressed and will be
 further depressed by the proximity of the project. Noise and vibration from
 increased train traffic will disproportionately impact low-income and minority
 communities located closest to the FECR tracks.
 
Navigation
 
Numerous comments have been submitted regarding the serious negative







 impacts to navigation caused by the project and the failure of the DEIS to
 adequately and accurately address these concerns. The Guardians of Martin
 County, Inc., joins the marine industry, local governments, and boaters
 throughout the County in objecting to the project as it relates to navigation.
 
The information contained in the DEIS is indisputably inaccurate with respect
 to the number of vessels which pass through the St. Lucie River bridge.
 Comments submitted by Martin County include accurate counts of vessels
 passing through the bridge during the week and on weekends, reflecting more
 than twice as many vessels as the DEIS estimates.
 
Delays in allowing marine traffic to navigate through the St. Lucie River bridge
 opening will affect boater safety as well as property values for waterfront
 properties that lie to the west of the bridge. Commercial marinas and docks
 that require boaters to navigate through the bridge with longer and more
 frequent closures also will be severely impacted by the project.
 
Public Health & Safety
 
The DEIS fails to acknowledge that Fire Rescue and evacuation routes will be
 hampered by the project throughout Martin County.
 
Even in more affluent communities such as Jupiter Island and Sewallâ€™s
 Point, there will be increased delays in the ability of emergency responders to
 reach the medical center located across the FECR tracks. Both the City of
 Stuart and Martin County, which contracts with other municipalities to provide
 fire rescue services, project serious increases in emergency response times
 due to increased train traffic and crossing closures.
 
Delays of as much as an additional 45 minutes are projected for evacuation in
 the event of an emergency at the St. Lucie Nuclear Power Plant on
 Hutchinson Island just north of Martin County. All evacuation routes are
 crossed by FECR tracks. In the event of other emergencies or weather events
 that require evacuation, increased train traffic will generate still more delays.
 
Pedestrian crossings which are frequently used throughout the County,
 especially in low-income and minority areas, will be even more dangerous with
 not only a higher number of trains on the tracks each day but increased speed
 of approaching trains. Pedestrians used to gauging the time available to cross
 the tracks based on the slower speed of freight trains will face significantly
 less crossing time with high-speed passenger trains approaching.
 
Threatened and Endangered Species
 
The DEIS discounts any impacts to threatened and endangered species and
 inaccurately states that no such species will be affected by the project.
 
The project passes through Jonathan Dickinson State Park (JDSP) in Martin
 County, which is the site of a number of resources which are not even







 mentioned in the DEIS. The Florida Division of Recreation and Parks (DRP)
 has submitted comments identifying species which will likely be impacted,
 such as perforated reindeer lichen ( Cladonia perforata ) located within the
 right-of-way and Curtissâ€™ milkweed ( Asclepias curtissi).
 
The Division notes that the federally protected eastern indigo snake has habitat
 within the N-S Corridor that will be impacted, as well as the Florida scrub jay,
 gopher tortoise, gopher frog, and Florida mouse. The gopher frog is especially
 likely to cross back and forth across the tracks in the park to travel between
 scrub habitat and wetlands breeding grounds.
 
Expansion of the tracks through JDSP will impact Florida scrub jay habitat as
 well as gopher tortoise on site.
 
More frequent closings of the rail crossing within JDSP will have severe
 negative impacts since the park has only one public access road. Emergency
 vehicles, campers, and day visitors could be trapped in the western part of the
 park during closures.
 
The DPR has submitted extensive and detailed comments addressing these
 issues.
 
Wetlands and Water Resources
 
As with other environmental impacts, the DEIS minimizes damage to wetlands
 and water resources resulting from the proposed project.
 
Comments submitted by Martin County detail serious concerns, including
 potential impacts to the Northwest Fork of the Loxahatchee River, which is
 federally designated as a Wild and Scenic River. The DEIS brushes off such
 concerns, suggesting that the lack of proximity to the FECR tracks eliminates
 or minimizes them. The entire Loxahatchee River watershed is a significant
 ecological complex, however, that provides unique habitat for endangered,
 threatened and migratory birds that travel throughout the area, including within
 the right-of-way.
 
Overall impacts to wetlands throughout the project area have not been
 quantified or addressed by the DEIS, which discusses mitigation of these
 impacts without acknowledging Martin Countyâ€™s special protections for all
 wetlands. Insufficient data is provided for an accurate evaluation of the
 projectâ€™s wetlands impacts.
 
Impacts to water resources are being considered by the U.S. Army Corps of
 Engineers; however, the Corps has yet to schedule public hearings which
 have been requested by the Guardians of Martin County, Inc., as well as
 Martin County and other governmental agencies.
 
It is inevitable that impacts to manatee, protected seagrasses, and other
 marine life will be severe as a result of increased train traffic resulting in







 increased bridge closures producing more vessels queuing up to navigate
 through the bridge.
 
Conclusion
 
The DEIS failed to objectively and fairly evaluate the CSX Route Alternative
 (DEIS Figure 3.2-1), which would avoid most if not all of the negative impacts
 to Martin County residents and communities. The AAF-paid consultants simply
 rejected the CSX Route Alternative out-of-hand, citing speculative issues such
 as â€œthe risk that CSX would not be willing to enter intoâ€  a shared use
 agreement for existing infrastructure and unsupported conclusions such as the
 CSX Route Alternative poses â€œthe highest potential adverse direct and
 indirect impacts to wetlands and protected species.â€  (DEIS 3-7)
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., strongly opposes the AAF project as
 proposed. The DEIS is replete with inaccurate, out-dated, speculative, and
 subjective material that appears to have been deliberately skewed by the
 drafters to support an unsustainable, critically flawed project.
 
The Guardians advocates consistency with the Martin County Comprehensive
 Growth Management Plan in all development throughout the County. The
 DEIS inaccurately states that the Plan was prepared by the Martin County â
€œDivision of Community Planning.â€  (DEIS 4-4) There is no such agency
 within Martin County government. The Plan was prepared by the Martin
 County Growth Management Department.
 
Please insist that the final EIS be delayed until supplemental and accurate
 information is provided that truly reflects the AAF projectâ€™s impacts on the
 population and communities along the projected route.
 
Sincerely,
Wayne P Grane
8979 SE Hawksbill Way
Hobe Sound, FL 33455
 








From: John Stasky
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:20:46 PM


I live in Stuart, Florida 34997. I am writing to try to convince you to oppose the idea of “All
 Aboard Florida”. It is wrong on so many levels. The Federal Government should not support
 the idea. In the last eighty (80)  years, no passenger rail service has succeeded. This is a ploy
 to establish a transportation route for cargo which will be coming into the Port of Miami
 when the Panama Canal expands. There are rail lines to the west which can be turned into a
 greenway and accommodate passenger and freight rail service and not interfere with the
 cities and towns on the eastern rail corridor.
I, and my family, STRONGLY oppose “All Aboard Florida”. We do not want tax dollars spent to
 destroy our communities.
Sincerely,
John & Theresa Stasky
1148 SE Kirk St.
Stuart, FL 34997 
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:07:29 AM


 
 


From: JOHN F & ANNE SULLIVAN [mailto:jfsflm@bellsouth.net] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 03, 2014 7:06 AM
To: Winkle, John (FRA); John_Wrublik@fws.gov
Subject: All Aboard Florida
 
Dear Sir:
 
Please stop the plan to run 32 trains a day from Miami to Orlando.  Jupiter Medical
 Center lies right next to this track.
Even now with regular freight trains it is extremely difficult to cross this track to get to
 Jupiter Medical Center.  The cars line up for a dozen lights before they can get
 through the traffic light at the train tracks.  Imagine the plight of emergency vehicles
 trying to get across a track with 32 extra trains not to mention the expected increased
 freight train traffic with the extra shipping from the Panama canal.  I counted almost
 200 cars on one such train recently. 
 
My husband makes daily trips to the Jupiter Medical Center as do many other
 residents for treatment.  Please don't make this more difficult than it is.  A lot of lives
 will be at risk, especially in acute emergencies if this train proposal goes through. 
 
Anne Sullivan
5956 SE Congressional PL
Stuart, FL 34997
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From: Joan Hooks
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not All Aboard
Date: Sunday, November 9, 2014 7:45:12 AM


Just say no to the big choo choo
Sincerely,
Joan Hooks
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From: Geraldine Knam
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:35:41 PM


My Name: Geraldine Knam


My Email: gerryk@bellsouth.net


My Address:


7547 SE Bay Cedar Circle, Hobe Sound, FL 33455


PLAIN and SIMPLE... We in Martin County and Florida ..DON'T WANT THE ALL
 ABOARD TRAIN !!!!
Why c an't you understand that ???
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From: JAMESHOLLAND08@comcast.net
To: MAIL@CHANGE.ORG
Cc: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; tcnletters@tcpalm.com
Subject: Not All Aboard
Date: Sunday, November 30, 2014 11:06:34 AM


Having observed for many weeks the GOINGS ON in Ferguson, Mo., following a
 tragic shooting, of terrible behavior from some of the residents it caused me to think.
Why are we the residents, of Martin County, who appear to be ignored by AAF not
 publicly protesting? I saw the sham at the Stuart meeting and read about the same in
 other locations.
IT'S TIME WE DO OUR OWN PROTESTING, legal of course, at key locations, on an
 ongoing basis. In Martin County at railroad crossings, downtown Stuart, bridges etc.
I retired to this area because of the pleasant attitude, not the business of south of
 here. 
I, as would many others, committ to an hour or two three times a week, to get the
 attention we deserve, to march in protest of AAF, with signs etc.
We need to act now!
Jim Holland, Hobe Sound
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From: Doris Landsman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 10:23:55 AM


I am opposed to All Aboard Florida as it would be a disastrous disruption to our town without any benefits to it.
 Doris Landsman


Sent from my iPad
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From: rakonda.gray.ctr@dot.gov on behalf of FRAPA@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:51:17 AM


 
 


Rakonda Gray
Administrative Assistant
Communications and Legislative Affairs
VESA Health and Technology
US Department of Transportation
1200 New Jersey Ave., SE
Washington, DC 20590
Direct Line: 202-493-1355
Mobile: 202-236-4580
Rakonda.Gray.CTR@Dot.Gov
 


From: Public Affairs (FRA) 
Sent: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 6:18 PM
To: England, Michael (FRA); Flatau, Warren (FRA); Lake, Michael.CTR (FRA); Fisher, Kim CTR;
 Thompson, Kevin (FRA); Cole, Michael J. (FRA); Mercer, Henry Dickson (FRA)
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florida
 
 


From: dan spotts
Sent: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 6:17:18 PM (UTC-05:00) Eastern Time (US & Canada)
To: Winkle, John (FRA); Public Affairs (FRA)
Cc: Dobbs, Catherine (FRA)
Subject: All Aboard Florida


Dear Mr. Winkle;
 
I guess I can officially send my comments and concerns to you about All Aboard Florida after the
 release of the DEIS.  Up until now I had assumed that your insistence on using the EA written by All
 Aboard Florida in place of a real EIS was a simple bureaucratic oversight.  It would of course be
 morally and ethically wrong to allow the loan applicant to determine that their own project has no
 significant impact.  Your own FONSI made clear on page 6 that “… neither the EA nor this FONSI
 address in any way the environmental impacts associated with development of passenger rail in the
 larger corridor between Miami and Orlando…”.  You would think that was pretty clear.  But it went
 on to say that if AAF applies for a loan they need to have a real EIS done for the whole corridor by
 someone other than themselves.  The announcement by the FRA of their intention to do an EIS
 promised the same open, transparent and comprehensive review of all the impacts as required by
 NEPA.
 
So it is with great disappointment  that your abstract of the DEIS makes clear your intention to
 corrupt the process by incorporating both the EA written by AAF and the FONSI in the DEIS in direct
 contradiction to earlier promises.  You are further trying to block  any detailed discussion of the
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 impacts on individuals, businesses and towns from West Palm Beach south to Miami by refusing to
 do a real EIS instead of the EA.  There can be no other conclusion than that this is a deliberate,
 purposeful attempt to deceive the residents of South Florida and all American taxpayers about the
 true impact of this project and this loan application. 
 
I will be re-sending my previous concerns, especially as they pertain to my community, as part of the
 public comment period.  I hope the FRA changes its mind, but I am not optimistic.
 
Sincerely
 
Daniel Spotts
805 N. Federal highway,
Boynton beach, FL  33435








From: William E Quinn II
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Wednesday, November 26, 2014 8:35:30 AM


My Name: William E Quinn II


My Email: weq2@aol.com


My Address:


596 Scrubjay Drive, Jupiter, FL 33458


Dear Mr Winkle:


Please accept this correspondence as comments and questions about the AAF DEIS for
 consideration by the Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council. The Town’s comments are
 organized by the Environmental Effects identified in the DEIS.
Land Use:


It is my understanding, much of the FEC right of way through Jupiter was established through
 an easement dedicated by the United States of America by act of Congress on March 3, 1875.
 Limited lands used by FEC were acquired through fee simple deeds. Further investigations
 into the ownership of the FEC rail corridor through Jupiter has determined that a portion of
 the property may not fall under sole ownership of FEC and/or FEC is not a fee simple
 controlling party to title of the railroad right of way.


Perhaps more importantly, the entire rail corridor has been dedicated to the use of the public.
 For over a century, the FEC has used this dedication to the public to its advantage through tax
 exemptions and the ability to secure public funding for improvements and maintenance in the
 corridor.


In consideration of All Aboard Florida, it is reported that the rail corridor is “privately held”
 and under the complete control and jurisdiction of the railroad company. As such, FEC and
 AAF purport that state or local governments have no grounds to approve or deny the project
 as the advocate for the “public”. Even though some of the lands may have originally been
 held in private hands, the “public” designation assigned to some of the property may have
 modified the original private land rights in some measure to consider the “public’s interest” in
 how the right of way is used.


Given these observations, I believe the residents like myself would like clarification on
 ownership issues within the corridor to support the position that AAF/FEC has the ability to
 1) expand capacity within the ROW without any public input and 2) charge local units of
 government lease payments for use of public crossings and necessary improvements to
 railroad crossings.


TRANSPORTATION
Although the DEIS focused on passenger rail, the assumptions in the analysis include a growth
 in freight that need to be considered given the combined impacts on transportation.
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Baseline Data for Freight: The DEIS discusses expected increased freight train trips using
 2013 as a baseline. This section should be updated to cite 2014 figures and projections for
 2015 and beyond. The section also states that a doubling of the number of expected freight
 trains along the line is expected within two years. The basis for this anticipated doubling
 should be provided.


Per the DEIS, there is a 30% increase in average freight train speeds in the No-Action
 Alternative over the average currently being experienced. An explanation of this increase is
 important to ensure that there is a clear understanding of the basis for the assumed change in
 speed.


The information requested above will provide more certainty regarding the baseline impacts of
 increased freight without the proposed passenger rail service.


ASSUMED TRAIN SPEEDS AND TRAFFIC IMPACTS


The methodology for analyzing traffic impacts confirms that the AADT for only the two
 largest arterials have been included for each county. Using only two roads per county (10
 total, or 6% of the total number of crossings) provides an incorrect calculation of the total
 average daily volume being impacted by the proposed project. The transportation study needs
 to be vastly expanded to study the impact on all major local roads with grade level crossings.


The assumed operation speed for freight trains as 54.3 mph in the DEIS is questionable, in the
 Town of Jupiter for the Center Street, Indiantown Road and Toney Penna Drive crossings due
 to the Loxahatchee River bridge and curvature of the rail. Based upon the Town’s internal
 review of the rail system in Jupiter, a 30 mph operation speed seems to be a more appropriate
 assumption for freight trains. The corresponding total closure time, based upon the Town’s
 calculations, will be extended from 2.5 minutes to almost 4 minutes, which significantly
 impacts the traffic on Indiantown Road. Additionally, the assumed operation speed for
 passenger train in the DEIS is 89.2 mph, which is an unreasonable assumption for this section
 of the system. Given the radius of curvature of approximately 450m, the safe train speed
 seems to be limited to 60 mph.


Based upon the Town’s speed assumptions, the Indiantown Road/Alternate A1A intersection
 is projected to be over-saturated due to crossing closure – which also assumes two (2) freight
 trains and one or two passenger train(s) -- during the PM peak period in 2036. The vehicle
 queue will exceed 4,000 feet and the corresponding intersection delay will be over 200
 seconds per vehicle.


The projected impacts on traffic constraints have not been adequately addressed within the
 DEIS. The limited number of intersections analyzed and the generalized speed of the trains
 that were assumed do not provide adequate data to understand the impact of projected freight
 and new passenger service on local traffic. Given this, the anticipated speeds in Jupiter should
 be analyzed to better understand the impacts of freight and passenger service on traffic in
 2036. It would be beneficial to know, where on the system trains will accelerate and
 decelerate and the anticipated speeds would be at these locations.


Additionally, critical intersections at crossings need to be analyzed in term of traffic impact,
 especially for the intersections with speed constraints such as the Indiantown Road, Toney
 Penna Drive and Donald Ross Road crossings. Further, an assumption regarding Tri-Rail







 impacts should be included as well. In response to the anticipated impacts, traffic mitigation
 strategies need to be proposed in the EIS report as well.


FREIGHT IMPACTS
The DEIS gave limited consideration to the relocation of freight from the FEC Corridor. For
 example, the DEIS states, “Negotiating shared-use agreements presents the risk...that the
 controlling railroad would not agree to acceptable terms for a shared use environment.” AAF
 should attempt to negotiate a shared-use agreement for tracks west of the proposed project
 before citing this as a risk and dismissing this alternative. Additionally, other inland, such as
 the US27 Corridor proposal, or maritime options should be explored in the study as well.


NAVIGATION
Of significant concern for the Jupiter community is the impact of the Loxahatchee Bridge
 operation on maritime traffic. DEIS information about existing conditions differs from what
 has been gathered locally. Data gathered should be consistent and reevaluated to better
 understand the maritime impacts.


Further, there continues to be concerns about the condition of the Loxahatchee Bridge itself.
 Information gathered about the structural integrity of the Loxahatchee Bridge during recent
 inspections needs to be made available. In addition, a specific scope of work for the
 reconstruction of the Loxahatchee should be better defined in the study.


NOISE AND VIBRATION
The areas of moderate noise impact seem to be underestimated. Houses in our community are
 located in close proximity to the corridor and identified as no-impact, yet owners currently
 experience moderate noise and vibration impacts from train noise and horns from existing
 freight operations. The noise impact zones need to be reviewed to ensure that they accurately
 reflect moderate and severe noise impacts along the north-south route.


Noise from wheels – maintenance not the only option. Table 7.2-2 also includes the mitigation
 measure “Maintain train wheels and rails to minimize vibration.” Since there is no indication
 that this is being done for existing freight trains, there should be a mitigation measure added
 by the FRA for periodic inspection and tolerances which, if exceeded, would require train
 wheel replacement.


WATER:
With the addition of impervious surface associated with the addition of rail within the
 corridor, the Town requests the identification of more definitive water pre-treatment strategies
 and their locations as part of the impact statement.


PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY:
Grade Separation: the DEIS indicates that the East-West Corridor would be entirely grade
 separated at roadways. Existing roads would either be crossed using bridges or would be
 closed, eliminating any potential safety concerns. A similar commitment to safety does not
 appear to be provided in the North-South Corridor. The North-South Corridor should require
 the same level of safety as the East-West Corridor. AAF should be required to pay for grade
 separation of the major crossings when done in consultation with local communities.
Grade Crossings: The DEIS Grade Crossing Details report did not account for impacts on
 emergency vehicular traffic that must cross the railroad tracks to deliver services to or from
 Jupiter Medical Center and the neighborhoods located on the other side of the corridor. The







 impact on emergency and public safety facilities should be analyzed in the study.


As a condition of proceeding with the proposed project, the FRA should require AAF to
 finance safety improvements associated with as well as the process required for the creation
 and the on-going maintenance of quiet zones requested by local communities. Further, the
 scope of work at each crossing, which should include Vehicle Presence Detection devices,
 should be detailed within the study.


Safety has to be addressed in the DEIS for pedestrians and bicyclists as well. Pedestrian gates
 and sidewalks should be included in the scope of work for crossing safety upgrades.
 Communities should be included in the evaluation of safety needs given local knowledge of
 pedestrian and bicycle movements.


Sealed Corridor: A sealed corridor needs to be established that minimizes visual impacts while
 effectively preventing informal pedestrian crossing between the established at- grade
 crossings. This should be done in cooperation with the impacted communities.


CULTURAL RESOURCES
The information in the DEIS pertaining to the Historic Resources within the West Palm Beach
 Corridor Area of Potential Effects should be updated to include the following historic sites
 within the Town:


Sawfish Bay Park (Florida Master Site File #8PB11388)


Milam Archaeological Midden (Florida Master Site File #8PB11546)


Neither midden directly impacts the FEC ROW. The Milam Midden is located just west of the
 FEC ROW on three residential properties along the north shore of the Loxahatchee River
 south of Riverside Drive. The other is an archaeological site at Sawfish Bay Park. As required
 by the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, the West Palm Beach Corridor Area of
 Potential Effects completed for the DEIS was required to include known archaeological sites
 within 150 feet of the FEC ROW to allow for consideration of indirect impacts. Both middens
 are within 150 feet of the FEC ROW but were not included in the DEIS. They should simply
 be identified in the final report.


As a voter, taxpayer and concerned resident I am asking you to consider my comment and
 aforementioned issues that were identified by and discussed by the Town Council, of the
 Town of Jupiter,FL during their November 4, 2014 meeting. .


Sincerely,








From: John Lillich
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Yesdesk@tcpalm.com
Subject: Not All Aboard
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 6:41:06 AM


This issue deserves an objective, third party analysis. Some of your ads are really misleading... "The trains will clear
 the crossing in less than a minute", while probably true, it does not recognize the gate timing which impacts traffic,
 including 911 vehicles trying to get to the North hospital. I used to time the RR bridge, it goes down 20 minutes
 before the train, and goes up a few minutes after... Let's say  total of 25 minutes, times 49 trains (32+17) equals
 about 20 hours that the bridge will be down. That will ruin boating on the both forks of the St. Lucie River. This is
 a boating community, which counts on 911 getting our elderly to the hospital.
Please consider a redo on the impact analysis at least.
John Lillich


Sent from my iPad
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From: John Cassidy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Abooard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:28:31 AM


 
 
 
Gentlemen
 
We are very concerned about the plan to start the All Aboard Florida train using the FEC tracks.  We
 live in Charleston on the Green, Heritage Ridge, Hobe Sound Florida.  The FEC tracks are about 1
 mile south of this community, at times we are awaken by the freight trains using these tracks at 4
 AM.  We have also been delayed by the trains crossing A1A when we are returning home from
 Stuart, or from the beach.  We will have to put up with a lot of trouble with no benefit, as a station
 is not planned for Stuart.  32 trains a day will only cause us and fellow residence a lot of trouble with
 no benefit. 
 
I am also concerned with the affect this will have on emergency service such as fire trucks, police,
 and ambulance.  The population in this area is mainly senior citizens who many  times need these
 services.       
 
John and Mary Cassidy
6295 SE Charleston Place
Hobe Sound, Fl
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From: rakonda.gray.ctr@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:02:25 PM


All Aboard Florida should not be funded by the federal government.  The project should not go forward.  


Most of the population of Florida is on the coasts.  The area is heavily populated.  The train line goes right through
 the middle of little and big towns with multiple intersections.  


The effect on the communities of Vero Beach and Stuart (as well as others I am sure) of many more trains will be
 devastating to the traffic and the viability of their "downtowns".  The quality of life will be greatly diminished. 
 Your agency must be using population numbers of voters which in Florida does not represent the population.  As
 you must know, the winter population is probably at least 4 times higher (a guess).   All Aboard is asking the
 communities to pay for the upgrade of the crossings at $30,000 a crossing.  The train is not even stopping in those
 communities that will be impacted horrendously.  If ever a fast moving commuter train is put on the existing tracks,
 it should be a quiet monorail or other type train used across the world.       


And where is the viability of a passenger train from Orlando to Miami?  What studies have been done?  Amtrak, in
 heavily populated Northeast, needs subsidies to continue to operate.   


Everyone says that All Aboard Florida is really about freight traffic from Miami when more freight is expected into
 port of Miami.  The reasonable place to put a 100 mile an hour freight line is on the turnpike right of way which
 mostly goes through the middle of the state where there are much fewer people and where the state already has the
 right of way.  


I am a Pennsylvania resident who winters in Florida.  I do not live anywhere near the train tracks.  However, I see
 this project as catastrophic to Stuart and other communities.  I simply cannot believe that sane people would
 approve this project.  I do not want my tax dollars supporting it.  


Jane Grim
Perkasie, PA
janehgrim@verizon.net
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From: Glorianne Katz
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Tuesday, October 7, 2014 5:54:45 PM


My Name: Glorianne Katz


My Email: gjoyscat@aol.com


My Address:


6501-65 Way
West Palm Beach, FL 33409


Noone wants this train. No one needs this train. How many people do you think want to take a
 train from Miami to Orlando Airport. Then what, you rent a car to get around Orlando, or
 why would anyone want to take a train from Miami to catch a plane in Orlando? The right
 thing was NOT done, accepting the public, private bullet train the Federal govt put together
 with private business. Scott's Chief of Staff for one, wanted no part of it. Of course not, his
 friends are getting $$$ for AAF! 20,000 jobs lost to build the super train. Money that went to
 other states! Rick Scott has not had an idea or passed a thing that doesn't put $$$ in his
 pocket. STOP THIS FARCE OF A TRAIN!!!! STOP SCOTT! He doesn't care who must
 suffer for him to make some$$$.
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From: BMcilw1950@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Abord FL - Extend Deadline
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 4:37:23 PM


                                                                        December 1, 2014
 
John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
 Re All Aboard Florida DEIS 9/14/2014
 
Please extend the deadline for comments to this report from December 3, 2014 for 60 days
 until February 3, 2015!
 
There are at least three reasons you should consider agreeing to this request.
It is complex, brought out by the fact it took you at least 4 months longer to issue the report
 than you originally estimated. There are many items that seem to be missing (archeological
 areas, minority housing, specific wetland and natural habitat). The very design and placement


 of the railroad in the 19th century along the coast presents complex ecological issues which
 need to be addressed.
 
The specific timing has hurt the public several ways. The report was issued on a Friday which
 ironically is the favorite time for organizations to release bad news --- they are assured of
 several “free” days. In order to be sure comment mail gets to you in Washington it must be
 mailed the Saturday after Thanksgiving, another practical constraint against the public. Note:
 few discerning citizens will email comments as the recipient is the consultant selected by AAF
 and paid by AAF. The real problem in our area about the timing has been the summer and fall
 absence of many of our residents. Thousands were not aware of the DEIS until sometime in
 November when they returned from summer homes.
 
Lastly, the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act were not followed. As a
 result we in Indian River County were not able to attend the Scoping meetings presented by
 FRA during May 2013. Our County had no newspaper advertisement or other notice of these
 meetings. As a result we were at least 7 months behind all other affected Counties to learn
 about the rail plan.
 
The sum total of these facts has placed an unreasonable burden on Indian River County which
 is contrary to public law and regulations.
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This can be partially mitigated if you extend the comment period to February 3, 2015.
 
 
 
 
 
Thank you.
 
 
                                                Robert M. McIlwain
 
305 Coconut Palm Road
Vero Beach, FL 32963
 
                                            








From: Bruce Greenwood
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:22:18 PM


 This is a concept that must be explored.


 From: Eve.Samples@TcPalm.com
To: brucegreenwood@hotmail.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wed, 3 Dec 2014 15:16:53 +0000


Bruce,
 
Here’s the column I mentioned. It does require that you’re a subscriber to access it:
 
http://www.tcpalm.com/franchise/shaping-our-future/eve-samples-moving-all-aboard-florida-
to-i95-and-turnpike-corridor-could-be-the-fix_93026320
 
If you decide to write a letter, you can send it to TCNLetters@tcpalm.com. The limit is 300
 words.
 
Thank you for your interest.
 
Eve Samples
Columnist
Treasure Coast Newspapers
1939 S.E. Federal Highway, Stuart FL 34994
Newsroom: 772-221-4217


www.TCPalm.com
Follow on Twitter @EveSamples
 
PLEASE NOTE: My email address has changed to eve.samples@tcpalm.com. After Jan. 1, I will no longer receive messages sent to my Scripps account.
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From: Diane G. Kozuch
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not All Aboard
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 4:41:07 PM


I moved to Stuart over 25  years ago and have taken pride in our small town.
Totally against your plans on ruining our town….not only for motor vehicles and boats, but for the
 overall quality of life.
You can very easily take the western route, but apparently get enjoyment of doing this “because you
 can”. 
 
Diane G Kozuch
1811 Palm City Rd; #A502
Stuart, FL  34994
Tel #772-288-0303
Fax #772-223-4005
Email:  Diane@CottageAccounting.com
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From: Joy Katz
To: john.winkle@dot.gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com; CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov;


 Bill@billnelson.senate.gov; Greg_Langowski@rubio.senate.gov
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 11:05:25 AM


This must be stopped.  Scott is doing this for the $$$.  It’s already a proven fact that his staff
 member has a vested interest in it, that being the reason he had Crook Scott refuse the Federal
 money to build a bullet train from Tampa to Orlando to Miami. This train makes no sense at all! 
 Who needs a train that goes from Miami to Orlando Airport? Taking at least 3 hours to get there.  I
 can drive it faster and probably cheaper and I don’t have to go to the airport and rent a car if my
 reason for taking this absurd train is anything other than to get on a flight leaving Orlando!  I really
 don’t know anyone that would leave on a flight from Orlando that lives in Miami.  Stop this
 monstrousity!!!! Before it’s too late!!!!! I’m sure everyone that votes for Crook Scott will be in favor
 of anything he does.  Ignorance at its best!
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From: J2TAK .
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: john.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: All Abord Flordia
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:25:08 AM


From: James Tutak
9940 S Ocean Dr Apt 1104
Jensen Beach, FL 34957


Dear sirs,
Just a quick note to let you know I support High speed rail in Florida and feel All Aboard
 Florida should be given a chance. However I an in favor of a stop on the Treasure Coast.


Yours truly,
James J Tutak
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 7:14:10 AM
Attachments: EnvironmentalImpactMemoranduminSupport.docx


 
 


From: Balinakill@aol.com [mailto:Balinakill@aol.com] 
Sent: Saturday, November 29, 2014 1:45 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: All Aboard Florida
 
Dear Mr. Winkle,
 
Attached please find an environmental impact memo in reference to "All Aboard Florida". I hope it will be
 of some value, if there are any questions please feel free to contact me.
 
Thank you,
 
 
Jim Bomford
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                     Environmental Impact Memorandum in Support 


                                                          Of
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                                                                                                       By: James “Jim” Bomford B.A.  M.P.A.*


                                                                                                                   November 9, 2014


                                                                                                                    P.O. Box 915911


                                                                                                                    Longwood FL. 32791-5911


                                                                                                                              407 865 5999      








[bookmark: _GoBack]    I submit this memorandum in support of the Intercity Passenger Rail Project from Orlando to Miami Florida. By way of a brief c.v., in the past I have been employed by and a consultant concerning the New York Metropolitan Transportation Authority. The NY MTA is the nation’s largest multimodal transportation agency. Its various subdivisions include passenger rail, commuter rail, highway construction, bridge and tunnel construction and traffic management. I was the author of the study concerning the impact of the exhaust emissions of internal combustion engines on employees of the MTA and the ambient population surrounding their projects. The study was recognized by the Brooklyn Lung Association a branch of the American Lung Association. I also served as an ALS Fire District Commissioner, and was a council member for four years on the Florida EMS Bureau Advisory Council. During that time we developed the Florida Strategic Plan which in part deals with the movement of our population in the event of an emergency. I hope that my experience and the facts that I will supply in this document will be at least of some small value to the authorities who were charged with making an environmental impact evaluation.





    In my experience the positive environmental benefit of passenger rail over motor vehicle transportation is significant. Our population continues to increase, as does our tourism which is the foundation of our States economic stability. Both of these circumstances will continue for the foreseeable future. It is just not practical to attempt to compensate by only constructing new roadways. It is also not environmentally sound.





I would first like to look at the impact of ever increasing internal combustion engines operating in our state. Although emission controls have improved the sheer number of individual vehicles tends to negate the benefits achieved. Researchers have pointed out that carbon monoxide may be responsible for as many as half the fatal poisonings in the United States. Because the gas is odorless the symptoms of overexposure are nonspecific and quickly reversible, therefore the prevalence of sublethal poisonings is almost completely unknown. A relatively recent study in Saudi Arabia using two test vehicles indicated that commuters were exposed to CO levels during peak hours and ranged from 30 to 40 ppm during relatively short trips. In this study an increase in traffic volume from 1000 to 5000 vehicles per hour increased overall CO level exposure by 71%. Conversely an increase in vehicle speed reduced CO exposure by as much as 36%. The notion that unless an individual dies in acute asphyxiation no harm may result is erroneous. Intermittent exposure to carbon monoxide over varying periods frequently produces myocardial symptoms. Even though symptoms may be quickly reversible actual physical damage can be severe and lasting. Severe manifestations may appear after the initial exposure sometimes 3 to 7 days later. Damage to the heart’s blood vessels can be either temporary or can destroy the vessels permanently. Controversy still surrounds the effect of chronic exposure to low levels of CO on human subjects, and therefore there is no certain safe level of exposure.





Gasoline fueled vehicles also release a variety of volatile and gaseous organics singly or in combination. For example, automobile exhaust contains benzene toluene xylene ethylene dibromide and formaldehyde, all cancer-causing agents. They also release nitrogen dioxide and sulfur dioxide respiratory irritants. In fact there are hundreds of toxins related to internal combustion engines. There are also some studies trying to determine if there are synergistic compounds with unknown effects occurring in the stratified pollution over stalled traffic, on toll plazas or in vehicle tunnels. Any of us who have traveled the roads in our state have at one time or another encountered traffic backups. Something as simple as an accident can shut down the highway for hours in part due to the lack of alternative routes as well as an apparent inability of our first responders to clear a scene. This became obvious to me as a Fire Commissioner. We simply must look for alternatives to building more highways in order to reduce this environmental impact. Highways themselves also become more of a source of pollution than are rail right of ways. Roads and highways and bridges can be a source of significant contributions of pollution to our native waters. Nonpoint source runoff pollution from impervious surfaces picks up dirt, dust, rubber and metal deposits from tire wear, antifreeze and engine oil that has dripped onto the pavement, pesticides and fertilizers as well as discarded cups, plastic bags, cigarette butts, pet waste and other litter. These contaminants are carried into our wetlands, rivers and streams. Oils and grease leaked onto road services from car and truck engines, spilled at the fueling stations and discarded directly onto an impervious surface or into storm sewers are transported directly to our surface waters. Again this impact per person is far greater with automobiles, trucks and buses than it is with a rail system.





The air quality connected to the proposed passenger rail service would greatly reduce many of the emissions previously described from motor vehicles. Some initial research that I have acquired indicates that All Aboard Florida will use engines that are compliant with the EPA Tier 4 emission standards. Once the project is completed not only our residents but are large tourist population will begin to improve our air standards through the reduction of vehicles on our roadways. Our tourists from Europe and Asia who are very accustomed to using rail transportation would no longer be dependent upon adding rental vehicles to our highways. According to some projections the rail system should reduce CO omissions by more than 1,600 tons, NOx by 192 tons, and VOCs by 59 tons in approximately 15 years.





According to the Department of Transportation “switching to mass transit is one of the most effective actions individuals can take to reduce their carbon footprint. Car transportation alone accounts for 47% of the carbon footprint of a typical American family with two cars. By far this is the largest source of household emissions and as such the largest target for potential reduction. The average passenger car the US produces just under 1 pound of carbon dioxide per mile traveled. If just one driver per household switched to taking mass transit for a daily commute of 10 miles each way it would save 4627 pounds of carbon dioxide per household per year. This is in addition to the aforementioned toxins already targeted for reduction. The average rail system in this country achieves more than a 60% reduction in emissions per passenger mile over sedan and SUV travel.”





I hope that you find my input useful, I firmly believe that for our great State to retain its beautiful way of life a multimodal transportation system is critical. I look forward to the approval of All Aboard Florida.




















                                     







From: Pam Lenahan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not All Aboard
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:21:38 PM


To whom it may concern; I implore you to consider not what you can do, but what you should
 do with regard to the railway through the Treasure Coast. Our community is small, with
 waterways and natural habitats that could be drastically damaged by your current planned
 route. Please look at the worst case, the damage you could cause, and take the high road,
 protect our community from the damage we see coming, and move to the western route. If it
 costs time and money today to protect the future of our community, I believe you will reap
 the benefits in the future with a more stable route and the good will of the community.
 PLEASE HEAR OUR VOICES, AND MOVE YOUR ROUTE WEST. WE BEG YOU TO
 HELP US PROTECT OUR WILDLIFE AND DELICATE MARINE COMMUNITIES. 


Sincerely, 


Mr. & Mrs. Edward J. Lenahan



mailto:thelenahans@gmail.com
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From: sevon Baker
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Tuesday, November 4, 2014 9:28:15 PM


My Name: sevon Baker


My Email: sevon586@att.net


My Address:


416 16th street sw
Ve err o beach fl. 32962


number one reason we shouldn't have the train come through Vero Beach Florida it's because
 of it runs right by some schools so the noise will affect the children's learning number 2
 because of the pollution it will create and number 3 because it benefits us not at all....
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 2:53:03 PM
Attachments: scanner@superintendent.com_20141125_153611.pdf


-----Original Message-----
From: Falls, Dianne [mailto:fallsd@martin.k12.fl.us]
Sent: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 2:50 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Cc: tkryzda@martin.fl.us; sheard@martin.fl.us; kdelaney@tcrpc.org
Subject: All Aboard Florida


Good afternoon Mr. Winkle -
Attached is a letter from the Superintendent of the Martin County School District expressing concerns our School
 Board has about All Aboard Florida.


Dianne
 


-----Original Message-----
From: scanner@superintendent.com [mailto:scanner@superintendent.com]
Sent: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 3:36 PM
To: Falls, Dianne
Subject: Scanned image from C-5542 MCSD


Reply to: scanner@superintendent.com <scanner@superintendent.com> Device Name: C-5542 MCSD
 Superintendent Device Model: MX-5001N
Location: C-5542 MCSD Superintendent


File Format: PDF MMR(G4)
Resolution: 200dpi x 200dpi


Attached file is scanned image in PDF format.
Use Acrobat(R)Reader(R) or Adobe(R)Reader(R) of Adobe Systems Incorporated to view the document.
Adobe(R)Reader(R) can be downloaded from the following URL:
Adobe, the Adobe logo, Acrobat, the Adobe PDF logo, and Reader are registered trademarks or trademarks of
 Adobe Systems Incorporated in the United States and other countries.


        http://www.adobe.com/
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From: Ed Jones
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Against All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 3:33:35 PM


All Aboard Florida Project impacts have not been properly or fully evaluated in the


 Draft EIS, especially with respect to need for the Project, noise, safety, wildlife, and


 marine navigation. Lacking appropriate evaluation based on accurate data, impacts


 and mitigation cannot be properly identified or alternatives evaluated. The Project


 should be halted until evaluation of impacts is complete and appropriate mitigation is


 provided.


Marine navigation in the area of the Loxahatchee Bridge is of particular concern. The


 bridge currently poses significant safety concerns. Situation will be worsened by


 increased rail traffic and bridge closures. 


 



mailto:jonesdedward@bellsouth.net
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From: Tonif6@cs.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Abord Florida - Comments
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:39:40 AM


Dear Sirs:


I am writing to register my comment about All Aboard Florida construction of a high speed passenger rail
 system through Ft. Pierce, Florida.


I feel that the report issued did not adequately address the impact on historical sites in downtown Ft.
 Pierce as well as other parts of St. Lucie County.


I think the added passenger trains at high speeds would cause vibration impact to historical structures
 which was not addressed in the report.


I think the addition of "Sealed Corridor" fencing would seriously detract from the historic preservation and
 revitalization efforts being made in Ft. Pierce.


I think the idea of railroad passenger service is not all bad, but consideration should be given to routes in
 the western part of St. Lucie County.


I would "vote against" All Aboard Florida as presently proposed.


Thank you for this avenue to comment.


Toni Monokian
6010 Myrtle Dr.
Ft. Pierce FL 34982



mailto:Tonif6@cs.com
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From: mike
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not All Aboard, Resident Loxahatchee river Jupiter, Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:08:50 AM


John Winkle and Coast Guard District 7,
                                                My name is Michael Stango and I live at 18254 Perigon Way, Jupiter, FL.
 33458. Which is located west of the train bridge
on the Loxahatchee River. I am an avid boater and fisherman. I own a 34’ Pursuit Drummond Sport
 Fisherman, which is powered by twin Yamaha 350’s.
Unfortunately, I could not attend the meeting held at the Jupiter Community Center.
                                                I am personally appalled when I read the small window used in January to
 evaluate our boat traffic. I have lived on the river since 2008
and boat throughout the year. My limited access time to get in and out of the river is concerning for
 many reasons, which I am sure was expressed by
many residents. My main concern is safety. The Loxahatchee is aligned directly behind the inlet,
 which causes significantly strong currents. I don’t
know if we have a camera located on the train bridge or on the AIA bridge. If not, I would ask for
 consideration to mount one or two for a period
of time that would allow for an accurate count of boat traffic. More importantly, focusing on the
 summer, spring months and especially Holiday weekends.
Living directly across from the sand bar, I can confirm 50 to 75 boats a day are beached frequently.
 To use a short window in January is unacceptable.
                                                My safety concerns have been an issue since I moved on the river. During
 the warmer months, especially in the summer
the boat back up at the train bridge is horrific. In the summer months the majority of boaters are
 teenagers or in their early twenty’s. Ninety five
percent of them have never taken a Coast Guard class or are aware that a boat with the “current”
 has the right of way! When that bridge opens
it’s like the start of the Indy 500. Vessels like mine with significant weight in the back, will have their
 stern slide out with the current. I have had many
close collisions over the years. Specifically, when an approaching boat will “not” give me the right of
 way. Leaving me no alternative but to increase my speed causing
a large wake in a very narrow opening. I have witnessed, boats brushing up against one another,
 objects being thrown at boats and verbal exchanges
that may have lead to physical confrontation.
                                                We are all blessed with what mother nature has given us. A for profit
 train should not jeopardize our freedoms and safety!
 
Sincerely,
Michael Stango
18254 Perigon Way, Jupiter, FL. 33458
561-827-5787
 
 



mailto:traderms@comcast.net
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From: James E Duffy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Tuesday, November 11, 2014 4:17:29 PM


My Name: James E Duffy


My Email: whynotjim@comcast.net


My Address:


55 Links Road
Hobe Sound, Florida 33455


Believe me if I have to cross a railroad track being used by a train going 100 miles per hour
 I’m not going to depend upon a signals working. I’m going to stop or at least slow down and
 look both ways before crossing and I will not be alone. These delays plus those created while
 the gates are down will make thousands of constituents angry day in and day out year in and
 year out. They will see to it that their congressional representatives lose their jobs if The Train
 goes through irrespective of any reasons the representative can muster for why he/she
 couldn’t prevent it. There will be no allowance for excuses.



mailto:whynotjim@comcast.net
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, October 20, 2014 6:56:15 AM


 
 
From: Judy Cialone [mailto:judaye@gmail.com] 
Sent: Saturday, October 18, 2014 12:23 PM
To: Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil
Subject: All Aboard Florida
 


To my Elected officials and community leaders.
I want to voice my opinion about this issue of the TRAINS!   This would be disastrous
 to our gorgeous fishing and boating communities on the Treasure Coast...Martin
 County.  It makes me fearful just to think about how many innocent people would
 DIE,  either from direct contact with one of these trains or from lying in an
 ambulance at one of the many crossings .... trying to get to one of the hospitals
 (which are located across the tracks)   Horrific!!!!!
There are many other issues too......wildlife and rare and endangered species
 habitats ruined,  peace and quiet will be a thing of the past,  REAL ESTATE
 devaluation!!!! ( I am a Realtor),   Air quality.... and of course raising our taxes! 
 Which is undoubtedly will do in the future .
I am appalled that something so obviously of no use to the " majority"  of individuals
 has even gotten this far.  Please do everything in your power to Stop this Train !!!  
 it is truely going to ruin the Treasure Coast!!!! 
thanking you for your attention to this matter.
 
--
Judy Cialone



mailto:john.winkle@dot.gov
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From: EVPAN19@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Against All Aboard Florida.
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 5:57:39 PM


I am totally against any Taxpayer money being used or loaned to All Aboard Florida. If it is such a big
 money maker let the Private sector do the financing. I see it as another "Solendra" and the taxpayers
 holding the bag when they go bankrupt. Somebody got a brain fart and want to use Taxpayers money to
 fund it--no way. Tri-rail isn't the money maker they thought it would be years ago.  
It will have a big impact on the Treasure Coast too many trains lots of noise, stops at railroad crossings--
mess up boating--no thanks.
Evelyn Nass
zip 36527 Port Saint Lucie



mailto:EVPAN19@aol.com
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From: ROMEJA@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Abord Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:19:20 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle    
 
      My name is John Romanelli and I live with my wife Anita at 8158 S. E. Villa
 Way in Hobe Sound Florida.  Our community, the Villas Of Hobe Sound, has the
 railroad tracks at our back door along Route A1A.  We have owned our
 residence since 1991 and have lived in it since 2000.  We are constantly
 reminded how close the tracks are each time a freight train speeds down the
 tracks.  From the start of the train whistles as the train starts to approach the
 crossings, I believe there are four crossings in our area, to the sound of the
 engines as they groan to pull 100 car trains and the sound of the 100 cars
 trains as they wiz by, the serenity of our peaceful community is shattered.  For
 those homes that are directly next to A1A the confrontation with the train is
 even more frightening.  When I sit in one of their homes I can feel the vibrations
 of the train passing by and watch the pictures and personal mementos hung on
 the walls shake.  If the train is moving really fast the objects will shake for
 several seconds. 
 
     Over the years we have learned to live with the inconvenience of living next
 to the tracks and have adjusted to the number of trains that pass daily.  I still
 have difficulty with the trains that pass roughly around 1 AM, 3 AM and 5 AM.  If
 you leave your bedroom windows open to get some fresh air you feel as if the
 trains are outside your window.  Not a pleasant way to get a good nights sleep.
 
    Now we are being asked to endure even more disruptions in our lives in order
 to allow a few businessmen to impose their dream on us and further destroy
 our simple way of life.  We do not need anymore rail traffic in this area.  I know
 that many people have spoken out and written to you to express their
 displeasure with the proposed expansion of rail traffic along this rout and their
 reasons are very valid.  But what reason to deny this project is more valid than
 the potential destruction of existing communities and properties along the
 proposed route.  Why should so many be asked to endure so much so that so
 few can travel at 100 miles an hour.
 
     Many alternatives have been presented to solve the problem but the most
 responsible one is that if the project is absolutely necessary for the good of the
 citizens of Florida them move the route away from existing neighborhoods.  I
 think that you might get more co-operation from Local Governments and their
 constituents  if this action was taken.
 
     Thank you for your consideration in this matter.  I hope that we still live in a
 society were the little guy still has a voice.
 
 



mailto:ROMEJA@aol.com
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                                                                                                   Sincerely yours,
                                                                                                    John A Romanelli








From: Mark Bentel
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not All Aboard
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 11:16:43 PM


To whom it may concern


Your plan is way to ambitious, start small and grow with proven ridership.  The Eastern FEC Railway
 Tracks are not in a suitable location for this High Speed Service.  It will be to costly for the Tax Payers. 
 Do the right thing and pick a more Central location.  An elevated monorail is the only practical solution for
 High Speed Service.  You are moving way to fast and expecting way to much from the Government and
 do not have General Public Approval for the route selected.  I love Trains but your plan is ridiculous. 
 There has just got to be a better way.


Your consideration will be greatly appreciated.


Respectfully,


Mark R Bentel
1345 SE Salerno Rd
Stuart, FL 34997
772-287-2479



mailto:mrbentel@aol.com
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From: Marsha Perryman
To: john.winkle@dot.gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com; CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov;


 Bill@billnelson.senate.gov; Greg_Langowski@rubio.senate.gov
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Sunday, September 28, 2014 11:44:49 AM


Dear Sir:


We reside in Sebastian about a mile from the train tracks.  The freight trains move through our little community
 quite unnoticed. 


I believe the whole United States needs high speed rail but not at the expense of residents having their lives
 disrupted and our precious ecosystem assaulted.


I am sure that there is a trail through the center of the state that won't have the profound impact on the citizens of
 Florida as will All Aboard Florida.


Where do you live sir?  I'm sure it is no where near train tracks that will have 32 highspeed trains racing past your
 home at breakneck speeds. 


I have been reading all the articles in the newspaper and on the Internet and the more I read the more outraged I
 have become. 


I am a member of the Pelican Island Preservation Society, volunteer with Pelican Island Wildlife Refuge and have
 been an activist in regard to keeping the waters of the Indian River Lagoon safe so that the generations to follow
 will be able to enjoy what we have today. 


Seriously, there won't be any environmental impact?  The fool that put that in a report must live someplace else as
 well.  Of course, the consultant who was hired is a mere mouthpiece for All Aboard. 


Well sir, not all Floridians are "All Aboard".  I hope you reconsider this disastrous scheme and vote it down.


Marsha Perryman
13570 Mystic Dr. #303
Sebastian, FL 32958


PS. My husband and I are both registered voters!


Sent from my iPad2



mailto:perry52@aol.com
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 7:38:23 AM


-----Original Message-----
From: Susan B Sheridan [mailto:susanbsheridan@gmail.com]
Sent: Sunday, November 23, 2014 6:16 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: All Aboard Florida


All Aboard Floridan is a very bad idea.  It will ruin our small village that has remained in control of our
 environment up to now.The train will be invasive, disruptive, noisy and inconvenient  and expensive for our
 community and will only stand to benefit Fortress!!


Nobody wants this train.  If They want it so badly they can build new tracks west of town.  Susan Sheridan



mailto:john.winkle@dot.gov
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From: Jancy11@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Against All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 2:17:40 PM


The following from your report shows the harm it will do to  the Treasure Coast area.


I can't believe someone decided to run a high speed railway right thru the populated area


along southeast Florida instead of locating it inland away from the populations.


The following from your report shows the harm it will do to  the Treasure Coast area.


 


Local governments in St. Lucie, Indian River and Martin have passed resolutions opposing the trains.


        Passenger trains would create “unacceptably high” vibration levels near 3,300 homes, 513 businesses and various studios,
 theaters and auditoriums between West Palm Beach and Cocoa. The railroad said it would do extra maintenance to help.


        “At some locations, more than three trains per hour are scheduled,” and more time every hour “would operate under
 unacceptable levels of service.”


        All Aboard Florida trains would average 103.34 mph in Indian River County, 93.38 mph St. Lucie County and 76.96 mph
 Martin County.


Please stop this from happening along the Treasure Coast.


Jack Sailer, 1111 SW 5th Terrace, Palm City, FL 34990



mailto:Jancy11@aol.com
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From: Chalmers Morse
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Abord Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:02:52 PM


Attn: The Honorable John Winkle


Federal Railroad Administration
1200 NJ Ave., SE
Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590
 
Dear Sir:
 
I am a resident of Vero Beach, Florida and wish to voice my concern regarding the
 proposed high speed train that All Aboard Florida is pushing.
 
Vero Beach gains nothing from the train as it does not stop in our town.  Further
 with 36 proposed trains per day there is a safety burden and an economic burden
 associated with the train.
 


1. The majority of our population lives on the west side of the tracks and the
 hospital is on the east side.  Thirty six trains a day will cause traffic problems,
 resulting in emergency equipment and citizens not having timely access to the
 hospital,


2. There are a number of endangered species that live along the FEC tracks, i.e.
 the scrub jay and gopher tortoise.


3. There is an archaeological site along the tracks known as "Vero Man" that is
 currently being excavated by a number of universities and museums,
 including the Smithsonian. 


4. Vero Beach, being a small town is dependent of tourism, which would be
 jeopardized by the number of trains and noise generated by the trains,
 resulting in the loss of jobs.


5. A better alternative, would be for the train to travel parallel to the Florida
 turnpike, which is direct from Miami to Orlando and would not impact the
 communities along the Treasure Coast where the train will not stop. The
 distance would be shorter than the proposed route by about 1/3, which was
 proposed a number of years ago.


Sir I strongly urge you and the members of the committee to consider the
 alternative. The proposed train is unpopular, expensive and unnecessary.
 
Sincerely,
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Chalmers I. Morse
cimorsesr@gmail.com
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From: Holly Wengler
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not All aboard
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 8:14:58 AM


To Whom it may concern,


I urge you to please intensely review and better scrutinize the impact 32 trains running through
 our community, Martin County, will have. 32 trains will damage our local economy by
 heavily restricting our marine activity. The train drawbridge will have to be down a large
 period of the day blocking ALL boat traffic, including Coast Guard. 


In addition to the train, our main hospital access will become detrimentally restricted due to
 train crossings. This additional crossing time could be the minutes lost in trying to save
 someones life. 


Our downtown area, which we have worked so hard to revitalize will become severely
 impacted. It can already be troublesome getting in and out of the area, but with access
 restricted by 32 crossings a day, it will become impossible. Not to mention the added noise
 the impact will have on the ambiance of the area. 


32 trains WILL put many of our small business owners out of business, further contributing to
 high unemployment and state monetary aid burden.


32 trains through Martin County will have a large negative impact on our economy and our
 health. Is that really the message the State of Florida wants to send? That the lives and
 livelihoods of it's residents are disposable?


I respectfully urge you to deny 32 trains running a day. If the trains must run, a more
 reasonable number needs to be reached. There just won't be enough paying customers to
 support 32 runs. Let's find some sort of compromise that won't send the message that big
 business is more important than entire counties.


Thank you for your time,
Holly Wengler
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From: Christine Adams
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida Now
Date: Saturday, September 20, 2014 5:24:00 PM


AAF needs to be stopped because it is unlikely to ever be financially independent without being a tax-payer 
burden, and it is not clear that any benefits will be worthy of the burden on taxpayers. 


We request that the federal Government Accountability Office review the project’s costs and risks of 
default, as well as the interest rate that would be assessed to their $1.6 billion loan. Why should a “privately
 funded” project be the burden of the taxpayers. We request curtailment of the development of AAF since 
every bit of evidence points to the demise of the AAF project despite speculations to the contrary.


We request responsible leadership and decision making regarding tax-dependent projects, and we, the tax-
payers, look forward to your accountability and response to our concerns.


AAF CLAIMS PRIVATE OWNERSHIP-OPERATION & No Federal and State Grants or Ongoing Subsidies Will or 
Have Been Requested. 


False. FAA need this sweet deal of a loan that rides on taxpayers backs. A loan that was never intended for 
this type of use by the Federal government.


The state and local communities will pay for infrastructure to benefit the project, including quiet zones and 
an intermodal transportation hub at the Orlando International Airport. Additionally, according to PolitFact, 
AAF may not always be a “100 percent private venture” since it has applied for a $1.875 BILLION federal 
loan.


AAF estimates their HSR will cost $2.5 billion, and are asking for over half of All Aboard Florida to supported 
by taxpayers. We are being bribed to support an unprofitable train that does not serve the communities it 
passes through with our own money.


AAF REPORTS THAT THEY WILL BE ABLE TO TAKE FULL FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY by covering costs with a 
mix of debt, equity and ongoing subsidies. However, even with adequate ridership, the AAF would not be 
financially self-sufficient based on historical comparisons with other routes. The following are a few 
examples:


HSR in Chicago (unprofitable) was supported by the city’s transportation authority, a city whose population 
is two times larger than four AAF cities combined. A 40 mile trip from Chicago’s loop to Olympic Fields 
carried passengers without any concern for delays resulting from sharing tracks with freight or any other 
operation. It had brand new double decker coaches, and it was regularly packed with standing room only 
(so it successfully maintained ridership expectations). Even then, 25 million dollars was earned, and another
 25 million was needed in subsidy from the transport authority, just to break even.


HSR in China (unprofitable) is supported by the government and is currently in debt, inspite of incentives.
China’s HSR is considered to be extremely popular, and the government makes an effort to set fares a little 
less than half of comparable airfare in addition to other incentives. However, the Chinese Government is 
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currently struggling with nearly $500 billion in overall rail debt.


HSR in Japan is successfully maintained by other investments.
Even in Japan, one of the best countries for HSR because of its geography and population density, the trains 
are maintained by other investments. JR East is one of seven (and the largest) for-profit companies that 
own Japan’s national railways and the largest by passenger numbers. The JR stays afloat because it owns all 
the infrastructure on the route—the stations, the rolling stock and the tracks. It also owns the land around 
the railways and rents it out; nearly a third of its revenue comes from shopping malls, blocks of offices, flats 
and the like. DESPITE all of this, “71% of the revenue from passenger tickets at JR East comes from the 
conventional, slower railway.”


So let's not get in debt over this - Florida cannot sustain a profitable rail operation.


ALL ABOARD FLORIDA STATES THAT HSR IS A SYMBOL OF PROGRESS AROUND THE WORLD. 
However, AAF would more likely be a symbol of DYSFUNCTION because Florida does not have conditions 
that would support its success. 


Unlike in other countries, the US does not provide incentives for using HSR.


According to a government document about factors supporting HSR, “Compared to the United States, 
countries with HSR have higher population densities, smaller land areas, lower per capita levels of car 
ownership, higher gasoline prices, lower levels of car use (measured both by number of trips per day and 
average distance per trip), and higher levels of public transportation availability and use” .


The population of AAF’s cities are too small to provide the level of ridership necessary for HSR profitability. 
Tokyo and Osaka have over 17 billion residents, By comparison, Orlando's population is 255 thousand and 
Miami's is 418 thousand.


This same government document also suggests, “Other countries with high speed rail systems support HSR 
use through both incentives (e.g., widespread provision of a complementary mode, public transit) and 
disincentives (e.g., high road tolls and high taxes on motor fuel to make automobile use more expensive). 
Without similar policies in place, HSR ridership in the United States may not fulfill expectations based on the
 experiences of other countries”








From: hovenre@gmail.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF Comments Submittal
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:01:14 PM


Mr. Winkle,
Please accept these comments for the record regarding the AAF Environmental Study.


1.  The study omits the existing Loss of Revenues for tolls, food, gas, motels, city business
 along the way, and competing travel (Amtrak, TriRail, airplanes, airports, etc.).   These need
 to be included as lost, not just counting AAF Revenues.


2.  The study omits the Loss of Revenues from property values along the route and their
 respective loss in tax revenues.


3.  The study omits the extra wear and tear on the bridges and crossing causing extra costs for
 maintenance, repair, and replacement.


 4.  The study does not contemplate future competition such as lower air fares, or lower bus or
 train fares.  


5.  The study does not properly address emergency situations, i.e stopping an oncoming train
 in the event of an emergency and coordination with local authorities to do so.


Thank you,
Steve Tarr
4521 PGA Blvd., #201
PBG, FL 33418
(561) 622-3386
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 7:41:25 AM


 
 


From: Kenneth D. George [mailto:fauna@earthlink.net] 
Sent: Friday, November 21, 2014 4:43 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: All Aboard Florida
 


Kenneth D. George, Ph.D.
675 NW Flagler Avenue, #203


Stuart, FL 34994
772-934-6750


Fauna@earthlink.net 
November 21, 2014


 
Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590
 


Dear Mr. Winkle:


I am a resident in Stuart, Florida, recently having moved to the Harborage Yacht Club
 and Condominiums. My building is on the east side of the Florida East Coast Railroad (RR)
 Tracks between two crossings 3,000 feet apart between Fern Street and Alice Avenue and
 located just 79 feet from the tracks.  The All Aboard Florida (AAF) Intercity Passenger Rail
 Project will irreparably harm me along with all other residents unless current plans are
 amended to require realignment of the rail tracks west of I-95.


For example, on a recent Saturday morning, a freight train stopped across both the Fern Street
 and Alice Avenue crossings blocking access for over an hour. Delays such as this cause
 me great concern. One of the advantages of living in Stuart at the Harborage is its closeness to
 Martin Memorial Hospital. Last year (prior to moving here) I lived further away and during
 an emergency situation I had to be taken to Martin Memorial Hospital by ambulance. When I
 got there, my surgeon told me I would have been dead if I had not gotten there as quickly as I
 did. Now, however, even living closer to the hospital, I must now cross two railroad crossings
 in order to get to the hospital. I am frightened that if I were detained at either one of these
 crossings for a period of time, I may not survive the ambulance trip.


Also, the increase in the number of train whistles and vibrations will degrade our quality of
 life and make our properties virtually unsaleable.  AAF should move to and share the
 existing right of way that already offers passenger service to Orlando.


However, if this proposal has already been rejected, as many on the Treasure Coast
 believe, meaning that our voices are not being listened to or even respected. If this is true, the
 Federal Railroad Administration should require AAF to make all crossings within the City of
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 Stuart safe and quiet. At the very least, safety and quiet zones should be required for Fern
 Street and Alice Avenue.  Federal highway sound barriers would be required for far less
 densely populated areas.


I have examined the Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS) prepared for AAF and believe
 it falls far short in its analysis of Martin County and the City of Stuart. I do not believe the
 DEIS adequately addresses our community’s concerns with respect to crossing safety, noise
 pollution, train vibrations, emergency response times and disruption of marine navigation by
 the change in operations of a bascule bridge almost 100 years old. I believe DEIS understates
 the navigational use of the St. Lucie River under the RR bridge. Marine Traffic, exiting
 marinas, yacht builders, repair facilities, brokerages, and private docks were under counted. 


The Stuart RR Bridge was built in 1920’s.  The track segment through downtown Stuart is the
 only segment within the project limits that will remain single tracked. The more than
 threefold increase in train whistle noise pollution and vibrations will adversely impact
 neighborhoods on each side of downtown Stuart. I believe the effect of increased bridge
 openings on automobile traffic delays and emergency vehicles are not fully addressed
 in DEIS -- the Report only evaluated traffic at two intersections, SE Monterey Road and
 Colorado/SE Dixie Highway. Fern Street, Alice Avenue and other crossings to the south of
 the City were not evaluated. Last, there is no justification for a Federal loan guarantee for a
 project that will ultimately degrade this community and the Treasure Coast. If it is going to
 happen, let it be private money and private guarantees.


Thank you for your consideration.


Sincerely,


Kenneth D. George, Ph.D.


 


 


Sent by US mail service and by email


 








From: Frank Menagh
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Against All Aboard to Federal RR Admin.
Date: Tuesday, November 4, 2014 4:16:28 PM


To Whom It May Concern;   Sent to Federal Railroad Administration, U.S. Department of
 Transportation
 (Against All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project)
 
     There will be 40 trains, 32 passenger & 8 freight going over the Railroad Bridge in Stuart. 
 This bridge takes at least 9 minutes to close and open.
This means the bridge will be closed at least 6 hours or more during the daytime hours.  This
 bridge is very low and narrow.  So it means a list of boats waiting for their turn to go through,
 one at a time, will take many more minutes of time.  10 boats say, so another 10 minutes or
 more to get through the bridge.  There are thousands of boaters at their docks West of the
 Bridge plus two large Marinas on the North and South Forks of the St Lucie River.  This will
 also keep boaters from up North from coming South for the Winter to  anchor or take docks
 or moorings west of the bridge and on the River.  Many of these boaters will also want to take
 the South Fork to Lake Okeechobee or the West Coast which also has several Marinas and
 private docks.
 
This will affect the Marinas,  business, and all the boaters who want to use the river already
 living on he North and South Fork river and the canal to the West.. 
 
That is why all these boaters,  marinas, and business communities are against the All Aboard
 Intercity Passenger Train Project.
 
Respectfully,  Frank Menagh.   Email: fmenagh@hotmail.com


Frank,
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From: Riki Russell
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Abord Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:20:29 PM


This project is not about travel or a quicker way to Orlando....We have many ways to get there, that would be
 quicker or cheaper.  This project is getting railroaded through...  Pun intended.   Do the math there is no way that
 the railroad can pay down the loan that they are going to take to get this thing built.   They will run their trains once
 the infrastructure has been built and after a short grace period they will lobby to increase the amount of freight that
 they move down these new and faster tracks...   Fact Panama had just completed an widening of the canal.  Miami
 is a major port but the infrastructure is not currently available to move the quantities that would be possible to be
 profitable....


This is a sham, a scam and it will damage the life that many of us have built here on the treasure coast...   30+  trains
 a day...   Look how long the bridge will take to go up and down killing any boating activity west of US1, 
 Confusion corner, Gone....  The very land scape will change in the Downtown area with so many trains traveling at
 a high rate of speed and no way to cross for Emergency vehicles...


There are tracks the are out west that could have been used with far less impact to our area....


This is a bad deal...  Look at what we got with the locks and what has happened to the River....   That is exactly what
 our roads will be like but instead of brown toxic water we will be staring at the red tail lights of cars waiting for the
 trains to pass. and being forced to schedule our trips out to be sure we don't get stuck.


Stop it if it can be stopped...


Sincerely,


Riki Russell
Palm City/Stuart since 1979
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From: William Raycraft
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not AllAboard Florida
Date: Sunday, November 9, 2014 8:04:53 AM


I am not for All Aboard  Florida! Pleasedo not support this bad idea! thanks, William R
 Raycraft   Ft Pierce
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From: goubeaud@aol.com
To: john.winkle@dot.gov; CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov; Bill@billnelson.senate.gov;


 Greg_Langowski@rubio.senate.gov
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 8:53:51 AM


I live on North Hutchinson Island in Ft. Pierce. I can't get off the island during the winter season without a delay due
 to the draw bridge and then the freight trains. Sometimes I get both. I'll never get off the Island with 32 more trains
 using the same tracks. Why don't they build their own tracks west on I-95.  There's plenty of room out there.
    Rosemary Cunningham


Sent from my iPad
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From: Tom Rising
To: Catherine.Dobbs@dot.gov; john.winkle@dot.gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: admin@seagateharbor.com; Overton, Randall D CIV; Lieberum, Michael B CIV; Stratton, Allen E CIV; "Mike


 Kennedy"; barry.dragon@USCG.mil; rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com; moweryt@stlucieco.org; Abby Brennan;
 Allan Killian; ascott@martin.fl.us; Barbara Clowdus; barry@barryhigh.com; Beacom, William F Belcan
 Engineering Group, Cincinnati, Ohio; Beth Barrie; bfshamrock6@gmail.com; Bill G; bill@riverwatchmarina.com;
 Bob Solari; bosdan02@aol.com; Carol Tuschick; Chris H; Chris Maholm;
 CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov; Dale Hyndman; darrellbrand@mac.com; Dave J Huber; Denise
 Cargill; Dennis S; Desiree Pierson; Dick Tuschick; Donna M; Doug A; dsmith@martin.fl.us; Ed Fielding; Emily G;
 fishcommitment@yahoo.com; Gerald Ward Gerald Ward; Jason S; Jay; jcjsbrady@att.net; "Jim Byous"; "Jody
 Foster"; John Dorrance; John Haddox; John Sullivan; john@kadeykrogen.com; josephsalenetri@hotmail.com;
 jthurlow@me.com; Kim Delaney; Lana; Larry Smith; larrylhen@yahoo.com; Laura woemmell; Lisa Keller; Mark
 Crosley Mark Crosley; Mark M; Mark Miller; Mark S; Mayor Troy McDonald; mbusha; Meghan; "Michele Miller";
 "Michele Miller"; Mike Grella; Miles M; Moore Jr., James R.; negron.joe.web@flsenate.gov; Nicoletti, Paul; Niki N;
 Ocean Blue; outrageous314@yahoo.com; Pat Magrogan; Ralph W; rscottmccomas@yahoo.com; Russ M;
 Samples, Eve; Scott Hermely; sheard@martin.fl.us; steve@aerostruc.net; Taryn Kryzda; Tim & Bobbie; Tim R;
 Tom B; Tom Grane; Tom T; W. E. Ted Guy; Wayne P; wd5660@gmail.com; Florida NOT All Aboard; Smart,
 Evelyn CIV


Subject: AAF Comments to DEIS 11/30/14 Tom Rising
Date: Sunday, November 30, 2014 1:19:49 PM


Mr. John Winkle                                                                                                         November 30, 2014
Transportation Industry Analyst
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590
 
Mr. Winkle,


I am responding to the proposed All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement, and I do not
 agree the information presented accurately quantifies the negative impact to navigation. The report
 favors the proposal in most all instances and negative impacts are minimized. I recommend the FRA
 endorse an independent study to help balance the overwhelming supportive analysis presented. The
 citizens and government officials of Florida need to understand the actual impacts the proposed action
 creates.


The primary area of concern I have with the report is the minimization of project’s impact to free
 navigation across three primary waterways: Saint Lucie River, Loxahachee River and the New River. All
 three locations have unique characteristics that the proposal negatively impacts from a social economic
 standpoint. The citizens and businesses in these areas depend on the ability to navigate through the
 passages. The vertical height of the moveable railway bridges in the closed position limits the majority of
 vessels from passing through freely. The Saint Lucie River crossing is impacted by the proposed action
 more than the other two moveable bridges on the FEC corridor and proposed route of All Aboard Florida.
 Saint Lucie River crossing will remain single track, which eliminates any possibility of simultaneously
 crossing of trains from the north and south. This constraint nearly doubles the impact relative to the other
 two crossings.


The analysis presented depends on modeling algorithms and outputs that are not presented in the report.
 An output log showing the daily activity of the rail traffic and vessel traffic every 2 minutes each day of
 the week and during special events will provide the information to understand the assumptions diving the
 analytical model. Visual representation of the railway bridge operation and vessel traffic presented at the
 DEIS public comment meetings, substantiates the model lacks necessary input affecting navigation. The
 visual representation lacked the effects of current, wind, vessel wake, navigation skill, and the physical
 width of the passage preventing movement of vessels in both east and west directions. These inputs will
 change the output results significantly..


The loss of life and safety risk created by prolonged railway bridge closures is not addressed. This topic
 was identified as one of the highest concerns by navigational users early and is not addressed in the
 DEIS. Navigating through the narrow opening in a short amount of time will create chaos and rage as
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 competition heightens to make it through the passage before the next closure.


Given the quantity of trains running during the daylight hours, combined with the freight trains, it is
 improbable to operate the proposed action and not unreasonably impede navigation. The USCG
 comments to the second navigation study dated June 2nd 2014 clarifies that the Coast Guard makes the
 ultimate determination as to whether or not the impacts to navigation caused by increased rail traffic is
 unreasonable. It is unclear how the proposed action will operate the high frequency of trains and not
 unreasonably impact navigation.


Reviewing the Navigation Discipline Report for the Saint Lucie River raises concerns about the validity of
 the DEIS.


1. Vessel count data presented in section 5-19 occurred from 1/3/14 thru 1/17/14 for a total of 15
 days in winter months. The report claims the period is high vessel traffic season. Boating traffic is
 generally lower in winter months than summer due to higher winds and lower temperature. Data
 collected at the Saint Lucie river from June thru August recorded a 55% increase of vessel traffic
 over the data presented in the report. This increase in vessel traffic needs to be updated in the
 DEIS to accurately quantify the proposed action’s impact.


2. Weekend vessel count during the same period recorded 468 vessel crossings per day compared
 to 256 reported in the DEIS. The DEIS under estimates the weekend vessel traffic by 83%. This
 one finding alone is significant enough to require DEIS correction and resubmitted for public
 comment.


3. Impact to navigation through the Saint Lucie crossing is dependent on two bridges, the FEC
 railway bridge and Dixie Hwy drawbridge. The bridges are within 230 feet of each other, and many
 vessels require both bridges to open at the same time to pass through. The Dixie Hwy bridge
 operation is dependent on FEC bridge closure and the relationship is not included in the DEIS.
 Prior to the railway bridge closing, the Dixie Hwy bridge remains closed for a period of 8-minutes,
 and is indicated by a red flashing warning light located on the FEC railway bridge. The impact to
 navigation has a dramatic effect on the daily amount of time navigation is impeded. The DEIS
 claims 42 closures per day at 8 minutes per closure = 366 minutes or 5.6 hours per day. This
 combined with the DEIS reported impact of 42 closures x 15 mins = 630 minutes or 10.5 hours,
 creates a total closure of 10.5 + 5.6 = 16 hours daily mostly during daylight hours.


4. The DEIS report of 42 closures includes 18 freight trains and 32 passenger trains. The sum of 18
 freight and 32 passenger trains is 50 crossings per day, suggesting a minimum of 8 crossings
 daily will be two trains per closing. Each closure according to the report averages 15 minutes,
 which means single train crossings will need to be less than 15 minutes to accommodate 20% of
 the closures having two crossing per closing. The reality of 80% of crossing to occur in less than
 15 minutes is overly optimistic, especially considering today’s operation takes 25 minutes for
 single crossings, and more than 40 minutes for two crossings, both not including the 8-minute
 impact from the Dixie Hwy drawbridge. The proposal would require a greater than 100%
 improvement in operation to achieve the reports claim. An improvement of 20-30% should be
 used in the report with the mitigation plans presented.


The proposed action does not mitigate the impacts to navigation. The current construction of the railway
 bridge cannot meet the future need of All Aboard Florida. The negative social and economic impact to all
 communities along the passage is underestimated, and the DEIS would be far better served if a fair and
 balanced proposal is submitted.


Regards,


Tom Rising
Citizen of Martin County
Palm City, Florida












From: Bob Poller
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: I object to a high speed rail system through my community, Hobe Sound, Stuart,
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 2:15:22 PM


I object to a high speed rail system running through my community.
Hobe Sound, Stuart, Palm City, Port St Lucie to Ft Pierce, Vero are not
the mega cities of WPB, FTL, and Miami.   


I feel AAF  will add unwanted  accident risks, injury to the elderly or disabled, and children at
 play or riding bikes over the crossings or around cluttered round abouts, as cars await for the
 trains to pass.


AAF has no response to people's feelings...taxpayers who will be charged
in many ways, to upkeep their at grade crossings,and ruin the audio  of calm
waters in the Indian River Lagoon and rivers that run into it.  You will ram and
bust the silence of nature, the chatter of birds, and chase off animals as
you go through or near protected parks.   You'll scare the feathers and fur
off many of our wild neighbors.  You are not wanted 
in our quiet low key communities.  
 
Run your trains along the Turnpike out of residents' backyards.
Don't make me stop for your commercial ventures that chug through
my part of Florida's paradise.  You can't do "substantially straight line" traffic with more than
 shallow curves.  Florida is not like that.


Your efforts never highlight that the primary users of your trains would
include local residents.   You'll not fill your seats with locals, and that
means tourists...who primarily want more than Mickey Mouse...and that's
all you have to offer.   Ummm, maybe freight when your high speed fails.


Bob Poller, Port St Lucie, FL     
Plan 2.  Follow the Turnpike, and stay out of the cities and residential areas.       Trade your
 FEC tracks for some new rails along beautiful,
Florida countryside and ranches, next to the Turnpike.
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From: Travis Bass
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Against All Aboard
Date: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 8:19:33 AM


I own a home near the Vero Beach Country club and work down town. This is not only going
 to disrupt my tranquil home but hinder my commute to work with zero benefit to myself or
 my neighbors. If the train stopped here and brought a positive economic impact that would be
 one thing but I fear it will do the exact opposite. Our downtown businesses are going to suffer
 as well as my property value. This needs to be stopped or moved out west. Thanks 


Sincerely, 


Travis Bass
Regional Sales Consultant | My Receptionist
Schedule a time to talk: calendly.com/travisb
Office: 888.548.2773 | Fax: 800.615.4921
Web/Social: www.myreceptionist.com
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From: TROY
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Abort! Abort! Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:58:22 AM


This boondoggle must be stopped,not needed,too expensive,and the massive
 increase in train traffic on the FEC,necessitating approximately 30000! horn blasts in
 Palm Beach county alone, 115 crossings x16 AAF trains(back and forth) +soon to be
 28 freight trains  x 4 horn blasts.And no,I do not believe the money will ever
 magically appear to upgrade the crossings so a quiet zone can be established, as
 the news has been reporting.you will still have MASSIVE traffic disruptions due to no
 over or of course underpasses in Florida. Does AAF really think they will fill 16 trains
 A DAY to Orlando? The late monorail to Orlando debacle was thrown out by the
 legislature,thank the stars! This is more of the same. And yes I do live only 1200 ft
 from the FEC tracks in Boca Raton,I know what I'm talking about. Is AAF budgeting
 for earplugs for the millions affected?
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:15:03 AM


-----Original Message-----
From: Grace Amore Savage [mailto:saage99@comcast.net]
Sent: Monday, December 01, 2014 10:12 AM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: All Aboard Florida


Mr Winkle,


The All Aboard Florida project should not be permitted to proceed as it is, and should not be funded by taxpayer
 money. Moving it west would minimize its impact on small communities along the Treasure Coast.


Before even considering funding AAF with public money, the FRA has a responsibility to insure the safety and
 well-being of those living along its path.The Environmental Impact Statement minimizes or ignores safety and
 environmental issues, and the meetings, which I attended, were a sham. The real issue is not high speed passenger
 train service, but moving more freight developing real estate along the route.


A few will benefit from this project, but those of us who live in Indian River County, will only be harmed, and to
 add insult to injury, we will have to pay for it.


Please reconsider.


Grace Amore Savage
204 Hunt Ct
Sebastian, Fl 32958
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From: GCAPPO@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not On Board with All Aboard FL
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 11:58:24 AM


 
Attn: John Winkle,
 
 
Please add my name to the list of names that are oppose to the All Aboard Florida project.  I
 am in agreement with all the reason against this ill conceived project in particular the adverse
 impact on the towns along the Treasure Coast.  As a resident of Stuart, FL, trains that are
 already coming through the downtown area  create, traffic, noise and safety issues. 
 Additional trains will most certainly create a  decline in property values and the ambiance that
 is downtown Stuart as well as other towns along the proposed train path.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gaspare J Cappello
185 N.E. Edgewater Drive # 5302
Stuart, FL 34996
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From: John Sullivan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, November 21, 2014 11:14:31 AM


The draft Environmental impact statement for All Aboard Florida is a
 total misrepresentation of the realities of what will occur if the all aboard Florida proposal is
 implemented. The AAF proposal will cause enormous negative economic impact along the
 east coast of Florida.


Please count me as a citizen who opposes the plan in every respect. The draft environmental
 impact statement should be rejected.


Sincerely, John Sullivan
cell 772-233-0764
email jsully111@gmail.com
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From: Michele Miller
To: john.winkle@dot.gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF Comments to DEIS MIATC
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:32:03 PM
Attachments: FRA Comments.pdf


Please find attached comments regarding All Aboard Florida project.
 
Kind regards
Michele
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PO Box 1639 
Stuart, FL  33495 



O:  772-692-7599   F:  772-781-4240  E:  mmiller.miatc@gmail.com 



 
December 3, 2014  
 
Mr. John Winkle 
Transportation Industry Analyst 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311  
Washington, DC 20590 
  
Mr. Winkle, 
 
I am responding for the Marine Industries Association of the Treasure Coast to the proposed 
All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement.  After thoroughly reviewing the 
document, we do not agree the information presented accurately quantifies the negative 
impact to navigation and the marine industry. The report favors the proposal in most all 
instances and negative impacts are minimized. 
 
The primary area of concern we have with the report is the minimization of project’s impact 
to navigation across our primary waterways: Saint Lucie River, Loxahatchee River and the 
New River. Each location is unique that are not addressed. The marine businesses in these 
areas depend on the ability to navigate through the passages. The vertical height of the 
moveable railway bridges in the closed position limits the majority of vessels from passing 
through. The Saint Lucie River crossing is impacted by the proposed action more than the 
other two moveable bridges on the FEC corridor and proposed route of All Aboard Florida. 
Saint Lucie River crossing will remain single track, which eliminates any possibility of 
simultaneously crossing of trains from the north and south. This constraint nearly doubles 
the impact relative to the other two crossings.  
 
The analysis presented depends on modeling studies that are not presented in the report. 
Visual representation of the railway bridge operation and vessel traffic presented at the 
DEIS public comment meetings, substantiates the model lacks necessary input affecting 
navigation. The report did not take into account the effects of current, wind, vessel wake, 
navigation skill, and the physical width of the passage preventing movement of vessels in 
both east and west directions. These inputs will change the output results significantly.  
 
The loss of life and safety risk created by prolonged railway bridge closures is not 
addressed. This topic was identified as one of the highest concerns by navigational users 
early and is not addressed in the DEIS.  Other items not considered in the DEIS is hurricane 
evacuation procedures, it is imperative that vessels moving out of the track of a storm be 
able to move freely. 
 
Given the quantity of trains running during the daylight hours, combined with the freight 
trains, it is improbable to operate the proposed action and not unreasonably impede 
navigation. The USCG comments to the second navigation study dated June 2nd 2014 
clarifies that the Coast Guard makes the ultimate determination as to whether or not the 
impacts to navigation caused by increased rail traffic is unreasonable. It is unclear how the 
proposed action will operate the high frequency of trains and not unreasonably impact 
navigation.  
 
Reviewing the Navigation Discipline Report for the Saint Lucie River raises concerns about 
the validity of the DEIS.  
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PO Box 1639 
Stuart, FL  33495 



O:  772-692-7599   F:  772-781-4240  E:  mmiller.miatc@gmail.com 



 
1. Vessel count data presented in section 5-19 occurred from 1/3/14 thru 1/17/14 for a total 



of 15 days in winter months. The report claims the period is high vessel traffic season. 
Boating traffic is generally lower in winter months than summer due to higher winds and 
lower temperature. Data collected at the Saint Lucie River from June thru August 
recorded a 55% increase of vessel traffic over the data presented in the report. This 
increase in vessel traffic needs to be updated in the DEIS to accurately quantify the 
proposed action’s impact. 



2. Weekend vessel count during the same period recorded 468 vessel crossings per day 
compared to 256 reported in the DEIS. The DEIS underestimates the weekend vessel 
traffic by 83%. This one finding alone is significant enough to require DEIS correction 
and resubmitted for public comment. 



3. Impact to navigation through the Saint Lucie crossing is dependent on two bridges, the 
FEC Railway Bridge and Dixie Hwy drawbridge. The bridges are within 230 feet of each 
other, and many vessels require both bridges to open at the same time to pass through. 
The Dixie Hwy bridge operation is dependent on FEC bridge closure and the 
relationship is not included in the DEIS. Prior to the railway bridge closing, the Dixie Hwy 
bridge remains closed for a period of 8-minutes, and is indicated by a red flashing 
warning light located on the FEC railway bridge. The impact to navigation has a 
dramatic effect on the daily amount of time navigation is impeded. The DEIS claims 42 
closures per day at 8 minutes per closure = 366 minutes or 5.6 hours per day. This 
combined with the DEIS reported impact of 42 closures x 15 mins = 630 minutes or 10.5 
hours, creates a total closure of 10.5 + 5.6 = 16 hours daily mostly during daylight hours. 



4. The DEIS report of 42 closures includes 18 freight trains and 32 passenger trains. The 
sum of 18 freight and 32 passenger trains is 50 crossings per day, suggesting a 
minimum of 8 crossings daily will be two trains per closing. Each closure according to 
the report averages 15 minutes, which means single train crossings will need to be less 
than 15 minutes to accommodate 20% of the closures having two crossing per closing. 
The reality of 80% of crossing to occur in less than 15 minutes is overly optimistic, 
especially considering today’s operation takes 25 minutes for single crossings, and more 
than 40 minutes for two crossings, both not including the 8-minute impact from the Dixie 
Hwy drawbridge. The proposal would require a greater than 100% improvement in 
operation to achieve the reports claim. An improvement of 20-30% should be used in the 
report with the mitigation plans presented.  



 
The proposed action does not mitigate the impacts to navigation. The negative economic 
impact to marine businesses along the passage is underestimated, and the DEIS would be 
far better served if a fair and balanced proposal is submitted. 
 
Regards,  



 
Michele Miller 
Director of Operations 
Marine Industries Association of the Treasure Coast, Inc. 
 













From: Maribeth Renne
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: I oppose All Aboard Florida"s high-speed passenger rail.
Date: Sunday, November 9, 2014 9:53:38 AM


RE:  Florida's High-Speed Passenger Rail


As a resident of Vero Beach, Florida, I would like to voice my oppostion to the proposed All Aboard Florida.  


I have concerns that the quality of life in our Treasure Coast communities will be greatly diminished.  On the flip
 side, we will derive no benefit from the project.  This project is clearly not for the greater good of most citizens of
 Florida -- it is for the greater good of only a fraction of the people in a handful of cities.  


Please think of the majority of residents and not just the chosen few before making this decision. 


 


Maribeth
 
Maribeth D. Renne, CMF
Internationally Certified Career Management Fellow
Ambassador and Former Governor, Institute for Career Certification International
609 953 8853 (office)
609 668 4191 (cell)
maribeth@maribethdrennecmf.com
www.maribethdrennecmf.com
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From: Marie Baker
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Against All Board Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 3:38:01 PM


Dear All Aboard Florida
I am vehemently opposed to your plans to run trains through my Martin County community.
It is Extremely detrimental to our lives here.
The location of the tracks through the downtown areas of Stuart, Hobe Sound, Port Salerno and Jensen Beach will
 ruin the towns. We already have extreme traffic challenges and worst of all, emergency vehicles will not be able to
 get through.
The noise, traffic back ups are already a problem today.
We are NOT willing to compromise our way of life for your profit.
Also, the marine traffic on the St Lucie River due to the railroad bridge will be virtually impassable.
It will affect jobs and ruin a thriving marine industry so vital to all of Martin County
We will vote for any politician opposed to your existing plans.


No to all aboard!


Your intentions are not honorable.


Marie Baker
Stuart, Fl
Sent from my iPad



mailto:mburgundbaker@aol.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Charles Jurewicz
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Abound Florida is a failure
Date: Thursday, October 23, 2014 10:03:20 AM
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 3:37:37 PM


 
 


From: Cole, Michael J. (FRA) 
Sent: Monday, December 01, 2014 3:36 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Cc: Public Affairs (FRA)
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florida
 
John
I tries to send to the email address with no luck.


Mike


Sent with Good (www.good.com)


-----Original Message-----
From: Public Affairs (FRA)
Sent: Monday, December 01, 2014 03:29 PM Eastern Standard Time
To: England, Michael (FRA); Flatau, Warren (FRA); Lake, Michael.CTR (FRA); Fisher, Kim
 CTR; Thompson, Kevin (FRA); Cole, Michael J. (FRA); Barkley, Timothy (FRA); Booth,
 Michael (FRA); Cole, Michael J. (FRA); Chromey, Tretha (FRA); England, Michael (FRA);
 Flatau, Warren (FRA); Gray, Rakonda CTR (FRA)
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florida


 


From: Robinson, Nathan (FTA)
Sent: Monday, December 01, 2014 3:29:16 PM (UTC-05:00) Eastern Time (US & Canada)
To: Public Affairs (FRA)
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florida


Nathan J. Robinson
Federal Transit Administration - USDOT
(202) 366-0842


-----Original Message-----
From: KNBBeached@aol.com [KNBBeached@aol.com]
Sent: Monday, December 01, 2014 02:39 PM Eastern Standard Time
To: Robinson, Nathan (FTA)
Subject: All Aboard Florida
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Dear Sir/Madam,
 
I am offended when elected government officials pass legislation that will cost people money.  I am even
 MORE offended when private enterprise tries to force down our throat a phony passenger rail system
 and then expect everyone within it's path to pay for it!  If AAF goes through, We WILL pay in adverse
 environmental impact; adverse maintenance impact on RXR crossings; adverse road and waterway
 impact, etc.  It's a lose/lose for the people!
 
A rose by any other name is this passenger rail system being pushed-the true purpose is to ready the
 rails for more and more freight traffic from an ever growing Port of Miami via our neighborhoods going
 northbound.
 
If private industry finds it profitable for this rail system, then they need to carry the burden of paying for it
 100% and incur the necessary expense to bypass highway crossings (with overpasses, etc.) and marine
 traffic with the construction of High railroad bridges that will allow continued boat passage.
 
Towns and citizens should not be obliged to carry ANY financial burden and they should not have to be
 adversely affected by profiteers wishing only to use and abuse us. 
 
Thank you for denying any continued permitting or other consideration for the AAF short-sighted
 proposal.  Also, thank you for withholding all support for any government funds, bonds or other tangible
 support for this project.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bill Walsh
Vero Beach, Florida
772 562-0616








From: Lynette Coleman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not "All Aboard" from the Land
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 4:30:57 PM


Mr. Winkle:
 
I just want to bring to your attention that the issue with the “All Aboard” train is going to bring far
 more than the already unprecedented trouble it is going to cause with the Marine Industry in south
 Florida by using the FEC tracks, it stands to cripple the inner City traffic which in the Tri-County area
 of Dade, Broward, and Palm Beach Counties has sky rocketed.  I have been in this area for 60 years
 and in the last 2-3 years I have never seen such gridlock around our cities.
 
The Flagler RR was the only lifeline to South Florida and townships grew up around it. To add more
 back-ups for commuters is unimaginable. This will cause other industries to falter with these delays
 this track is now the primary Supply Track, then we have the Tri Rail Commuter tracks to the west
 and Amtrak further up the State.
 
Our next main industry is tourism to our beach communities and the hotels, with people who come
 here to get away from the Big Industrial cities. The idea of coming down to the tropics only to be
 navigating in the nearby traffic jams and the noise of trains will be harmful for this eastern treasure
 coast of Florida and we may lose tourism to the quiet west coast of Florida.
 
Condominiums and apartments are being built in the core of downtown, there will be more
 industrial sounds of constant trains and Train horns disturbing these Tropical Beach residential and
 vacation areas near the beach communities.  
 
The use of the FEC railroad for this private interest group that stands to do MORE DAMAGE than any
 good, is traitorous to its residents and most importantly the economy for both LAND AND SEA.  
 
Dear Sir, and more importantly I urge you to take another look from a National Security Standpoint
 as the Sensitivity of this particular FEC rail.
Why do they want this rail when there were other commuter rail possibilities?  We have enemies
 among us who have vowed to destroy us from within.
You know that the railroads are a target.  Our economy is our lifeblood.  To monopolize or have
 access to that rail to choke off the lifeblood of our economies up and down that rail along with its
 supplies should be raise a Severe Alert.  Your rail is of National Security concern.
 
The master mind of this private entity has no allegiance to the citizens of the towns in his way.  Who
 knows who this person is and his organization?  Also, to say that he did not care if he hurt the New
 River waterway marine traffic, then kick sand in their face, by saying,” Well they can just move their
 business up to Jupiter”.  This action is not of eminent domain, and is NOT FOR THE GREATER CAUSE
 OF THE PEOPLE, quite the opposite. It is a private interest.
 
These are just some of the obvious concerns. PLEASE SLOW DOWN AND TAKE A BETTER LOOK AT
 THIS.  Also, please know that I Love trains.
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Sincerely, Lynette Coleman
Fort Lauderdale, Florida








From: frank mccluskey
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 1:40:59 PM


It will destroy the coastal towns and tie up traffic in both land and in the waters.  Please stop
 this.  Those of us who live here in Florida will not use it and it will destroy our quality of life. 


Frank McCluskey
255 3rd Ave NE
Delray Beach, Fl. 33444


-- 
"Dr Frank" McCluskey
Author, Scholar and Gentleman Adventurer
Delray Beach, Florida.
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From: George Chismark
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF Comments
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 9:35:22 AM


I feel very strongly that AAF will be a detriment to the Treasure Coast of Florida.
 I'm a retired businessman and feel that the major developers and real estate money
 people in Miami, Ft. Lauderdale and Orlando are the only one's to benefit at the
 expense and inconvenience of MILLIONS of Florida residents. Why should so
 many pay this price? Who will actually benefit from this venture other than the
 investors? Will those that travel on AAF be Florida residents? I think not! Most
 will be tourists many from foreign countries. This will benefit the tourist industry
 and bring in some tax dollars but not nearly enough to benefit Florida residents as
 compared to the inconvenience.


George Chismark
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From: Ruth Parsons
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: I oppose All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 11:06:30 AM


I am concerned about potential delay at rail crossing for emergency response and law
 enforcement vehicles... My husband has a heart condition and the potential delay could mean
 the difference between life and death for him: I oppose All Aboard Florida.   
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From: c.k.mills@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Against AllAboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:28:50 PM


I am totally against this train which is being shoved down our throats. We in the Stuart
 and Palm City area will have nothing but noise and dis ruction of our lives


with traffic and disruptions. When we bought in Martin County we did not sign up for
 this cause. We will benefit 0.


I have attended a few of the meetings which were pure bullshit. I am sure someone is
 gaining from this but it is not the tax payers.


Colleen MIlls a taxpayer and VOTER. Please pay attention


Colleen Mills, Palm City FL 
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From: Carolyn Kosins (via Google Docs)
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Abroad Florida 12/01/2014
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 11:41:45 AM
Attachments: All Abroad Florida 11202014.pdf


Carolyn Kosins has attached the following document:


All Abroad Florida 11/20/2014


Please see attachment.


Google Docs: Create and edit documents online.
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All Aboard Florida
December 01, 2014
Carolyn Kosins
Sebastian, Florida



All Aboard Florida/East Coast Railways will devastate the very fabric of our coastal 
communities on the Treasure Coast.  It is unbelievable that people with greed and connections 
to government can come and do as they please, yet all we can do is stand by and let it happen. 
There are no positives, only negatives.  Does anyone think that the tourists or snowbirds will 
still come and spend their money here?  Buy or rent their winter homes here?  Or eat at our 
restaurants, use our beautiful waterways, shop at our small businesses? Where is the vote on 
the issue?  Where are the pickets?  Where is the outrage? 



I have read many editorials concerning the train in our local newspaper and know there 
are many that have done their research to inform us of what is to come. Do try to read every 
one of those articles and sincerely appreciate their input.  If we do nothing now it will be too late 
and we can’t change our minds later.  Maybe many feel it’s just gonna happen, so get over it. 
This is kind of how I feel too.  When and if it does happen I will not be here.  Probably hundreds, 
if not thousands will feel the same.  I will sell my home at a devalued price and move to where 
there is not the ever constant train.



It is ironic but I have always felt the railways are a great way to move cargo and 
people across country.  Never realized they could come right through the middle of bedroom 
communities and quaint towns at speeds of 110 mph and thought to be good and safe.



Also, understand that it won’t just be high speed trains but even more ‘longer’ freight 
trains. Currently the Panama Canal is being dredged wider and the Port of Miami deeper so 
that super tankers carrying goods can come through. This means more goods will be ported 
in Miami to be rail shipped to the north. There will be longer wait times for the trains to pass at 
street and bridge/waterway crossings.  More chances of train breakdowns, accidents, spills, and 
explosions, maybe even toxic materials.  All this right down the middle of our wonderful coastal 
communities where we live, work and play.  To the west is the only alternative that makes 
any logical sense where it will not intrude into so many lives and our environment.  Through 
enrichment of a few there will be suffering of many.  It will be a slow death.



Carolyn Kosins













From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 12:22:32 PM


-----Original Message-----
From: Donald Griffith [mailto:dw@sallyspringer.com]
Sent: Tuesday, December 02, 2014 11:13 AM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: All Aboard Florida


Dear Mr. Winkle,


The proposed "All Aboard Florida" will devastate the intimate communities of the Treasure Coast. The towns of
 Sebastian, Fellsmere, Vero Beach, St. Lucie Village, Fort Pierce, Jensen Beach, Stuart, Hobe Sound and Jupiter are
 situated right on the train tracks, so are businesses, homes, hospitals, municipal buildings, restaurants, schools, etc,
 everything vital to a thriving community. The submitted EIS draft for All Aboard Florida (written by All Aboard
 Florida), did not address any of the concerns for these charming neighborhood towns.


Many of these towns would be cut in half, drastically affecting lives by the increased rail traffic, increased vehicle
 traffic, infringed emergency service, danger to public safety, noise, vibration, residential displacement,
 infringement on the marine traffic, etc. These are communities that are struggling to maintain themselves as tourist
 attractions and marine destinations.


These issues have not been addressed, nor has the plan for a low level bridge on Avenue C in Fort Pierce, my
 hometown. In the last upgrade to the rail system, this bridge could not be changed because of it's location. What
 will they do for the high speed rail?


There are too many issues affecting us, on the Treasure Coast. It is irresponsible to inflict this burden on us and ill
 conceived to allow this disruption to our quality of life across the Treasure Coast. I plead with you to reevaluate this
 plan.


Sincerely,


Donald W. Griffith, Sr


1510 Thumb Point Drive
Fort Pierce, FL 34949
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From: Naposal
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not aboard Florida !
Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 10:37:17 AM


As winter residents of Vero Beach and, in particular, of Vista Royale we are very concerned about the rail project
 that will run thru our beautiful community. I don 't have to go into detail about the noise, pollution and general
 safety concerns we all have. You have heard them all before. We cannot imagine that there is a need for so much
 rail traffic EVERY DAY.  Here in the Northeast we have trains between Boson, NY and Washington, D.C. that run
 everyday and a seldom full to capacity. Why would Florida need 32 trains a day between Miami and Orlando??
 There is more going on here than we (the taxpayers) have been told.  Please reconsider and do not let this scheme
 ruin our communities along its route.
Sincerely, Sal and Margaret Napolitano
Sent from my iPad
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From: Debra Sopko
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:03:17 AM


This increased train traffic will kill our downtown Stuart business and boating activity.  The area is a
 vibrant hub for shoppers, theatre goers and boaters.   Confusion Corner is an historic intersection of
 five roads and the railroad tracks.  It has worked for years, but All Aboard Florida will bring that (and
 many other) traffic circles to a dead stop 32 additional times throughout the day.   The economic
 fallout from this traffic congestion will be disastrous!
 
I am sure that Martin County is not the only area that will be devastated by this additional train
 traffic.  How can something like All Aboard Florida be allowed to impact our community so   
negatively without a single benefit to those being affected the worst?  Local residents should have
 some voice in a decision that could completely change the “our way of life”. 
 
Voters should be allowed to decide if All Aboard Florida is something they deem beneficial to their
 area, NOT the Federal Government and the Railroad companies who will profit from this system at
 our expense!   


 
Debbie Sopko
Palm City, FL  
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From: Doug Benson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; DougB5555@aol.com
Subject: AAF Comments
Date: Wednesday, November 19, 2014 11:25:17 AM
Attachments: All Aboard Florida.docx


Please include the attached comments as a response to the AAF proposal.


Thanks,


Douglas Benson
dougb5555@aol.com



mailto:dougb5555@aol.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

mailto:DougB5555@aol.com



All Aboard Florida (AAF) is a bad idea for the communities and people of the Treasure Coast.  It is a cynical plan by the Florida East Coast (FEC) railroad to implement a passenger service between Miami and Orlando, with no stops on the Treasure Coast, in order to obtain a $1.6 billion federal loan to upgrade the FEC rail facilities.  It is very unlikely that this passenger service will ever be profitable, in fact the reason there are no planned stops on the Treasure Coast may be so that there is no push back when the passenger service is eventually cancelled.  However, the result of the facilities upgrade will remain even if the passenger service is cancelled.  This would be highly beneficial to FEC if it plans to greatly increase freight service from the port of Miami, as is speculated.  Perhaps this is the real reason to upgrade the rail facilities.


	As for the result of fully implementing the AAF plan, there will be many negative effects on the Treasure Coast communities and population.  These include:


·  Increased safety concerns at crossings due to the increased train traffic and also    due to the increased speed. 


· A decrease in the value of homes near the train right of way.


· Delays in emergency vehicles to reach destinations if they must wait on a train.


· Boaters will have a decreased access to facilities and rivers if they must pass a rail bridge.


· Increased vibrations from trains causing damage to nearby houses and businesses.


· A decreased standard of living in cities, such as Stuart, through which the trains must travel.


All in all, there is NO benefit to the communities of the Treasure Coast for implementing the AAF plan, but this plan will greatly decrease the quality of life for those that live there.







From: Ward Viator
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: I support All Aboard Florida!
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:43:46 AM


Attn: John Winkle


I would like to offer my full support to the All Aboard project. I am a native of Fort Lauderdale, Florida 
and spent much of my youth and adulthood in coastal activities in Broward, Palm Beach and Martin 
Counties. Some of my earliest life's memories are in Stuart, Florida and there is nothing that  I would 
want to negatively impact this town over the long term.  I strongly believe that with many more tourist 
and business travelers passing through the downtown area of Stuart and see this charming location, 
they will be certain to return and enjoy all the wonderful treasures there on a more leisurely basis.


The All Aboard Florida project is certainly the most promising development to occur in Florida over the 
last 50 years. It will be transformative to those of us who live and travel this state often. I can't wait to get
 out of my car and onto a train. 


Thank you,


Ward


Ward Viator | The Viator Company 
(ward@viatorcompany.com) | Phone 813.289.2933 | Cell 813.230.7996 |
4301 Anchor Plaza Parkway | Suite 400 | Tampa, FL  33634
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From: Jessica Sebag
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Against all aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 6:54:39 PM


I am against all aboard Florida. The environmental impact and the impact on those of us who don't live in South
 Florida or Orlando is huge.


Putting over 30 extra trains through towns like Stuart is just insane. It will tie up traffic, block the ability of boaters
 to navigate our waters under the Old Roosevelt but blocking the one link with a train bridge repeatedly and for long
 periods at a time, and otherwise destroy the towns that are what Florida is truly about. The reason I moved here and
 left south Florida was because that part of the state had little regard for the environment, for maintaining the beauty
 of Florida, and caring about the individual over business.  I came here because it was everything that Miami isn't,
 and now Miami wants to take my town and turn it into its own train super highway with no regard for our
 livelihood or economy


As it is, as a boater it can be difficult to navigate our river through Stuart because of how long the train bridge will
 stay down, blocking the connection between forks of the river. That's just with a few freight trains.  If there were
 more trains the bridge would be down more times a day, it takes a long time to go up after a train passes and comes
 down a good period of time prior to the train.  Adding extra down periods will making boating impossible,
 especially for those who make their livings on the water.  And cutting a high speed train through downtown stuart
 will make it more difficult to work downtown or leave downtown and will hurt the businesses that need constant
 traffic flow.


Thank you but please put your train outside of my town, build new tracks or get rid of this ridiculous idea of a train
 which, sadly will only be a drain on Florida's economy and detrimental to the environment and our precious
 protected animals.
Sent from my iPhone


No trees were destroyed for this message. However, a great number of pixels were extremely inconvenienced.
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From: Louise P. Andrews
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: cdrestore
Subject: All Board Florida - Freight Trains
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 6:47:44 PM


December 1, 2014


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue, S.E. Room W38-31
Washington, D.C. 20590
 
Dear Mr. Winkle,
 
This letter is in reference to All Aboard Florida’s plan to apply for Federal money to
 send 32 high speed trains and 50 freight trains through Stuart, Florida when the
 Panama Canal is completed. Many believe the loan is already a done deal and are
 disgusted with OUR Federal Government. It is my hope that you will take my
 concerns under consideration before approving a loan, if granted, and in the event of
 failure to repay the loan, the government must require the rail lines/property be used
 as loan collateral instead of equipment. Default on the loan is very likely because we
 all know the U.S. rail service is subsidized by the tax payers!
 
Although there are many concerns, my primary concern centers on the myriad of
 problems relative to increased freight train traffic. Please follow my logic as listed
 below:


1. AAF plans to double and triple the tracks through the Treasure Coast, to provide
 for new high speed trains and increased freight trains moving north and south.


2. The train trestle bridge over the St. Lucie Waterway is only 1 set of tracks with
 no AAF provision to add another set of tracks across the river. The bridge is
 over 100 years old, takes 20 minutes to close whose signal comes from
 Jacksonville. The bridge should be replaced.


3. The one set of tracks north of this bridge makes a 40 degree turn, is a serious
 safety concern as the train must slow down, otherwise it will leave the tracks,
 plow into street traffic and block the road until cleared of debris.


4. The average freight train is 1 – 1.75 miles in length while AAF’s report states
 their freight trains will average 2.6 miles in length.


5. While waiting for a southbound freight train or faster moving high speed train to
 pass over the St. Lucie Waterway bridge, a northbound freight train sitting on
 the tracks will have to wait on the tracks south of the bridge. This 2.6 mile long
 freight train will block commuter traffic at all 6 major crossings in Stuart. None
 of this has been addressed in the AAF Impact Report. A map is attached for
 your perusal, the red dots being the crossings most affected.


6. According to my calculations, these are the times it will take for a 2.6 mile long
 freight train, travelling at the speeds indicated, to pass through each crossing
 through the Town of Stuart.
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           a) 10 mph speed (52,800 feet/hr) = 15.6 minutes
                        b)  15 mph speed (105,600 feet/hr) = 7.8 minutes
)                       c)  20 mph speed (132,000 feet/hr) = 6.24 minutes


           7. Using the above data, 50 daily freight trains will block traffic at each crossing
 12.5 hours, 6.5 hours or 5.2 hours each day,


               respectively.
           8. The daily schedule of 32 high speed and 50 freight trains passing through


 Stuart and how long a sitting/non-moving freight train
               must wait in Stuart to pass over the St. Lucie Waterway bridge is NOT


 addressed in the AAF Impact Statement.
     9. When a 2.6 mile long freight train waits south of the bridge or travels slowly


 through town, traffic at all major railroad crossings will back up but most
 seriously to the west to the U.S. #1 highway, the major north-south artery in
 Stuart. At all the major railroad crossings in Stuart, the distance between the
 railroad crossings and U.S. #1 is not more than 50 – 150 feet. The east-west
 backup across U.S .#1 will obstruct the north-south flow of traffic on this major
 artery as well. This information has also been omitted from the AAF Impact
 Report.
 
According to AAF, the reason for the government loan is for the addition of the high
 speed rail service. However, based on all that has been omitted from the AAF Impact
 Report regarding how the increased freight train traffic will affect the daily lives of our
 citizens, I believe the loan is a smoke screen. The loan will ultimately be used to
 improve and add new rail lines for the increased Asian freight, scheduled to begin
 with the opening of the enlarged Panama Canal.
 
The freight train tracks need to run parallel to the I95 corridor or up through the
 middle of the state – not through the towns of the Treasure Coast. I realize a
 business is in business to make money but a big corporation should not be permitted
 to omit serious consequences of their actions in an Environmental Impact Statement
 when asking for a government loan for passenger service. In addition to making
 money, it’s as if AAF’s bottom line should also read “….and the public be damned.”
 They need to be a good neighbor. And if they won’t, it is up to you, Mr. Hinkle, and
 the Federal Railroad Administration to force them to be good neighbors.
 
It is my understanding that all public comments will be posted online. I will be looking
 for my comments and subsequent changes in the draft.
 
Sincerely,
 
 
Louise Andrews (772.334.2584)
1397 NE Sago Drive
Jensen Beach, FL 34957-6429    
 
  
 







 
  








From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 12:24:08 PM


-----Original Message-----
From: Sally Griffith [mailto:sallyspringer@bellsouth.net]
Sent: Tuesday, December 02, 2014 11:00 AM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: All Aboard Florida


Dear Mr. Winkle,


The proposed "All Aboard Florida" will devastate the intimate communities of the Treasure Coast. The towns of
 Sebastian, Fellsmere, Vero Beach, St. Lucie Village, Fort Pierce, Jensen Beach, Stuart, Hobe Sound and Jupiter are
 situated right on the train tracks, so are businesses, homes, hospitals, municipal buildings, restaurants, schools, etc,
 everything vital to a thriving community. The submitted EIS draft for All Aboard Florida (written by All Aboard
 Florida), did not address any of the concerns for these charming neighborhood towns.


Many of these towns would be cut in half, drastically affecting lives by the increased rail traffic, increased vehicle
 traffic, infringed emergency service, danger to public safety, noise, vibration, residential displacement,
 infringement on the marine traffic, etc. These are communities that are struggling to maintain themselves as tourist
 attractions and marine destinations.


These issues have not been addressed, nor has the plan for a low level bridge on Avenue C in Fort Pierce, my
 hometown. In the last upgrade to the rail system, this bridge could not be changed because of it's location. What
 will they do for the high speed rail?


There are too many issues affecting us, on the Treasure Coast. It is irresponsible to inflict this burden on us and ill
 conceived to allow this disruption to our quality of life across the Treasure Coast. I plead with you to reevaluate this
 plan.


Sincerely,


Sally S. Griffith
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From: Nancy Freiheit
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not all aboard - in Vero Beach, Florida
Date: Sunday, November 30, 2014 1:07:47 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle,


The idea of increasing freight traffic and also adding 32 passenger trains a day through our
 lovely community is appalling.  The government should do absolutely nothing to encourage
 this and should instead spend whatever is needed to move the traffic to the West.  Using the
 land that is largely already owned by the Fl Turnpike makes more sense that tearing up
 seaside communities. There may be better routes including increased use of  the CSX railway
 in the middle of the state.


If the current FEC railroad bed that goes through Cocoa, Vero Beach, Ft. Pierce and other
 communities was abandoned and turned into a linear greenway it would be worth the
 cost...and a good place to spend money that has been set aside in Florida for conservation.


Please don't take for granted that the environmental impact statement that was paid for by the
 railroad is accurate!    Please do what is best for Florida and not simply for those with deep
 pockets.


Please follow the golden rule..."Do unto others as you would have them do unto you."  Would
 you really want a railroad with 32 trains, plus freight going by your home?


Sincerely,
Nancy Freiheit
1796 Seagrove Drive
Vero Beach, FL 32963
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From: jcable763@gmail.com
To: john.winkle@dot.gov; CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov; Bill@billnelson.senate.gov;


 Greg_Langowski@rubio.senate.gov
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 8:42:22 AM


I also worked for csx rr and know all about train delays signals not working and xings in
 trouble. Please don't let them deceive you into thinking it works well all the time.
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From: Kathryn Kaidy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF Comments
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 2:40:44 PM
Importance: High


Good afternoon,


Please count my family and me as vehemently OPPOSED to the All Aboard Florida
 passenger rail service.  This would have a drastically negative overall affect on our
 community due to the following:


Increased noise pollution;
Negative environmental impact;
Largely decreased ocean access to those living under the Roosevelt draw bridge;
Largely decreased access to the Martin Memorial Emergency Room and hospital;
Largely decreased access to downtown Stuart for those living east of the railroad;
Negative economic impact for tourism and snowbirds who rely on ease of access to
 beaches, ocean, and downtown Stuart;
Decrease in property values.


Please do not allow this to become a reality!  It makes NO SENSE for the Treasure Coast!!!  If
 the project is truly about high speed rail service between Miami and Orlando, by all means,
 move it WEST!


Thank you for your consideration.


Kathryn Kaidy
783 NW Spruce Ridge Dr
Stuart, FL  34994


This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software. 
www.avast.com
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 1:37:29 PM


 
 
From: Edward Kaye [mailto:kaye74@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 02, 2014 1:27 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: All Aboard Florida
 
 
to:  John.Winkle@DOT.Gov


subject:  All Aboard Florida


Dear Mr. Winkle,


The proposed "All Aboard Florida" will devastate the intimate communities of the Treasure Coast. The towns of
 Sebastian, Fellsmere, Vero Beach, St. Lucie Village, Fort Pierce, Jensen Beach, Stuart, Hobe Sound and Jupiter
 are situated right on the train tracks, so are businesses, homes, hospitals, municipal buildings, restaurants,
 schools, etc, everything vital to a thriving community. The submitted EIS draft for All Aboard Florida (written by All
 Aboard Florida), did not address any of the concerns for these charming neighborhood towns.


Many of these towns would be cut in half, drastically affecting lives by the increased rail traffic, increased vehicle
 traffic, infringed emergency service, danger to public safety, noise, vibration, residential displacement,
 infringement on the marine traffic, etc. These are communities that are struggling to maintain themselves as
 tourist attractions and marine destinations.


These issues have not been addressed, nor has the plan for a low level bridge on Avenue C in Fort Pierce, my
 hometown. In the last upgrade to the rail system, this bridge could not be changed because of it's location. What
 will they do for the high speed rail?


There are too many issues affecting us, on the Treasure Coast. It is irresponsible to inflict this burden on us and ill
 conceived to allow this disruption to our quality of life across the Treasure Coast. I plead with you to reevaluate
 this plan.


Sincerely,


Ed and Sue Kaye


1516 Thumb Point Drive
Fort Pierce, FL  34949
Kaye Construction Co Inc.
22288 Coverdale Rd
Seaford, DE 19973
PH: 302-629-7483 
FAX: 302-628-6965
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From: Melissa Sullivan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Against all aboard
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 6:35:55 AM


I am a resident of Palm Beach county for more than 30 years. I have a young family and enjoy being a part of a
 vibrant community. And we have family in the Orlando area. All aboard Florida makes no sense. There is no sound
 support and research for it. In fact tri-rail ridership proves there is not a need. These metro areas have trouble
 supporting it. I am not against rail transportation and actually enjoyed it when I lived in Chicago. But there are no
 safe and effective means to go east west in public transportation so north south travel will never be successful. The
 conspiracy theory I have heard is that this is all a hoax to build the rails so when the Panama Canal opens we will
 be poised to transport. I am not one to believe in conspiracy theories but since there is no sound reason for building
 this for passenger travel There might be merit. If this is a bait and switch then the people organizing this will be
 sued by the people and have to empty their pockets of their profit.


My household and community are against All Aboard Florida.
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From: john clark
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Board Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 1:13:14 PM


Mr Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration


Sir,


As a long time resident of South Florida, I understand the need for rail transportation. 
 However,  I think the current plan is short sighted in utilizing the current rail system to
 transport passenger and additional freight.


Within the next twenty years, that rail system will be obsolete.


Having lived in Japan for over 15 years, their rail system is second to none.
Even their ridership is down with more Japanese relying on the automobile.
However, when I travel to Japan.  At some point, I will use the rail system.  It's reasonable,
 time saving, clean, efficient, and enjoyable.    I'm not quite sure, ABF would be the same
 experience.


Regardless, I think a separate track away from the population would be the best avenue.  I'd
 love to see station stops.  I currently drive to Orlando airport (2 hrs) away and it would be
 great to take the train.  When I'm in San Francisco, I utilize the BART.


Perhaps it's time to re-think the original plan.  Offer Station Stops..as an option. Not in the
 future.     


Thank you.   John Clark  


-- 
John Clark 
SENIOR SOLUTIONS INSURANCE AGENCY,  LLC
1151 SW 30th Street, Suite F
Palm City, FL 34990
(561) 818 2506
Florida Licensed Agent  P024330
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From: Ali Soule
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: I support All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 5:18:49 PM


All Aboard Florida is a much-needed project for the state of Florida. With our increasing population and congestion, we must look toward
 alternative mobility choices to get people off of the roads and into transit. All Aboard Florida will benefit the environment. The service will
 reduce emissions, reduce congestion and noise impacts along the route. It will also create significant economic impact for the entire
 state. For all of these reasons, I support All Aboard Florida. 


Thank you, 
Ali Soule
Miami, FL 
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From: onlypalm
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not all aboard Fl
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 6:45:39 PM


I LIVE IN Sebastian,  I am totally again t your plans to run this train up the coast. ABOVE
 WEST PALM IT Needs to go west and up thru the middle of the state. DON'T use my tax
 dollars to fund your greed


Deb kowalsky 
Sebastian fl


Sent from Samsung tablet
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From: Daniel Dunn
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; john.winkle@dot.gov; Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov
Cc: Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil; David.Keys@noaa.gov; Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil; Allan.Nagy@faa.gov;


 James.Christian@dot.gov; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov; Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov;
 John_Wrublik@fws.gov; Charles_Kelso@fws.gov; CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov;
 BillNelson@senate.gov; Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com; Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov;
 GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com; MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov


Subject: Stop All Aboard
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 4:48:35 PM


Mr. John Winkle


Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE
Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590


Re: All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f)
 Evaluation


Dear Mr. Winkle:


The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., a 501(c)(3) organization which has
 promoted a safe and healthy environment and the unique quality of life for
 Martin County residents for more than a decade, objects to the All Aboard
 Florida (AAF) high speed rail project as currently proposed and configured and
 submits comments with respect to the following categories evaluated in the
 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS): Communities and
 Demographics (Social and Economic Community Impacts), Economic
 Conditions, Environmental Justice, Navigation, Public Health & Safety,
 Threatened and Endangered Species, Wetlands and Water Resources.


Introduction


Martin County is located within the North-South Corridor (N-S Corridor)
 identified on Page 4-1 of the DEIS. The County is located approximately 40
 miles north of West Palm Beach and has an estimated population of 151,263
 based on 2013 U.S. Census Bureau projections.


Since there are no station stops planned between West Palm Beach and
 Orlando, Martin County residents will gain no benefits from 32 new trains a
 day traveling at high speed through our community (along with an additional
 12 to 14 freight trains). AAF will cause economic harm and create safety,
 environmental, noise, and navigation hazards that Martin County residents do
 not currently face.


The stated purpose of the Environmental Impact Statement is to “disclose the
 environmental consequences” of the proposed AAF project “and to inform
 decision-makers and the public of any reasonable alternatives that would
 avoid or minimize adverse impacts to the natural or human environment.” The
 Draft EIS that was drafted by consultants who were paid by AAF fails to serve
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 this purpose. It contains inadequate, incomplete, and inaccurate information
 that must be supplemented and corrected before decision-makers and the
 public may fully evaluate the impacts of the proposed AAF project.


Communities and Demographics (Social and Economic Community
 Impacts)


AAF will have serious negative social and economic community impacts within
 Martin County.


Incredibly, the DEIS completely omits Martin County and two incorporated
 municipalities which are crossed by the project in its discussion of
 Communities and Demographics. (DEIS 4-103 through 4-105).


The City of Stuart, which is the County’s largest incorporated municipality (pop.
 est. 15,975) and is the County Seat for Martin County, is not mentioned in the
 DEIS report of impacts of the project on municipalities, although there are 10
 at grade crossings in the city. The Town of Ocean Breeze, also an
 incorporated municipality within Martin County (pop. est. 463) which, like the
 City of Stuart, is literally bisected by the project, has also been omitted.


Many of the City’s cultural resources, including the historic Lyric Theater, which
 is listed on the National Register of Historic Places, and the Stuart Heritage
 Museum are within 100 feet of the FECR tracks.


Comments submitted by the City of Stuart and Martin County address these
 issues in detail.


The Guardians of Martin County question the viability of the DEIS evaluation of
 Communities and Demographics affected by the AAF project when the largest
 incorporated municipality in the County and, in fact, all of Martin County is
 glaringly absent from the examination of these issues. The omission of Martin
 County, the City of Stuart, and the Town of Ocean Breeze from the DEIS
 evaluation of Communities and Demographics raises serious concerns about
 the thoroughness and veracity of the entire proposed EIS.


Another glaringly false and absurd statement with respect to the impact of the
 project on communities is the assurance in the DEIS that AAF “would benefit
 elderly and handicapped individuals by providing a transportation option that
 will enhance mobility and livability in their communities.” (DEIS 5-135)


Martin County has the highest percentage of elderly residents (28.9%) of any
 community within the N-S Corridor. Without any stops in Martin County, there
 is not a single “transportation option” provided by AAF to elderly and
 handicapped individuals. AAF not only fails to “enhance mobility and livability”
 in Martin County communities for elderly and handicapped residents, the
 project promises severe disruption to communities in which the elderly and
 handicapped reside and poses potential life-threatening risks.







Economic Conditions


Because the AAF project literally divides Martin County into two sections – that
 section east of the FECR tracks and that section west of the tracks – the
 project creates a severe threat to the economic survival of small businesses
 that rely on customers to cross the tracks for access.


Numerous small shops, restaurants, plants, groceries, and other business
 outlets are located adjacent to or near the FECR tracks. Fast and safe access
 across the tracks is not assured by the project, threatening the customer base
 of many of these small businesses, especially in the unincorporated areas of
 Port Salerno, Hobe Sound, Golden Gate and Jensen Beach and the
 incorporated municipality of Stuart, which encompasses the minority
 community of East Stuart.


Martin County has five “community redevelopment areas” (CRAs) which will be
 impacted by the project. None of the CRAs are identified or discussed in the
 DEIS. The Jensen Beach, Rio, Golden Gate, Port Salerno and Hobe Sound
 CRAs all are adjacent to or bisected by the FECR tracks. CRAs are statutorily
 created areas designed to eliminate blight, provide affordable housing, and
 generate economic development and stability within the communities where
 they are established. The DEIS fails to consider the project’s negative impacts
 to Martin County’s CRAs, such as the effect of lower property values caused
 by AAF on the Tax Increment Financing methodology that is used to finance
 and maintain CRA operations.


The economic benefits of the project touted by the DEIS are limited to
 temporary construction work in creating new infrastructure in Martin County.


The DEIS analysis that no job loss or neighborhood fragmentation will result
 from the project (DEIS S-17) is not borne out by the experience of small
 business owners and residents in the project area, especially those adjacent
 to or in close proximity to the FECR tracks.


Severe economic damage to existing small businesses will be long-lasting or
 permanent. It is likely some will not survive the onslaught of increased train
 traffic that will block access to their businesses and create hazardous
 conditions for their customers trying to cross the tracks.


Environmental Justice


The DEIS fails to identify, quantify, or describe minority and low-income
 populations in Martin County that are disproportionately impacted by the
 negative impacts of the AAF project.


The County’s minority and low-income populations are, as in many other
 communities, situated closest to the project and are frequently bisected by the
 FECR tracks.







The East Stuart community within the City of Stuart is historically African-
American. East Stuart hosts two at grade crossings – at Florida Street and A1A
 (Dixie Highway) and at Decker and A1A. The tracks separate a densely
 populated residential area from the commercial area, and it is common for
 residents – especially children – to walk or ride their bikes across the tracks
 several times a day. One of the most beloved and utilized organizations within
 the East Stuart community, the Gertrude Walden Child Care Center, which
 provides services for low-income and minority parents and children, is located
 in the immediate vicinity of the project.


Similar situations exist in the Port Salerno, Hobe Sound and Golden Gate,
 where public schools, athletic fields, parks and youth centers such as the Boys
 and Girls’ Club are located in close proximity to the project. These
 communities have a high level of minority residents and businesses who are
 disproportionately impacted by the project, which does not directly impact the
 more affluent communities within the County which are not located as near the
 FECR tracks.


Among the negative effects of AAF on communities with higher percentages of
 low-income, minority, and elderly residents is the certainty that delay will be
 encountered by emergency vehicles crossing the FECR tracks to access
 emergency medical care.


Martin Memorial Medical Center, the largest medical care provider in Martin
 County (and also one of the largest employers in the County), has submitted
 comments objecting to the project noting that emergency responders
 throughout Martin County already “face a unique burden from existing freight
 traffic” on the “rail line [which] slices through the center of” the community.


Where the elderly and the very young live and congregate near the FECR
 tracks, the emergency access burden is of special concern and likely to result
 in tragic consequences. As the CEO of Martin Memorial Medical Center noted,
 even if delays caused by increased train traffic at crossings throughout the
 community are brief, “seconds can truly mean the difference between life and
 death.”


In low-income and minority communities, foot and bicycle traffic across the
 railroad tracks is common and presents additional disproportionate dangers to
 these residents.


Property values in lower-income areas are already depressed and will be
 further depressed by the proximity of the project. Noise and vibration from
 increased train traffic will disproportionately impact low-income and minority
 communities located closest to the FECR tracks.


Navigation


Numerous comments have been submitted regarding the serious negative
 impacts to navigation caused by the project and the failure of the DEIS to







 adequately and accurately address these concerns. The Guardians of Martin
 County, Inc., joins the marine industry, local governments, and boaters
 throughout the County in objecting to the project as it relates to navigation.


The information contained in the DEIS is indisputably inaccurate with respect
 to the number of vessels which pass through the St. Lucie River bridge.
 Comments submitted by Martin County include accurate counts of vessels
 passing through the bridge during the week and on weekends, reflecting more
 than twice as many vessels as the DEIS estimates.


Delays in allowing marine traffic to navigate through the St. Lucie River bridge
 opening will affect boater safety as well as property values for waterfront
 properties that lie to the west of the bridge. Commercial marinas and docks
 that require boaters to navigate through the bridge with longer and more
 frequent closures also will be severely impacted by the project.


Public Health & Safety


The DEIS fails to acknowledge that Fire Rescue and evacuation routes will be
 hampered by the project throughout Martin County.


Even in more affluent communities such as Jupiter Island and Sewall’s Point,
 there will be increased delays in the ability of emergency responders to reach
 the medical center located across the FECR tracks. Both the City of Stuart
 and Martin County, which contracts with other municipalities to provide fire
 rescue services, project serious increases in emergency response times due
 to increased train traffic and crossing closures.


Delays of as much as an additional 45 minutes are projected for evacuation in
 the event of an emergency at the St. Lucie Nuclear Power Plant on
 Hutchinson Island just north of Martin County. All evacuation routes are
 crossed by FECR tracks. In the event of other emergencies or weather events
 that require evacuation, increased train traffic will generate still more delays.


Pedestrian crossings which are frequently used throughout the County,
 especially in low-income and minority areas, will be even more dangerous with
 not only a higher number of trains on the tracks each day but increased speed
 of approaching trains. Pedestrians used to gauging the time available to cross
 the tracks based on the slower speed of freight trains will face significantly
 less crossing time with high-speed passenger trains approaching.


Threatened and Endangered Species


The DEIS discounts any impacts to threatened and endangered species and
 inaccurately states that no such species will be affected by the project.


The project passes through Jonathan Dickinson State Park (JDSP) in Martin
 County, which is the site of a number of resources which are not even
 mentioned in the DEIS. The Florida Division of Recreation and Parks (DRP)







 has submitted comments identifying species which will likely be impacted,
 such as perforated reindeer lichen ( Cladonia perforata ) located within the
 right-of-way and Curtiss’ milkweed ( Asclepias curtissi).


The Division notes that the federally protected eastern indigo snake has habitat
 within the N-S Corridor that will be impacted, as well as the Florida scrub jay,
 gopher tortoise, gopher frog, and Florida mouse. The gopher frog is especially
 likely to cross back and forth across the tracks in the park to travel between
 scrub habitat and wetlands breeding grounds.


Expansion of the tracks through JDSP will impact Florida scrub jay habitat as
 well as gopher tortoise on site.


More frequent closings of the rail crossing within JDSP will have severe
 negative impacts since the park has only one public access road. Emergency
 vehicles, campers, and day visitors could be trapped in the western part of the
 park during closures.


The DPR has submitted extensive and detailed comments addressing these
 issues.


Wetlands and Water Resources


As with other environmental impacts, the DEIS minimizes damage to wetlands
 and water resources resulting from the proposed project.


Comments submitted by Martin County detail serious concerns, including
 potential impacts to the Northwest Fork of the Loxahatchee River, which is
 federally designated as a Wild and Scenic River. The DEIS brushes off such
 concerns, suggesting that the lack of proximity to the FECR tracks eliminates
 or minimizes them. The entire Loxahatchee River watershed is a significant
 ecological complex, however, that provides unique habitat for endangered,
 threatened and migratory birds that travel throughout the area, including within
 the right-of-way.


Overall impacts to wetlands throughout the project area have not been
 quantified or addressed by the DEIS, which discusses mitigation of these
 impacts without acknowledging Martin County’s special protections for all
 wetlands. Insufficient data is provided for an accurate evaluation of the
 project’s wetlands impacts.


Impacts to water resources are being considered by the U.S. Army Corps of
 Engineers; however, the Corps has yet to schedule public hearings which
 have been requested by the Guardians of Martin County, Inc., as well as
 Martin County and other governmental agencies.


It is inevitable that impacts to manatee, protected seagrasses, and other
 marine life will be severe as a result of increased train traffic resulting in
 increased bridge closures producing more vessels queuing up to navigate







 through the bridge.


Conclusion


The DEIS failed to objectively and fairly evaluate the CSX Route Alternative
 (DEIS Figure 3.2-1), which would avoid most if not all of the negative impacts
 to Martin County residents and communities. The AAF-paid consultants simply
 rejected the CSX Route Alternative out-of-hand, citing speculative issues such
 as “the risk that CSX would not be willing to enter into” a shared use
 agreement for existing infrastructure and unsupported conclusions such as the
 CSX Route Alternative poses “the highest potential adverse direct and indirect
 impacts to wetlands and protected species.” (DEIS 3-7)
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., strongly opposes the AAF project as
 proposed. The DEIS is replete with inaccurate, out-dated, speculative, and
 subjective material that appears to have been deliberately skewed by the
 drafters to support an unsustainable, critically flawed project.


The Guardians advocates consistency with the Martin County Comprehensive
 Growth Management Plan in all development throughout the County. The
 DEIS inaccurately states that the Plan was prepared by the Martin County
 “Division of Community Planning.” (DEIS 4-4) There is no such agency within
 Martin County government. The Plan was prepared by the Martin County
 Growth Management Department.


Please insist that the final EIS be delayed until supplemental and accurate
 information is provided that truly reflects the AAF project’s impacts on the
 population and communities along the projected route.


Sincerely,
 
Daniel Dunn, M.D., Ph.D.
309 SE Osceola Street, #350
Stuart, FL 34994
772-781-3299
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc.
www.theguardiansofmartincounty.com
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From: Ray Spiess
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:52:32 AM


 
 
A throw-back to the ninetieth century robber baron, the East Coast Railroad pursues  the the
 monstrous All Aboard Florida project with callous disregard to the near unanimous Treasure
 Coast objections.  If the railroad is successful, the future will find it nearly impossible to
 address the degrading effects of long freight trains rumbling (with longer delays and increased
 frequency) through the downtown centers of every Treasure Coast community.   In other
 words, the degrading impacts of the AAF project will be permanent.  Into the indefinite future
 motorists, like bleating sheep, will fume and curse the railroad as they wait helplessly for the
 long trains to pass.  But who in the robber-baron East Coast Railroad offices will give a
 damn?
 
This doesn’t have to be.  The railroad and the Treasure Coast communities can work together
 for the common good.  Move the tracks to avoid city centers.  The communities will be more
 than happy.  Having more control on the construction, the railroad should be able to lay tracks
 to provide the fastest and most efficient freight movement.  The project will be expensive but
 it is my guess, if done properly, the communities will be willing to help with the funding. 
  The communities wins; the railroad wins.
 
Start by applying the high speed passenger service money to the rerouting project.  No one
 will object as virtually no one believes the passenger service can succeed and that it is nothing
 more than a sham, a shameless come-on.
 
Ray Spiess
 
4600 Hwy A1A #210
Vero Beach, 32963
 
772/492/3615
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, September 29, 2014 1:06:27 PM


 
 


From: Silva, Michelle (FRA) 
Sent: Monday, September 29, 2014 10:57 AM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florida
 
 
 
From: Brad Raynor [mailto:bradraynor@gmail.com] 
Sent: Friday, September 26, 2014 10:51 AM
To: Silva, Michelle (FRA)
Subject: All Aboard Florida
 
I vehemently oppose the All Aboard Florida proposal. FECI railroads intersect both cities I
 live and work in (Sebastian and Vero Beach) and will do nothing but hurt our economy. 
 
Lower property values
Increased congestion
Delays for first responders.
 
If Florida was going to implement a statewide rail system we should have gone with the
 federal plan and placed new tracks west of towns!
 
Thank you for your time.
 
Brad Raynor
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From: Teresa Oster
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Eve Samples; Eve Samples
Subject: Against eastern tracks in stuart
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 1:56:33 PM


The disruption of the AAF plan to the Stuart area would be extreme, changing Stuart as we
 now know it. And making those living east of the tracks have a difficult time reaching i95 and
 the turnpike as well as their schools and workplaces. 
Stuart and Jensen Beach are already bottlenecked at our three bridges connecting the north and
 south. This would further disprupt the flow of traffico, creating a safety hazard and an
 economic hazard for our community. Why should we be subject to this in order to fill the
 pockets of a private company?
Also, it would be wise of your managers to build tracks as far west of our aging and
 challenged St Lucie nuclear power plant reactors as possible. 
Teresa Oster
Jensen Beach FL
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From: Wazie1
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; wazie1@aol.com
Subject: All NOT Aboard Florida !
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 3:56:57 PM


Ok...not sure who will read this, but I HAVE to speak out before it's too late!  This whole idea of a "high
 speed passenger" train ROARING through the otherwise serene towns along the Treasure Coast is
 pure hogwash.  Sorry, but this is exactly how I, and the vast majority of us who live in the affected area,
 feel!  
It's all too obvious that the "lobbying" that has gone on thus far seeks to delude those who attend any
 meetings into thinking that the main reason FOR this project is to make it easier for PEOPLE to go
 between Orlando and Miami when eventually it will be used for freight hauling cars, since THIS is the
 only way such a rail service could expect to make money!
Shame on those who are involved with this plan!!!!!  You seek monetary gain at the cost of so many
 trusting people whose lives will be forever changed to their detriment should this plan go through.  
It will SPLIT many of the charming towns in half, causing waiting periods that could impact emergency
 responders to have to wait when lives could be at stake, as well as putting hospitals on one side, while
 someone needing to go to the ER is on the "other" side of the tracks.
The list goes on WHY NOT to consider this plan at all.
I'm hoping that enough people will make their thoughts known so that this "idea" will die as if it had never
 been a "thought".


Sydney Chichester
Vero Beach, FL
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From: Shirley Mckenzie
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: I think this is a waste of tax payer money and should be totally canceled
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 5:39:56 PM


Sent from my iPhone
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From: peggy fisher
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: "Rockridge Property Owners Association Rockridge"
Subject: Not all aboard! Run second set of tracks in more central, less populated part of state
Date: Monday, October 13, 2014 9:56:10 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle.
 
I share Beverly Matsoukis’ and many Floridian’s concern about AAF placement of the second
 tracks which I believe will be detrimental to many FL communities, especially vulnerable
 coastal areas near the sea like Vero Beach.  I believe the impact on the Treasure Coast where
 no stops are planned will  be totally detrimental, adversely affecting our safety, real estate
 values, tourism  and tranquil lifestyle.
 
Please listen to and address our concerns and hopefully this is not already a “done deal,” in
 spite of our concern and outrage as some columnists and Letters to the Editor have been
 saying, spreading the alarm.
 
The  citizens of Vero Beach and many of our representatives are strongly opposed to AAF and
 do not want it running through our unique and lovely city by the sea.
 
 
 
 


Cheers from Vero Beach,
Peggy Fisher
Seaside Scoop  Publisher
9360 Seagrape Dr.
Vero Beach, FL 32963
772-388-4920


 
Turn the wheel of your life. Make complete revolutions. Celebrate every turning. And
 persevere with joy.
—Deng Ming-Dao Writer
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If you’d like to receive inspiration from the sea via free, monthly Seaside Scoop enews
 reaching readers spanning FL, 43 states and 55 countries abroad with words-for-the-month,
 health, fitness & finance tips, humor, conservation, animal-focused fun, movie & restaurant
 reviews,  the Dating Game Catwalk & much more, please email:
 writingbyfisher@bellsouth.net
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From: mongoose01@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop The All Aboard Train and How This Train Will Negatively Impact The Majority Of Our Citizens and Our Home
Date: Tuesday, October 7, 2014 5:36:13 PM


Environmental Justice


 


Dear _______John Winkle Of The FRA________,


 


Hello


My family and I live in Indian River County. Previously we had lived in New York and
 New Jersey. Our family had lived near trains before in Spring Lake and Point
 Pleasant New Jersey, beautiful places to live as is the current case for Vero Beach
 Florida. Currently as was the case up north the small commercial trains that you
 would hear as we would all sit around our wrap around porch gave these
 neighborhoods a wonderful sense of vacation, small town and the ushering in of
 another memorial day and summer season to come.


Vero Beach where our leaders and its building department don’t even allow
 buildings taller than 3 stories, nor allow that much commercial projects want to
 keep that small town atmosphere we currently have. I truly don’t think the planning
 department had ever imagined what those people at Florida All Aboard nor anyone
 else would be planning to do with these coastal tracks. This can not be allowed for
 many more reasons than anyone could list to have this project completed this way.
 Using the existing coastal rail road for a rapid train system will turn us more into the
 rapid transit system of New York City and less like the one in Point Pleasant, Long
 Beach Island, Spring lake and Cape May New Jersey. There is no reason to state
 mark my words because I have to believe you already know this.


I also believe the building department here did not think much about wher it placed
 communities so close to the rail road tracks along U.S Highway One. I can tell you
 now as stated for the record that our community, and even more precise this home
 we live in and spent our hard earned money on to build “this custom home will not
 only lose much of its value by this type of train system, but because of a rapid
 train system like this it will cause many people looking for homes to stay clear from
 buying this home, in our neighborhood and area”. I also believe beyond any
 reasonable doubt that “our quality of life will be diminished greatly”. I would not be
 honest if I did not say that we are very scared to think that people can be lead to do
 harm to others for their own financial gain, especially based on this impact report that
 was nothing more than sham.


Where are thy brothers keeper here on earth, here in the United States, Here in
 Florida now? I trust between you, me and the Lord Thy God we all call on every
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 Sunday to hear our prayers will looks into each of our souls each and every day.


I can understand each parties position. I can understand what it might mean for you
 and your agency to tell those who only fly over the tracks, never feeling the hardship,
 the time the burdens & fumes “No this Idea is no good this Idea is Dead in its tracks!”
 I know this because I was in a position of authority at one time (Supreme Court State
 of New York). I have other relatives that live here and even my parents who are
 against this train system that live in Jupiter Florida & Boca Raton and they are not
 directly impacted but know right from wrong!, and until anyone of those good people I
 will only meet in Heaven need an ambulance and can’t get to the hospital because of
 either stupidity or greed, or maybe it will be a fire, who knows. In regard there are just
 to many reasons this project needs to stop and the small amount of train travelers
 this will benefit. It does not outweigh the vast majority of citizens this will negatively
 impact.  


Back to our home and community again, (Vero Beach) currently when we have family
 visiting and the train comes through early in the morning when everyone wakes they
 will say they thought they were in Spring lake, our home already has a slight
 vibration and sometimes you may hear the horn. A serious question now is what is
 the impact of this type train and our home, this community? and what happens when
 along U.S Highway 1 and say 73rd street and all the commercial properties there are
 sold, then all the massive amounts of trees are cleared that currently buffer the
 sound of the infrequent commercial train that goes through? Anyone taking into
 account the impact of those trees being removed? 


I have read the current impact report and just like when I was on the job it was
 tailor made to suite the party looking to have the work approved/and for this train
 system to go through. It does not take into account for every single person and it
 clearly does not bring to account what should be the top reason for or against this
 project. Like does this affect more people negatively than positively? Can this cause
 harm or death to the citizens that I need to make a wise decision for? Will this cause
 negative changes in the quality of life for residents along the coast, and not just the
 massive traffic, congestion and pollution issues it will cause? 


Finally as we had stated we are very scared and concerned in regard to losing the
 quality of life we have and the devaluation of our home. If a bad decision is made,Will
 all those who do own homes and properties be compensated for this and is that just,
 In God We Trust or Not? Honestly we don’t want to be put in the position having o
 contact Charlie Rose, Chris Mathews, Arianna Huffington and CNN indicating the
 need for a massive class action. I think we all want to just enjoy their remainder of
 our days here on earth in sunny Florida.


Last the research we have in this short amount of time did indicate that in other
 places train systems were dropped under ground, walls constructed, tracks moved all
 done to make sure people’s homes and quality of life were not negatively
 impacted. This is the 21st Century and even if the case was that only the very poor
 and unfortunate were affected by this that would be even more the reason to make
 the right decision and stop this now.







I for one am glad to have had parents who taught me to do onto others as I would like
 done onto thyself and I try to believe our government can still do what is right, but the
 last thing I want to think while at church some Sunday in the future is Lord may your
 Government usher in as soon as possible. We no longer even know right from
 wrong.


Thank you for your time and attention in this very important matter, not just for this
 family and our concerns but to every last person that this will negatively impact. 


Respectfully Submitted


Michael DeBlasio


Denise DeBlasio


Michael W. DeBlasio II


Josephine DeBlasio


Michael W. DeBlasio I


Mary Cutillio


Tony Cutillio


Wayne Cutillo


Rosemary Grimes


    


 








From: Angelus Bud
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Indian River Neighborhood Association, Executive Director Dan Lamson
Subject: AAF Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 6:21:13 PM


I am a member of the IRS Neighborhood Association and concur and support their report submitted yesterday. I am
 appalled by the disregard for Treasure Coast residents safety and environmental issues. Like most residents in
 Indian River Shore, I would encourage you to move AAF west of the coast.


Respectfully,


Alber J Angelus Jr
1405 Old Winter Beach Road
Vero Beach, Fl.  32963
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From: galemrobertson@gmail.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: I
Date: Thursday, October 30, 2014 9:08:30 AM


I would like to voice my disapproval of All Aboard Florida’s plan for a high speed rail from
 Miami to Orlando.  I have seen no concrete evidence that there is sufficient need for this for
 commuting between Miami/Ft. Lauderdale/& West Palm Beach to reach a destination via rail
 to Orlando which could justify the expense or the negative impact.


Living off the far eastern end of Cove Road in Stuart, I have seen the impact of the freight rails
 on our neighborhood.  This is a pre-existing situation which I must accept (including the noise
 & impact upon traffic) but I feel the “commuter” rail to Orlando is both unnecessary and only
 a burden on everyone except inner-city Miami & the politicians who have benefitted from
 campaign donations from the investors in All Aboard Florida!!!


Why take a “commuter” rail to the sprawling Orlando area and it’s varied but far-reaching
 attractions and/or businesses…you’d still need to find local transportation or rent a car.  Let’s
 be practical; this is not a good plan.


Oh, here comes a freight train…even with all windows closed and a goodly distance from the
 tracks, I am listening to the engineer blowing his warnings at each crossing.  Why would I
 want more of that for a program which does not serve the needs of the VAST majority of
 Floridians?????


Sent from Windows Mail



mailto:galemrobertson@gmail.com
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From: Douglas Moore
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: Against the expansion of the Florida East Coast Rail Line
Date: Monday, October 6, 2014 9:06:35 PM


 
Douglas Moore
Port St. Lucie, Florida
dougmnj1949@yahoo.com


 I'm writing this letter to protest against the proposed commuter line and new trackage for the
 Florida East Coast rail service. It has yet to show any real need for or who might use this
 passenger service especially with so few stations. Add to that the disruption to the communities
 along the right of way in my opinion would be devastating as traffic congestion would be massive
 not to mention the disruptions to maritime traffic especially on the St Lucie river which backs up
 even now with many fewer trains. The new line will be impacting environmentally sensitive areas
 like the Savannas Preserve, Jonathan Dickinson State Park, as well as other areas. It will also
 impact the businesses along the right of way once it's expanded causing I believe economic
 hardship for those businesses both close to the right of way due to increased noise and vibrations
 as well as to the inhibiting of the free flow of traffic to those businesses.
<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]-->
I'm also curious as to why if this is such a good idea and of definite benefit to the community as a
 whole and is deemed to be such a good business idea it needs government assistance. Let those
 who wish to build it assume total liability for said debt instead of passing the liability to those
 opposed to this proposal or failing that let all those who will use it assume the liability for said
 debt not just the passenger service and especially not the public who are opposed to this.
<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]-->
I would like to add that this subject has not shown either it's necessity nor that it will be of value to
 the communities it is supposed to serve and as there is not benefit to most of the communities
 along the right of way I find it odd that anyone can declare that this proposed railroad expansion
 is of benefit to any but, a few communities if that and even there I believe you would find many
 voters are against it.
<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]-->
I suggest that this proposal be put to a vote by the communities involved rather than dictated by
 the powers that be who are showing no concern for the citizens affected by this.
<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]-->
Yours Truly,
<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]-->
Douglas and Sigita Moore
1957 SE Benedictine St.
St Lucie County Florida
Port St Lucie, Fl 34983
722-834-7168
dougmnj1949@yahoo.com
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From: michael.j.cole@dot.gov on behalf of FRAPA@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: All aboard impact report
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 8:33:14 AM


 
 
Michael Cole
Public Affairs Specialist
Office of Communications and Legislative Affairs
Federal Railroad Administration
Tel (Direct):   202-493-1306
Cell:             202-450-7599
Fax:             202-493-6068
michael.j.cole@dot.gov 
 
Rail – Moving America Forward
The Federal Railroad Administration’s mission is to enable the safe, reliable, and efficient movement of people and goods for
 a strong America, now and in the future.
 
Follow FRA on Facebook and Twitter
 


From: Your Realestate advisor [mailto:jingerk@msn.com] 
Sent: Saturday, September 20, 2014 11:04 AM
To: Public Affairs (FRA)
Subject: All aboard impact report
 
I found some glaring discrepancies in your report and it made me question whether the entire
 report lacked validity or if it was done merely as a technicality.  Specifically your report states
 that your ridership from Miami to Orlando is expected to be 1.5 million people in the year
 2019, while further down in the report you state that the environmental impact will be
 negligible because it will be taking 1.2 million vehicles off the road. Are we really to believe
 that nearly all 1.5 million people would have been driving in solo vehicles from Miami to
 Orlando?
 
Furthermore there is no indication of the "economic impact" for the property values lost.  This
 includes the information for the tax revenue and the actual values to the property owners. I
 sincerely hope that this draft gets more detailed and better scrutiny from all involved before
 it is used to circumvent needed changes in the design of the All Aboard Florida Plan.
 
Thank you forwarding this to the appropriate department for review.


Jinger Knox
321-288-1689
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From: Edie Gengras
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All NOT Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 2:33:50 PM


REROUTE THE SECTION THROUGH THE TREASURE COAST!!!!  The train works well from Miami
 to Palm Beach but inland is the only good decision for the final leg.  As it is proposed now, the
 section along the Treasure Coast would be a disaster for the area – with NO benefits save the
 initial construction.
 
Edie Gengras
Hobe Sound, FL



mailto:edie@gengras.com
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From: Kathy Sweeney
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not all aboard!!
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 8:32:48 PM


I'm very opposed to having that train go from Miami to Orlando. I live in a 55 and older community and God for bid
 and ambulance needs to get into our complex they will not be able to cross over those tracks 32 times a day
Therefore I am very opposed to having the train I think they should use the tracks by  95 which are already in
 existence
Kathleen Sweeney!!


Sent from my iPhone
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From: Sally Lewis
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop The Train
Date: Saturday, September 20, 2014 7:52:32 AM


I do not support the All Aboard Florida train. I live in Jupiter and I am very concerned about safety issues, 
the impact to the boating industry and taxpayer money requested for the loan.  There are many other 
concerns that I have about this train proposal.  We can get to Orlando by train or bus already.


I don’t understand how the Draft EIS claimed there was minimal impact on our communities.


Thank you,
Sally Lewis
A concerned taxpayer in Jupiter, Florida.



mailto:sally@slewismedia.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Bkort
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF Comments
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 10:02:15 PM


Hi:


As a regular visitor to Florida, I strongly endorse AAF.  It'll let me travel w/o renting a car, and using the roads.
  With thousands of people taking rail, it'll mean less traffic, fewer roads and less polution.


Brad Kort, MBA
President
Web 2 Market, Inc.


708-653-3100 ext. 201
bkort@web2market.com
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From: LARRY
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: IMPACT OF ALL ABOARD FLORIDA ON EAST CENTRAL FLORIDA
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:27:07 PM
Attachments: no train.docx
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PUBLIC RESPONSE TO THE “ALL ABOARD FLORIDA” PROPOSAL


BY BEVERLY HALL


PALM CITY, FL


WE CAN CONCLUDE THAT THE “ALL ABOARD FLORIDA” BUSINESS PLAN IS NOT VIABLE BECAUSE UNSUBSIDIZED PASSENGER TRAINS IN THE US HAVE NOT BEEN PROFITABLE AND BECAUSE THE PROPONENTS OF “ALL ABOARD FLORIDA” WOULD SHOW THE PLAN TO THE PUBLIC IF IT WERE ECONOMICALLY VIABLE.


WE CAN ALSO CONCLUDE THAT THE DETRIMENTAL EFFECTS OF THE PLAN ARE TREMENDOUS.


THE PROPOSED SCHEDULE OF “ALL ABOARD FLORIDA” TRAINS COMBINED WITH FREIGHT TRAIN TRAFFIC WOULD AFFECTIVELY PREVENT BOATS FROM PASSING UNDER THE ROOSEVELT BRIDGE DURING DAYLIGHT HOURS WHICH HAS THE FOLLOWING CONSEQUENCES:


*THE TREASURE COAST MARINE INDUSTRY WOULD BE HURT VERY SEVERELY.


*THE VALUE OF ALL THE WATERFRONT PROPERTY WEST OF THE ROOSEVELT BRIDGE AND ON THE OKEECHOBEE WATERWAY WOULD BE REDUCED SIGNIFICANTLY (PROBABLY OVER 20 %).


*DAYTIME PASSAGE TO AND FROM THE OKEECHOBEE WATERWAY WOULD BE ELIMINATED.


*IF OCCASIONAL BRIEF OPENINGS DO OCCUR, BOATS WOULD BE CROWDED TOGEATHER AND ATTEMPTS TO PASS THROUGH DURING THE BRIEF OPENINGS WOULD RESULT IN VERY HAZARDOUS PASSAGE.


*SOME NIGHT PASSAGE MIGHT BE POSSIBLE BUT IT WOULD BE MUCH MORE HAZARDOUS THAN DAYTIME PASSAGE ESPECIALLY FOR NOVICE BOATERS.


THE POSSIBILITY OF “ALL ABOARD FLORIDA” WITH 32 PASSENGER TRAINS PER DAY AND THE ANTICIPATED INCREASED FREIGHT TRAIN TRAFFIC RUNNING ALONG THE BEAUTIFUL, QUAINT, POPULATED CENTRAL EASTCOAST OF FLORIDA IS AN OUTRAGE. THIS INCREASED TRAIN TRAFFIC REDUCES PROPERTY VALUES, REDUCES TOURISM, REDUCES LOCAL AND MARINE BUSINESS ACTIVITY, INCREASES TRAFFIC CONGUSTION, AND DESTROYS THE CHARACTER OF OUR COASTAL TOWNS. THE COSTS TO THE PUBLIC OF IMPLEMENTING “ALL ABOARD FLORIDA” ON THE COASTAL FLORIDA RAIL LINE ARE ORDERS OF MAGNITUDE GREATER THAN THE COSTS REQUIRED TO BUILD A 2ND RAIL LINE THROUGH THE CENTER OF THE STATE THAT WOULD PASS THROUGH SPARSLEY POPULATED AREAS  AND PROVIDE A MORE DIRECT ROUTE TO ORLANDO. THE COSTS TO THE PUBLIC AND THE DAMAGE TO EAST CENTRAL FLORIDA’S COMMUNITIES CAUSED BY “ALL ABOARD FLORIDA” ARE AN OUTRAGE MADE EVEN MORE EGREGIOUS BECAUSE WE ,THE TAXPAYERS, ARE BEING FORCED TO PROVIDE THE FINANCING.


ADDITIONALLY, I BELIEVE THAT THE PUBLIC OUTCRY WOULD BE MUCH STRONGER IF THE PUBLIC HAD NOT BEEN CONVINCED THAT “ALL ABOARD FLORIDA”WAS A “DONE DEAL”.


THANK YOU FOR YOUR CONCIDERATION.


BEVERLY HALL


PALM CITY FLORIDA







From: Joan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Against
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 6:33:30 PM


Dear AAF:
According to new articles, you want to hear from residents.  Therefore, since I am unable to attend any
 meeting near my home in Fort Pierce, I wish to express my adamant opposition to the proposed All
 Aboard Railroad coming through this area.
 
My objections are the additional time it will take to go everywhere in our community.  The tracks cross at
 many places and 32 trains daily will be an inconvenience, will slow traffic and be a major headache. 
 
Each passing train requires traffic to stop when the alarm sounds, then as the train goes through, then
 while the barriers are again raised.  It adds up to 5 minutes or more each time.  32 times a day!
 
I am one-half a block from a crossing, and if I'm going North from my house it will affect me and the 900
 others who live in my community.  There are many other communities close by who will also be
 affected.  32 times a day!
 
While this will be inconvenient for pleasure purposes, it will mostly be detrimental for necessary doctor
 appointments and tests, etc.  Unfortunately, many seniors have many of these as they get older.  So our
 daily lives will be greatly affected.  32 times a day!
 
It will also affect younger, working professionals who live locally.  Especially ones who must drive all day
 - truckers, real estate people, etc.  And businesses and people who live near the tracks who will have a
 lot more noise. 32 times a day!
 
And worst of all - it will affect emergency vehicles.  EMS services and the police and firemen simply will
 not be able to get through in a timely manner!
 
So for all of the above reasons, I strongly object to this added activity through our lovely little
 community.
 
Esepcially when there is an alternative that could be employed - and that is to build tracks west of the
 downtown areas.  Many less people would be affected, the added time would be minimal, and I see no
 reason (other than cost) that this would not be considered.  Since the high speed trains are being
 introduced to increase revenues, the extra expense could simply be factored into the business
 plan offset by the extra revenues expected!
 
Please consider this objection in your calculations.  I would be at the meetings to voice it in person if I
 could.
 
Thank you.
Joan Weade
1207 S Lakes End Drive
Ft. Pierce, FL 34982
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From: judith humphrey
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All NOT aboard Fla.
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 5:21:02 PM


There is no benefit to the cities between W. Palm Beach & Orlando....We have attended most of the meetings about
 this issue ( All Aboard ).....at the last one      ( Kane Center )...none of the ALL Aboard representatives could tell us
 the benefit except that we would have new railroad crossing gates ( which we would have to arrange for less horn
 noise on our own if we didn't want so much noise......are we lucky or what????) one rep said it would cost too much
 money to head westward....what about the cost to all the business & home owners etc. if this goes through? If we
 wanted noise & confusion we'd head to N.Y......money hungry executives seem to like to take over the most
 beautiful & desirable places to live in the US & turn them into undesirable places to live. At the Kane Center, all
 the people who were collecting petitions etc. were from All Aboard.....wonder what they did with all those negative
 feedbacks???????? We doubt if anyone cares what
 the
 majority wanted.....just busy work....just smoke & mirrors......do what is right & head westward.....
                        Judy & Don Humphrey    Stuart Fla.
                        jjhumphrey@yahoo.com
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: All aboard
Date: Tuesday, November 4, 2014 7:14:10 AM


 
 
From: Larry Coviello [mailto:larrycoviello@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, November 03, 2014 3:55 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: All aboard
 


Please let it be known that we are Jupiter , Tequesta  residents since 1989 and love this village
 and feel that all aboard would be a disaster if it ever comes to be!
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From: pamjeand
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not all aboard
Date: Friday, October 24, 2014 11:07:09 AM


Please do Not allow these trains to pass through Martin Co.  They will cause safety hazards
 and delays for all emergency vehicles.  These railroad crossings will tie up and delay all
 traffic.  These trains will have no benefit for the Treasure Coast residents.  Do not allow these
 trains to pass through Martin Co.  Thank you.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone



mailto:pamjeand@comcast.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Terry Howard
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop This Nonsense - Liars & Thieves??
Date: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 10:00:18 AM


                                                                    Liars and thieves?


Time is the most valuable possession people have.  We live in St Lucie Village, the oldest
 neighborhood along the Indian River Lagoon between Titusville and Jupiter; here well before
 the railroad.  In the course of a day my neighbors and I cross the tracks many times. All
 Aboard Florida will steal our time. If each of those 32 trains clog a crossings for no more than
 2 minutes a pass, that’s an hour and 4 minutes more of daily crossing blockages. Add the
 expanded freight traffic and the freight trains side tracked to make way for the passenger
 trains and it’s a railroad crossing nightmare. All that live near the tracks would lose a large
 chunk of their lives- their time- to sitting in traffic listening to and watching trains go by.
And it’s still a mystery where all of their passengers are. Anyone today can ride Amtrak 97
 Silver Meteor from Miami to Orlando for $43 or from West Palm Beach to Orlando for $31.
 The travel times are 5 hours and 3 hours and change respectively. And there seems to be
 plenty of vacant space on these daily Amtrak trips. So where are all the mystery passengers?
Now we learn from TCPalm columnist Rich Campbell that the Federal Railroad Commission
 turned the responsibility of creating and preparing the environmental feasibility impact study
 over to AAF. Allowing any credibility to be given to such an unfair biased study is pure folly.
 AAF will say and do about anything to get it. And according to TCPalm newspapers they have
 spent more than three and a half million dollars lobbying various government entities for
 their project. There is zero benefit for the people of the Treasure Coast, who must pay for
 enhancing the safety of all of the railroad crossings.
The AAF people are planning to steal the valuable time, and seriously diminish the quality of
 life, of many thousands of south Floridians.   And they are evasive and loose with the truth,
 especially concerning their supposed passenger ridership.  I will not call them liars and
 thieves, but their whole project stinks.
And I’m very suspicious that the Federal Railroad Commission is just a rubber stamp for All
 Aboard Florida, and these public hearings are a sham. Please prove me wrong and stop this
 fiasco.


  Terry Howard


473 Chamberlin Blvd
Fort Pierce, Florida
34946
772 332 0153 
terryleeh@msn.com
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From: Ralph Caruso
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@dot.gov; Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil; David.Keys@noaa.gov;


 Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil; Allan.Nagy@faa.gov; James.Christian@dot.gov; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov;
 Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov; Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov; John_Wrublik@fws.gov; Charles_Kelso@fws.gov


Cc: CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov; Bill@BillNelson.senate.gov; Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com;
 Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov; GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com; MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov


Subject: AAF Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 4:28:57 PM


 
                                                                                                                                4014
 SE Fairway E
                                                                                                                               
 Stuart, FL 34997
                                                                                                                                412-
436-0821
                                                                                                                               
 rxc@yahoo.com
 
                                                                                                                               
 December 2, 2014
                                                                                                                               
Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE
Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590 (sent by email)
 
I am writing to provide you with comments concerning the  Draft Environmental
  Impact Statement (DEIS) for the proposed All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger
 Rail Project.  I have attended several local meetings where this project was
 discussed, and am a local resident and a boat owner in the area that will be impacted
 by this project.  I have reviewed the entire DEIS and as many supporting documents
 that I could find,  and considered the various analyses that are presented.
 
 
General comments
 
Overall, there is very little information in this document about the various
 methodologies that were used to generate the analysis results.  There are references
 to emails from various individuals, but no explanation where those emails are
 available to the public.  All of the analysis methods, inputs, and assumptions should
 be publically available on a website for public inspection.  If some methods are
 proprietary, then members of the public who do not have a commercial interest in
 them should be accorded the opportunity to sign non-disclosure agreements with the
 organizations that claim proprietary interest, so that they may understand  how the
 calculations were performed.  If analyses were performed according to an approved
 methodology of using data provided by a government organization, there should be a
 link in the document to the supporting government website where the details of the
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 methodology can be reviewed and data audited.
 
Ridership Summary
 
Where is there a description of the methodology for the ridership document?  What
 assumptions were made? There are no references to the exact methodology, where
 both the methodologies and their exact inputs and assumptions,  can be examined. 
 There is no assessment of the fact that CSX, which used to be a passenger railroad,
 is not interested in restarting this line of service.  There is only self-serving
 statements by AAF that they will take away some part of the current road traffic
 between Miami and Orlando, and therefore there will be an environmental benefit. 
 This whole section is a sham.
 
Affect on Navigation in the St. Lucie River
 
Navigation Report Section 4.1.3-C
 
This section states that the analysis used data from a survey taken during the first two
 weeks in January 2014.  Why did they not use the data from the Stuart road bridge of
 actual openings?  This bridge is manned and the bridge tender is required to keep
 detailed records of the vessels that pass through it.  This source of data  would
 provide much better data on seasonality and time-of-day openings.  An EIS is
 supposed to use the best data available, but instead this analysis used a small
 sample over two weeks, during  the lull in winter season traffic.  One can see how
 winter season traffic varies by fact that weekend traffic is much higher in second
 week of survey than in first week of survey.
 
An EIS is supposed to consider the effects of off-normal operation of the proposal,
 and this analysis does not consider cases where the trains do not travel according to
 schedule, or where a train suffers a mechanical failure that disrupts the schedule,
 and causes trains crossing the river to operate more slowly and bunch up more
 often.  Also, there is no consideration for the age of the bridge and the opening
 mechanism, which will cause it to fail in the closed position more often that it
 currently does. 
 
With the current train schedules, the bridge often stays closed for an hour at a time. 
 With increased train traffic it is very reasonable to foresee that more trains will break
 down, or suffer mechanical failures that will cause them to operate more slowly than
 scheduled. These mechanical failures will cause the trains to operate more slowly,
 and therefore block off access for mariners and vehicles at land crossings.
 
Table S-2 of the DEIS  states that “improved track infrastructure would decrease the
 duration of any single bridge closure”, but  it does not explain that the openings will
 take place much more frequently, and therefore the total amount of time that the
 bridges will be closed will be MUCH greater.   There is no detailed description of
 what specific track infrastructure improvements will be made or how they are
 specifically expected to decrease the duration of bridge closures, because there will
 be essentially no change in the speed of trains crossing the tracks.  Furthermore,







 much longer freight trains will be crossing the bridge, and the bridge must remain
 closed to boat traffic until the entire train clears the track, and until any additional
 trains that are queued for passage clear the bridge.
 
The use of average train speeds (for which the numbers are not documented) to
 determine how long it takes to clear bridges and traffic crossings is misleading and
 deceptive, because train traffic thru the most heavily impacted areas does not
 proceed at the “average speeds” quoted in the documents.  Freight traffic cannot
 cross the St. Lucie Bridge at the stated “average speed” of  51 miles per hour,
 because there is a curve (about 0.4 miles long) at the northern approach to the St.
 Lucie bridge that currently limits speed on the curve and the bridge to 25 MPH. It is
 proposed to increase the speed limit to 30 MPH for freight and 35 MPH for
 passenger trains on the curve, and to increase the speed limit for the bridge to 70
 MPH (freight) and 80 MPH (Passengers) .  Therefore, the entire freight train must
 limit its speed to 30 MPH from the point where the locomotive is about to enter this
 curve, until the last car leaves the curve.  This means that the entire average freight
 train (average length of 8150 ft(1.5 miles))  will be  traveling at only 30 MPH (not 51
 MPH) for nearly 3.5 miles.  Southbound trains cannot exceed this speed until the
 locomotive has passed MP 262.7, so that the major crossings in downtown Stuart will
 be closed for the time it takes for trains to pass thru at only 25 MPH, not 51 MPH. 
 The analysis also does not consider that freight train sizes are planned to increase,
 to 14,000 ft (nearly 3 miles)
 
There is no discussion in the EIS about how FEC is going to upgrade the current
 bridge to allow it to be qualified for traffic at 70 MPH for freight trains.  The omission
 of this information or any other discussion of the capability of the St. Lucie bridge
 from the EIS seems to be a deliberate concealment.  When I questioned the person
 who did the navigation simulations, he knew nothing about any of these speed
 restrictions or how they affected his models.  As such, this is a prima facie proof  of
 the inadequacy of the navigation model.
 
The analysis of the impact on vessels  did not consider the complicated geometry of
 the St. Lucie Bridge, which sits between the New Roosevelt Bridge and the old Dixie
 Highway bridge.  The area is constricted and there is very little room to maneuver
 between the bridges.  It is not safe for vessels to try to stay close to the bridges very
 long, waiting for them to open, because of the currents.  A queue of boats waiting for
 the bridge to open makes it even more dangerous, because the longer the vessels
 wait for the opening, the more frustrated and inattentive the mariners will become.  If
 the bridges are not open for very long, mariners will be tempted to push ahead in the
 queue and rush for the opening, creating a significant opportunity for collisions
 between vessels and allusions with structures.
 
In discussions with the individual who performed the analysis, he explained that he
 did not consider any of the real navigational situations that exist for mariners at this
 bridge, that he did not know that vessels do not pass one another in opposite
 directions as they pass thru the bridge, and that he knew nothing about  the
 proposed operation of the trains, other than the statements by AAF that the trains
 would move at a particular “average speed” across the bridge.  There is no detailed







 discussion of his model in the DEIS.
 
The St. Lucie river is also a significant evacuation route for vessels that desire to
 move inland in case of a tropical storm.  Under a tropical storm water or warning,
 many vessels will try to pass thru the bridge and head  for Indiantown and other
 locales where they can be safely hauled out to withstand a storm.  Closing the bridge
 for train traffic will subject  evacuations like this to additional stress, and will inflame
 worries about being able to avoid storms.
 
 
Vehicle traffic crossings in Martin county.
 
There will be severe impacts to the heart of downtown Stuart, Jensen Beach, Port
 Salerno, and other small communities from noise, vibration, and traffic congestion,
  according to the maps in the DEIS.  The entire east side of Stuart will be cut off from
 the rest of the county very frequently, thus making it difficult for emergency services
 to access hospitals and other emergency facilities on the east side of the tracks.
 
The data used in the analysis for vehicles crossing the  tracks in Martin county are
 completely inadequate and inappropriate.  The DEIA  used the an “Annual Average
 Daily Volume” for traffic  at the crossings, but this is not appropriate and results in
 misleading and deceptive results,  because the actual traffic thru crossings is highly
 dependent on  the time of year, the time of day, and the day of the week.    During
 the high season (October to May) the vehicle traffic in Stuart is MUCH higher than
 during the rest of the year, and the use of annual average daily numbers  smears out
 the peaks, which occur very frequently during the high season.  This will have a
 significant effect on traffic queues that are created by the increased rail traffic.  The
 seasonal effects need to be evaluated.
 
FECR plans to close one of two crossings in Port Salerno, right in front of the only
 Fire and Rescue Station in Port Salerno.  The operation of this station will be
 impacted severely by the proposal, because one of the redundant crossings will
 disappear, while the other one will be closed  much more often, for a much greater
 total amount of time.  The fire services will not be able to reliably deal with
 emergencies to the west of the tracks, and if they do, they will be at severe risk of
 being cut off if an emergency occurs that requires them to return to the east. 
 
In addition, the length of the freight trains will be increased, up to 14000 ft, according
 to public statements by FEC railway officials, so that the trains that are stopped
 waiting for bridge openings or for oncoming trains to clear the bridge, will block
 several crossings at one time, for very long periods of time.  Freight trains take a long
 time to come to a complete stop and to start up again, so any freights that have to
 stop will have a significant effect on traffic at the closed crossings.
 
Increased train traffic will also increase the frequency of accidents at crossings and
 also at non-crossing locations, as railroad trespassers attempt to cross the track. 
 Accidents cause trains to stop and this disrupts both the  opening of the bridges
 across navigable waterways and the closing of vehicle crossings on land.  By its very







 nature, the increase in train traffic will reduce the ability of people who live in the
 Stuart area from going about their daily activities, for work, to schools, for commerce,
  for recreation, or during emergency situations.
 
 
Conclusion
 
This proposal fundamentally creates an isolation  zone on the east side of the tracks,
 and will cause economic death to Stuart, Jensen Beach, Port Salerno,  and all of the
 infrastructure on the east side of the tracks.  The analyses in the DEIS are seriously
 flawed, do not consider significant variations in the input values used for the
 modeling, do not consider significant facts related to the operation of the trains under
 the proposal, and are therefore completely inadequate to serve as input for making a
 decision about the  impact of this proposal on navigation or on the local environment
 in Stuart. 
 
There is no benefit whatsoever to people who live in Martin County  from this project. 
 They will bear an intolerable burden  of noise and disruption in order to allow FEC to
 run additional freight trains.  The proposal to run passenger trains is a sham to
 garner Federal tax dollars to pay for upgrades to their infrastructure, to support more
 freight traffic.  If there was a real market for passenger service between Orlando and
 Miami, CSX would be willing to  pay for it to happen.  However,  CSX and the other
 major railroads learned a long time ago that passenger traffic does not pay, and they
 have wisely decided to not pursue it any further.  Only sham outfits like FEC will try to
 fleece the government for subsidies to pay for passenger services that will quickly go
 bust, leaving the government holding the bag for the  cost.
 
The analysis results are deceptive and misleading.  The input assumptions are not
 based on a wide enough sample of real data for vessel movements and vehicle
 traffic at crossings.  The analyses do reflect the way that the trains will actually run,
 do not take into consideration the effects of accidents, mechanical breakdowns,  or
 the limits of the bridge to carry the traffic.  The analysis results are therefore not valid
 and not usable or useful for evaluating the proposal.
 
The DEIS should be rejected until these significant defects are remedied.  AAF
 should not be granted any Federal loans for this project, and the US Coast Guard
 should not permit AAF/FECR to close the St. Lucie River Bridge any more than it
 currently allows.
 
 
Ralph Caruso
 








From: Irene Buhl
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: INSULTING OUR INTELLIGENCE CONTINUES
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:21:10 AM


Why do we let AAF continue to insult our intelligence? Several of us, against this
 debacle, have extensive backgrounds in professional marketing & understand
 exactly what has & has not  been put forward for public review & consideration.
 Obviously, the environment impact document was a farce from the beginning in it’s
 biased sponsorship & financing procedures.
 


As presented by AAF, the clear& honest facts have been withheld from us including
 the true nature of their ambitions. Obviously, they have no chance of being
 profitable as a passenger service & fail to inform us of their ulterior motives, most
 notably, increased freight & securing government loans for which, LETS BE
 HONEST, taxpayers will end up paying for. I won’t continue with the devastation to
 our way of life along the treasure coast, emergencies, safety, and all that have
 been repeated over & over in our newspapers & forums.
 


For myself, having over 30 years in government marketing & sales with General
 Dynamics, United Technologies, & AT&T, it is easy for me to see through the AAF
 information presented & the enormous amount of pertinent information withheld!
 


Thank you for the opportunity to respond. ---- Sincerely, Gerald Buhl.
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From: Susan Flutie
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Against
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2014 6:41:22 PM


This idea has no purpose. It's not even worth sending the tracks west. What family is going to fly to MIA or PBI and
 take a train to House of Mickey? They will fly direct and rent a car so they can drive and tour the area. Floridians
 are not going to use this in either direction because once you get to a station our public transportation is ridicules.
 This is not NYC or Boston where they rely on public transportation. If you are so sure....put it to a vote! Also, will
 it be subsidized eventually? Can't see enough interest from most to run this idea in the black. Might as well paint
 the tracks red.


Susan
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From: Harriet Downie
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Not Aboard for Rail Road
Date: Thursday, October 30, 2014 4:13:34 PM


I am sure you have many dislikes about this situation, but The fact is, you have
 tracks out west of the town of Stuart. When I bought my house I knew about
 the freight trains and the airport. These few things are a way of life, but now
 you want to come down the middle of this town running 70+ mph, we have parks
 by the train tracks, along with homes and businesses.
 
I also want to let you know that moving sand around in these freight car's is
 already a danger to our health. The sand that comes from the trains and fall's
 unto these tracks have Silca Sand which is used to make concrete, however no
 one seems to tell you how dangerous it is to your health by breathing this stuff
 and when a train goes by this stuff get's tossed into the air and of course we
 then breath it.
 
Also all the dirt that comes from these trains running through our town also
 comes into our homes. We have to keep our windows closed, and run air
 conditioning, which in the end cost us money not the train's.
 
Next to this our main hospital for heart patients is on the river side. Do you
 know how bad traffic is when backed up due to a train coming through, they
 can not get to a hospital fast enough. That is one of the main reason's we built
 two new bridges over the river so that we have four lanes and they are able to
 get there, we had a lot of death's happen because the bridges were up for
 boaters or traffic was backed up and no place to go to get around traffic.
 
If a train happens to wreck in our town it will hit our homes as we are not but a
 few feet away from the tracks, same with the parks in our area. These fast
 trains also cause our house's to shake at times and our windows rattle, so that
 would mean I will have more damage done to the foundation of my home and
 the home's of my neighbors.
 
If you want a train which is really not necessary it should be sent out West of
 our town, you have plenty of tracks there. You have no stops in our town, St.
 Lucie, Martin County, Vero Beach, Hobe Sound therefore you really don't need
 to bring this through our town.
 
I am not rich to where I can just pack up and move and lose my investment in
 my home. I am retired and have lived here in my home for over twenty years
 now and with all the trains etc have redone the outside of my home several
 different times. After awhile this also get's expensive since you have to pay to
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 get it redone, draw permits etc.
 
Please by all means go out west, most of that is cattle country and don't think
 it could do much damage to cattle.
 
Thank you for your consideration in regards to public input.
 
Cordially
Harriet Fricker Downie
801 SE 15 St
Stuart, Fla. 34994








From: rakonda.gray.ctr@dot.gov on behalf of FRAPA@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Boynton Little House fails
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:17:24 PM


 
 


Rakonda Gray
Administrative Assistant
Communications and Legislative Affairs
VESA Health and Technology
US Department of Transportation
1200 New Jersey Ave., SE
Washington, DC 20590
Direct Line: 202-493-1355
Mobile: 202-236-4580
Rakonda.Gray.CTR@Dot.Gov
 


From: dan spotts [mailto:miaqua@earthlink.net] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 17, 2014 6:24 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Cc: Public Affairs (FRA); Dobbs, Catherine (FRA)
Subject: Boynton Little House fails
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
Over the weekend the Little House restaurant in Boynton Beach announced it was closing.  This was
 a historic building which was renovated by our Community Redevelopment Authority at a cost over
 $200,000 in tax money and, in my view, dumped next to the FEC railroad tracks in Boynton Beach. 
 Normally most restaurants could be looking for increased business over the winter.  But with the
 planned expansion of All Aboard Florida just a few feet away, they have decided to give up.  This
 makes at least 8 businesses in the corridor next to the FEC that have moved or closed in the past
 few months as the All Aboard plans take shape.  This impact was not predicted in the poorly written
 EA produced by All Aboard Florida. 
 
I am once again asking you to do what the FRA promised it would do in the FONSI and again in the
 notice of intent in the Federal Register.  Do a complete and comprehensive Environmental Impact
 Statement on your own covering the entire corridor from Miami to Orlando.  Do not substitute the
 EA of 2 years ago, written by All Aboard Florida, for a legitimate EIS written by the FRA. 
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Spotts
Boynton Beach, Florida   
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From: T Good
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not all aboard
Date: Monday, November 10, 2014 10:13:41 PM


I doubt anyone will actually read this. But here it goes anyway. We don’t want your trains
 through our communities. There is no long term benefit to the Treasure Coast. I suggest you
 buy a home where a train will pass through your back yard 32 times a day and tell me how
 you like it. You will be KILLING people who can’t get emergency response to there homes on
 time. YOU WILL have blood on your hands. Is a life worth your stupid fucking train service,
 which by the wy will fail. People who want to come to Florida  and visit Orlando are gonna go
 stay in Orlando to begin with. Not stay in Miami or Ft Lauderdale and then take a train to
 Orlando. So you won’t make your money back with passenger fees. You will go belly up which
 will mean we tax payers will be on the hook for your loan. Or is the passenger service just a
 ploy to get more freight trains coming through in the long run. Well thanks but no thanks. It is
 bad enough I have to leave for work an extra 15 minutes early to avoid catching the
 freight train that comes through at that time of day. Do you really expect thousands of people
 to be happy about having to alter their lives so your company can try to make a few bucks.
 My god have a heart. Seriously put yourselves in our positions. I mean REALLY think about it.
 You buy a nice home that happens to be located in a place near the tracks, imagine you have
 to cross those tracks to go to the marina to get to your boat to take a cruise on the river. But
 now comes a train. The whole house shakes 32 times a day + the freight trains. Now your
 stuck at the crossing. Finally you get to the boat , you are on the river getting ready to go
 through the draw bridge, but NO, you have to wait for a train. Same story on the way home.
 Train at the draw bridge, train at the crossing going home.  You finally get home and have to
 call 911 cause hubby is having chest pains. But the ambulance can’t get there quick enough
 because low and behold there was a train! I’m willing to bet you’d be pissed too if this was
 your story. Hope you get sued the first time someone dies because the ambulance had to
 wait for a train at the crossing. 


Thanks, but no thanks,
Tiffany Goodwin
City of Port Saint Lucie resident
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From: Aron Trocchia
To: John.Winkle@DOT.Gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: Stop all aboard
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:15:34 AM


To Whom IT May Concern:


My wife and I have a family in Stuart FL and see daily the issues that the current freight trains
 cause throughout the treasure coast.  Please reconsider the route through the downtowns such
 as Stuart, Jensen, and Vero Beach.  It is dangerous and will stifle business and transportation
 further.  Please consider an inland route which would not disturb the centers of these
 communities. 


Sincerely,


Aron Trocchia 
Stuart FL 
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From: JOHN PRATT
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF Comments
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 1:41:49 PM


   As an 82 year old boater living in Palm City, West of the Roosevelt Bridge I am very concerned about the
 increased traffic on the rail spur that runs through Stuart.  At present the closing of the railroad bridge are tolerable
 and not too disruptive.  The bridge closes :20 min. before rail traffic is due to cross the St. Lucie River.  If AAF
 increases traffic by 32 trips (16 each direction) it would mean about an additional 16 hours of closures.  I estimate
 “30 mins closure for each train and this is probably conservative.  The disruption to marine commercial and
 pleasure traffic will have a very negative impact.
   Our fine hospital, Martin, North, lies east of the railroad and crossing closures will have a severe impact on the
 many emergency vehicles delivering patients to the facility.  We are an aging population and hospital access is
 vital.
   AAF has admitted that they don’t  expect passenger traffic to be profitable and that they look forward to property
 development along the right of way, to provide the profit they won’t achieve through passenger revenue.  As the
 country labors under an admitted debt of 17 Trillion Dollars (probably closer to 20 Trillion) there is no justification
 for adding more public debt.
   I know of none of my friends and associates who live on the Treasure Coast who approve of the addition of 32
 daily thigh speed trains tearing through our community that receives no benefit from the incursion.  We should not
 have to accept this incredibly bad proposal being rammed down our throats!


John T. Pratt
Palm City, FL
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From: Cheryl Kozloff
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: IS ALL ABOARD FLORIDA THE NEXT SOLYNDRA?
Date: Friday, November 21, 2014 2:36:05 PM


My Name: Cheryl Kozloff


My Email: cheryl@kozloff.net


My Address:


7186 SE Golfhouse Drive
Hobe Sound, FL 33455


Let's do a comparison between the known facts of these two start-up organizations,
 Solyndra and All Aboard Florida.


Solyndra owners were well politically connected in Washington and were key political
 players.
Tulsa billionaire George Kaiser was a major political donor and frequent visitor to
 Washington D.C. and state capitals.
They hired lobbyists, lawyers, consultants, contractors and public relations firms
 seeking financial favors from our government.
They were successful. Our government gave them $535,000,000 in loan guarantees.
 Within fifteen months, they were out of cash and nine months later they shut down their
 plant and laid off nearly all their employees.


American taxpayers lost all their money.


Fortress, Inc. a New York based hedge fund's Chairman and principals are politically
 well connected in Washington and Florida.
Their principals have met with Governor Scott several times and their representatives
 with key Washington Congressional officials.
A former Fortress employee is now Governor Scott's chief of staff.
Like George Kaiser, some senior Fortress executives are billionaires. They too have
 hired lobbyists, consultants, contractors, advertising and public relations firms in
 Washington and Florida to THE TUNE OF 3.5 MILLION TO advance their scheme.


The first federal loan request is identical to Solyndra's.


It is a request for the Office of Budget and Management to grant loan guarantees to All
 Aboard Florida $1.6 billion. The second request, for approximately $1.6 billion, is for a
 federal loan allocation and authority to sell tax exempt bonds in the market place. This
 right, if granted by Washington to AAF/Fortress, is a subsidy by tax payers to a private
 company.
The All Aboard Florida business plan which would show the sources and uses of funds,
 income statement, cash flow and balance sheet projections are hidden from view.
An attempt to obtain them from Florida DOT under the Freedom of Information Act,
 resulted in an All Aboard Florida law suit against the state, blocking them from being
 released.
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Revealing their ridership study between Orlando and Miami has also been blocked from view
 by their law suit.


In sum, the only difference between Solyndra and All Aboard Florida is their relative
 size. All Aboard Florida's loan requests are at least three times larger.


Fortress/AAF financial usual strategy is to pay off higher cost financing with lower cost
 financing using taxpayer money. In this case, using undocumented ridership studies on a
 destructive path through coastal towns without a stop.


STEP ONE
About nine months ago Fortress raised $405 million from new investors to fund their train
 project. They had to pay investors 12.35% to attract the money. That is an equity rate.
These are equity investors investing in this Florida rail scheme.


STEP TWO
In the private activity bond (PAB) request to Treasury, Federal DOT and Wall Street
 underwriters, their Prospectus states, according to Bond Trader, that THE FIRST MONIES
 FROM THE LOAN WILL GO TO PAY OFF PRIOR EQUITY OWNERS.


So out of a $1.6 billion tax-exempt loan proceeds, if they receive authority from the Feds, 25%
 OF EVERY DOLLAR will go to prior Fortress/AAF equity owners.
The balance will go to other general project expenses, which will include lobbyists,
 consultants, contractors, lawyers, advertising and public relation firms.


STEP THREE
While these financial schemes are afoot, the direct loan request to the Federal Railroad
 Administration for the RIFF loan is still live and well. This direct loan or loan guarantee from
 OMB carries the full faith and credit of the United States government. Therefore, the loan rate
 will fall between 3% to 4% for a 35-year term.


So the $405 million in equity is cashed out by the $1.6 billion loan at 8% to 9%. That loan is
 then cashed out with 3% to 4% money.


So what we see in this financial sequencing is raising money $405 million at 12.35%,
 replacing it will $1.6 billion tax-exempt private activity bonds (PAB) at 8% to 9% then
 replacing that loan with 3% to 4% money.


The financial plan is to pay off higher priced loans with lower priced loans and always using
 some type of taxpayer money or taxpayer privilege to do so.


Cool for them. Not so cool for the taxpayer.


This is a public subsidy for an unsafe train that history shows will have insufficient ridership,
 retrofitted to old tracks dangerously running over 340 AT GRADE CROSSINGS through coastal
 towns without a stop in the communities that it will destroy. What is wrong with this picture?


Sincerely,
Cheryl Kozloff


Recipients







Commissioner Chuck Nelson District 2
Commissioner Mary Bolin Lewis District 4
Ananth Prasad Florida Department of Transportation
Governor Rick Scott
Congressman Paul Ryan








From: Dee deWaal
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All ABOARD FLORIDA - COMMENTS -
Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 11:25:43 AM


LOW RAILWAY BRIDGE STUART -North & South St. Lucie River has multiple yacht
 clubs & private homes on the river with large boats -  plus moorings for seasonal
 visitors. These folks want to get out to the ocean quickly ---- 


What about the boat traffic from the west coast of Florida through the St. Lucie
 Locks?


I know there was a law that boaters had the right of way.  What  Happened???
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From: roland.debiase@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard Fla.
Date: Sunday, November 9, 2014 2:47:01 PM


pLEASE STOP THE TRAINS. Downtown Stuart is the only


downtown we have. Every month there is another occasion. Halloween brought out hundreds of children. Now there
 is Pineapple Festival. Cars, traffic ,children.,parents, strollers. We have Art Shows, Music shows,. this willstop. We
 went to 2 of your meetings. They were a farce and a scam. We might have just as well stayed home and wrote
 another letter. Which I dont think it matters either. You have the money and you are sticking this project down our
 throats, even though we dont want it. You will be changing the quality of our lives and our chidrens lives and our
 grandchildren lives ( I am 77 yeats old).I take all my Grandchildren to the events.At the meetings we thought our
 voices would be heard. We came away angry,disillusioned. It is very fustrating to our generation,raised on mass
 protest as a way of getting social change. All you see is dollar signs before your eyes. Erase the dollar signs and see
 people asking for you not to do this.Read our letters that come from the heart and not from the pocket book, as
 yours do.Being ignored by big government or big business is the worst possible response to passionate
 protesters.Josephine DeBiase Pt. St. Lucie, Fl.


wsPLEASE STOP
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From: Randall.D.Overton@uscg.mil on behalf of Overton, Randall D CIV
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Coast Guard Input to AAF DEIS
Date: Thursday, December 4, 2014 8:26:47 AM
Attachments: CGD7 Response to AAF DEIS.pdf


-----Original Message-----
From: Overton, Randall D CIV
Sent: Wednesday, December 03, 2014 4:21 PM
To: 'john.winkle@dot.gov'
Cc: Dragon, Barry CIV
Subject: Coast Guard Input to AAF DEIS


Mr. Winkle,
Attached is the Coast Guard comments to the AAF DEIS.


Thank you,
Randy


Randall Overton
Federal Permit Agent USCG
Bridge Management Specialist
909 SE 1st Ave Suite 432
Miami, Fl 33131
(305) 205-0795 Cell
(305) 415-6736 Office
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From: Linda Valente
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not all aboard
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2014 2:13:25 PM


Hello,


May I start by saying this transit will be going thru a state park/sanctuary for animals and natural growth. People go
 camp there. Children go learn about the environment.
Why does this preserved park have to be ruined?
Why does money make you so in/out of the loop?


This goes thru areas where it is surrounded by the poor people in mobiles, and the schools, and low income
 retirement communities..many mobile home ones. These are the three groups of people we need to protect.
Why make their life harder?
Have you seen this area?


Homes are on A1A, not 100-125 feet from the train. The mobile homes shake now, but we are use to it. It is a few
 times a day.
People walk, ride bikes, jog down A1A. I can not imagine having a high speed monster 50-60 feet away. That's
 horrible.
Not to mention diesel burn off and soot.


Poor, elderly and children...come see.


Please be empathetic.
Put yourself, or your child, or parent in our shoes.
We deserve peace also. Even if you don't know us.


Redirect this vessel before it's too late.
You never regret doing the right thing.


Sincerely,
Linda Valente


Sent from my iPad
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From: Amy Payne
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop in Brevard
Date: Saturday, November 22, 2014 11:27:12 AM


I just wanted to let you know I would regularly use this train from Brevard county to the Orlando Airport. Please
 add a stop in a Brevard county.  Amy Payne


Sent from my iPad
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From: Dottie Spahr
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF Concerns
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:22:35 AM


I am writing to voice my concerns about AAF's plans to run more trains through the most heavily populated areas of
 the Treasure Coast. I haven't seen any reports supporting the need for 16 round trips to transport passengers to and
 from Miami and Orlando. Has there been any feasibility study indicating passenger travel would be profitable?


It seems that the real plan is create more passage for commercial transport, which will only add more congestion to
 the densely populated Treasure Coast. What will happen when AAF wants to expand commercial transport beyond
 what's presently proposed? There will no room for it through our downtown communities.


It doesn't seem that the quality of life for Treasure Coast residents has been considered or respected. We live here
 24/7. You at AAF are deciding on changes that won't personally impact your lives.


Jensen Beach
Dorothy Spahr
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From: KATharine Miller
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: IS ALL ABOARD FLORIDA THE NEXT SOLYNDRA?
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2014 12:33:46 PM


My Name: KATharine Miller


My Email: katmill@ix.netcom.com


My Address:


103 River Rd, Hobe Sound, FL 33455


Let's do a comparison between the known facts of these two start-up organizations,
 Solyndra and All Aboard Florida.


Solyndra owners were well politically connected in Washington and were key political
 players.
Tulsa billionaire George Kaiser was a major political donor and frequent visitor to
 Washington D.C. and state capitals.
They hired lobbyists, lawyers, consultants, contractors and public relations firms
 seeking financial favors from our government.
They were successful. Our government gave them $535,000,000 in loan guarantees.
 Within fifteen months, they were out of cash and nine months later they shut down their
 plant and laid off nearly all their employees.


American taxpayers lost all their money.


Fortress, Inc. a New York based hedge fund's Chairman and principals are politically
 well connected in Washington and Florida.
Their principals have met with Governor Scott several times and their representatives
 with key Washington Congressional officials.
A former Fortress employee is now Governor Scott's chief of staff.
Like George Kaiser, some senior Fortress executives are billionaires. They too have
 hired lobbyists, consultants, contractors, advertising and public relations firms in
 Washington and Florida to THE TUNE OF 3.5 MILLION TO advance their scheme.


The first federal loan request is identical to Solyndra's.


It is a request for the Office of Budget and Management to grant loan guarantees to All
 Aboard Florida $1.6 billion. The second request, for approximately $1.6 billion, is for a
 federal loan allocation and authority to sell tax exempt bonds in the market place. This
 right, if granted by Washington to AAF/Fortress, is a subsidy by tax payers to a private
 company.
The All Aboard Florida business plan which would show the sources and uses of funds,
 income statement, cash flow and balance sheet projections are hidden from view.
An attempt to obtain them from Florida DOT under the Freedom of Information Act,
 resulted in an All Aboard Florida law suit against the state, blocking them from being
 released.


Revealing their ridership study between Orlando and Miami has also been blocked from view
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 by their law suit.


In sum, the only difference between Solyndra and All Aboard Florida is their relative
 size. All Aboard Florida's loan requests are at least three times larger.


Fortress/AAF financial usual strategy is to pay off higher cost financing with lower cost
 financing using taxpayer money. In this case, using undocumented ridership studies on a
 destructive path through coastal towns without a stop.


STEP ONE
About nine months ago Fortress raised $405 million from new investors to fund their train
 project. They had to pay investors 12.35% to attract the money. That is an equity rate.
These are equity investors investing in this Florida rail scheme.


STEP TWO
In the private activity bond (PAB) request to Treasury, Federal DOT and Wall Street
 underwriters, their Prospectus states, according to Bond Trader, that THE FIRST MONIES
 FROM THE LOAN WILL GO TO PAY OFF PRIOR EQUITY OWNERS.


So out of a $1.6 billion tax-exempt loan proceeds, if they receive authority from the Feds, 25%
 OF EVERY DOLLAR will go to prior Fortress/AAF equity owners.
The balance will go to other general project expenses, which will include lobbyists,
 consultants, contractors, lawyers, advertising and public relation firms.


STEP THREE
While these financial schemes are afoot, the direct loan request to the Federal Railroad
 Administration for the RIFF loan is still live and well. This direct loan or loan guarantee from
 OMB carries the full faith and credit of the United States government. Therefore, the loan rate
 will fall between 3% to 4% for a 35-year term.


So the $405 million in equity is cashed out by the $1.6 billion loan at 8% to 9%. That loan is
 then cashed out with 3% to 4% money.


So what we see in this financial sequencing is raising money $405 million at 12.35%,
 replacing it will $1.6 billion tax-exempt private activity bonds (PAB) at 8% to 9% then
 replacing that loan with 3% to 4% money.


The financial plan is to pay off higher priced loans with lower priced loans and always using
 some type of taxpayer money or taxpayer privilege to do so.


Cool for them. Not so cool for the taxpayer.


This is a public subsidy for an unsafe train that history shows will have insufficient ridership,
 retrofitted to old tracks dangerously running over 340 AT GRADE CROSSINGS through coastal
 towns without a stop in the communities that it will destroy. What is wrong with this picture?


Sincerely,
KATharine Miller


Recipients
Commissioner Chuck Nelson District 2







Commissioner Mary Bolin Lewis District 4
Ananth Prasad Florida Department of Transportation
Governor Rick Scott








From: judymccluney
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Comments on the DEIS for All Aboard Florida.doc
Date: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 9:56:26 AM


Since Mr. Winkle states this link is working, I am again sending my comments below, which have also
 been mailed due to the inability to email them previously.
Thanks.
 


From: judymccluney [mailto:judymccluney@gmail.com] 
Sent: Sunday, November 23, 2014 9:15 PM
To: 'AAFcomments@vhb.com'
Subject: Comments on the DEIS for All Aboard Florida.doc
 
I have reviewed the DEIS for All Aboard Florida’s proposed passenger rail project.  I am a
 longtime resident of Brevard County Florida.
 
A number of areas seem inadequately addressed in the report and for me cast doubt on the
 feasibility of the project.   It seems unworthy of public support.
 
Traffic issues stand out.  Appendix  2.1  states “The Project is intended to alleviate the
 growing congestion of the regional highway system while not
creating new or substantial delays to existing local transportation networks.”   The report
 states our traffic is expected to double by 2040.
This project does nothing to alleviate local traffic from Cocoa to West Palm Beach.  It will
 contribute to congestion by having trains block major intersections in busy, established and
 growing communities along the main U.S.1 artery.  The report obfuscates the likely numbers
 on the traffic back-ups by not explaining or putting into length measures such as “feet” or
 “miles” the “queue line” figures.  If they are in “feet” the analysis showed many intersections
 with queue lengths approaching a mile and “LOS” (wait) times of well over a minute.  I could
 not find any analysis for Brevard County intersections.  With the figures given for our
 neighboring counties, even if the actual train passage were only seconds, the back-up of
 waiting traffic would likely spill beyond the turn-off lanes and block through-highway
 commuter (U.S.1) traffic.  The intersection closure times listed are inconsistent.  For 2011,
 based on actual figures, they are given as: 28.5m.p.h. av. speed for freight trains with 195 sec.
 av. time to clear the intersection and  240 seconds to both activate crossing gates & have the
 train clear the intersection.  In the 2016 plan the freight speed is listed as 53.8 miles per hour
 and 103 seconds to clear the intersection (not counting crossing gate times.)  Why is the speed
 of freight trains almost double?  For passenger trains with average speed of 98.1 m.p.h. the
 clearing time is stated as 6 seconds.  Regardless, the approach to the intersection requires
 close to 40 seconds gate closing and opening time.  The issue here is not clearance but that
 traffic signals at intersections have to prevent cars’ approach into that intersection sooner.
 When the existing turn lanes from the highway are of limited length traffic is likely to back up
 into the highway.  Is AAF going to pay for expanding such highway turn-off lanes? 
 
With traffic blockage of main roads traffic can no longer be “through” traffic.  Thus the intent
 of new road improvement such as U.S.1 in Cocoa is rendered useless.  Tax money has been
 wasted to improve a road that will have more blockage and congestion, rendering it obsolete
 before it is even completed. 
 
Safety is an issue of course.  It has not been adequately addressed in terms of this road
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 blockage, which itself has been poorly examined.  Our safety and hospital services are often
 on the “other” side of the RR and U.S.1.  They will be blocked by more trains.
 
Finally, there are taxation issues.  With so much more frequent use of the crossings by trains
 more upkeep will be needed.  These costs for maintenance and “rebuilds” (average cost
 $100,000 per intersection) have for years been paid by our communities out of our tax
 monies.  Why should we do this for a supposedly “private” enterprise that detracts from our
 quality of life and gives us no benefit?
 
Another area of concern for the project as a whole are the places where the rail crosses rivers
 via draw-bridges.  If such bridges malfunction it can take days to fix them.  If people are
 depending on these trains for dependable transportation they may well be upset at the delays. 
 After all, we are no longer in the 19th century.  The report notes that under storm conditions
 trains may just have to be cancelled.  Again it seems this train will be of no service to the
 residents of Florida.  If a major storm came, making it necessary to evacuate areas such as S.
 Florida, the trains would be unlikely to help, and perhaps might hinder leaving the area.  As
 well, too many delays and break-downs would give the AAF bad publicity and deter train use,
 perhaps extensively.  The project would be seen as a boondoggle and consequently be even
 more likely to fail.
 
These are major considerations.  Unless they can be satisfactorily answered, I recommend not
 approving this project.
 
Sincerely,
Judy McCluney
 
 








From: Jack Virtus
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Peggy Connelly (peggy.connelly@yahoo.com)
Subject: All ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Monday, November 10, 2014 2:21:42 PM


Madames / Gentlemen,
 
I am AGAINST AAF. There are a myriad of reasons, to be against it. Firstly it it the height of absurdity
 to think people are going to pay close to $100.00 per person from Miami to Orlando one way, and
 then have to rent a car when they get to Orlando. You can easily drive the distance in 3.5 hours and
 have the use your car once you reached Orlando.  I would wager a majority of the trains will be
 nearly empty on the route. The safety issue is a very crucial issue as well. With the 32 tips a day that
 means rail crossing will be closed numerous times during the day delaying fire trucks, police cars,
 ambulances etc.  How many people may die because of the delays? In addition to delaying
 emergency vehicles the increased rail traffic will also delay boats trying to navigate the Indian River
 between various points. Boating is extremely important to the treasure coast economy and nothing
 should be done to restrict it. There is also the problem of noise pollution, the existing freight trains
 are quite loud and disturbs pets and wild life in proximity to the rails. You can imagine the noise
 created by an additional 32 trains a day. My wife & I are awaken frequently at night by the blaring
 horns of the freight trains which has led to sleeping disorders. What will another 32 trips do to me
 and my wife’s heath? I have nothing against mass transit, but I think the most logical solution would
 to place AAF out west of Route 95, which along the treasure coat which is quite rural in nature. 
  AAF is going to significantly degrade the quality of life and property values along the rail network on
 the treasure coast. AAF as it is currently planned is not good for the treasure coast.  If AAF were
 planned to be built west of Rt.95, it would be more palatable.
 
Respectfully,
 
John R. Virtus
430 Arbor Street
Sebastian, Florida 32958         
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From: roland.debiase@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard Fla.
Date: Monday, October 20, 2014 9:31:05 AM


Stop the trains, it will change the quality of our lives, just for them to make more money. We all know they are not
 going thru this expense not just to make 2 RR stops. They are going to make millions on  freight. Do you even have
 a clue that the RR goes thru an entertainment area. Hundreds of people and children walking across he tracks , cars
 crossing the tracks especially when there is a special function going on. A play at the Lyric theatre, the Pineapple
 Festival, a Art Show or Music by the river,. a music festival, I can go on and on. You will be changing our lifestyle
 and our enviornment.The train goes right thru the downtown area. This is called Confusion corner, can you imagine
 the confusion with more trains and freight trains. As it is when a freight goes thru there is a bottleneck because it is
 15 cars or more.People have patience because it is only one freight train a day. This speed train and freights do not
 belong thru a city it belongs where there are less people and cars. Do you know that the train tracks are in the
 backyards of the people that live on Indian River Dr. The extra noise, the vibration their sanity, the air pollution.
 The last insult is that to subsidize a private project with our tax dollars when we don't want it. Did I mention the
 trains pass along So Ocean Blvd. The Martin Memorial Hosp. is right down the block.What is going to happen
 when ambulances have to get to the hospital? This RR has not been thought out, all they see is dollar signs before
 their eyes.  Please listen to us and stop the All Aboard RR.Josephine and Roland DEBiase, 1672 se Portillo Rd., Pt
 St Locie, Fl 34952
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From: Carol fuller
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not all aboard
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 11:50:40 AM


I live on Hutchinson Island and I believe that All Aboard will destroy JENSEN BEACH AND DOWNTOWN
 STUART.  32 trains every day will bring a halt to most activities in both cities.  There is no reason except greed
 that they don't want to relocate the tracks.  No grants should be given to a corporation that doesn't think about all
 the people, not just there bottom line.  Now we are hearing about future use of there tracks for freight.  Sounds like
 all smoke and mirrors to me.  Please help us keep our cities safe......


Sent from my iPad
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From: penel921@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop the AAF
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 3:46:53 PM


No, no a thousand times no!
Penelope Mee
Port. St. Lucie, FL
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From: Harry Paduano
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: minigator64@aol.com
Subject: AAF Concerns
Date: Saturday, October 25, 2014 8:41:08 AM


Attn: John Winkle, 
My wife and I are writing to express our concern with the AAF plan to operate trains that will
 pass thru Vero Beach 32 times a day! We are fearful that such operation will disrupt traffic
 and potentially cause delays in emergency vehicle traffic which could result in harm to sick
 individuals as well as harm to individuals and property in need of fire and police service. We
 encourage you to take a more responsible approach that will ensure that these harmful
 consequences are avoided even to the point of canceling the AAF Project. We would
 appreciate answers to these concerns being published after a comprehensive analysis is
 completed. Thank you. 
Harry and Lorraine Paduano
Residents of Vero Beach


Sent from AOL Mobile Mail
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From: michel mercer
To: AAF_Comments_Reply
Subject: IS ALL ABOARD FLORIDA THE NEXT SOLYNDRA?
Date: Sunday, December 7, 2014 9:04:11 AM


My Name: michel mercer


My Email: michellemercier3703@comcast.net


My Address:


Stuart, Florida 34996


Let's do a comparison between the known facts of these two start-up organizations,
 Solyndra and All Aboard Florida.


Solyndra owners were well politically connected in Washington and were key political
 players.
Tulsa billionaire George Kaiser was a major political donor and frequent visitor to
 Washington D.C. and state capitals.
They hired lobbyists, lawyers, consultants, contractors and public relations firms
 seeking financial favors from our government.
They were successful. Our government gave them $535,000,000 in loan guarantees.
 Within fifteen months, they were out of cash and nine months later they shut down their
 plant and laid off nearly all their employees.


American taxpayers lost all their money.


Fortress, Inc. a New York based hedge fund's Chairman and principals are politically
 well connected in Washington and Florida.
Their principals have met with Governor Scott several times and their representatives
 with key Washington Congressional officials.
A former Fortress employee is now Governor Scott's chief of staff.
Like George Kaiser, some senior Fortress executives are billionaires. They too have
 hired lobbyists, consultants, contractors, advertising and public relations firms in
 Washington and Florida to THE TUNE OF 3.5 MILLION TO advance their scheme.


The first federal loan request is identical to Solyndra's.


It is a request for the Office of Budget and Management to grant loan guarantees to All
 Aboard Florida $1.6 billion. The second request, for approximately $1.6 billion, is for a
 federal loan allocation and authority to sell tax exempt bonds in the market place. This
 right, if granted by Washington to AAF/Fortress, is a subsidy by tax payers to a private
 company.
The All Aboard Florida business plan which would show the sources and uses of funds,
 income statement, cash flow and balance sheet projections are hidden from view.
An attempt to obtain them from Florida DOT under the Freedom of Information Act,
 resulted in an All Aboard Florida law suit against the state, blocking them from being
 released.


Revealing their ridership study between Orlando and Miami has also been blocked from view
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 by their law suit.


In sum, the only difference between Solyndra and All Aboard Florida is their relative
 size. All Aboard Florida's loan requests are at least three times larger.


Fortress/AAF financial usual strategy is to pay off higher cost financing with lower cost
 financing using taxpayer money. In this case, using undocumented ridership studies on a
 destructive path through coastal towns without a stop.


STEP ONE
About nine months ago Fortress raised $405 million from new investors to fund their train
 project. They had to pay investors 12.35% to attract the money. That is an equity rate.
These are equity investors investing in this Florida rail scheme.


STEP TWO
In the private activity bond (PAB) request to Treasury, Federal DOT and Wall Street
 underwriters, their Prospectus states, according to Bond Trader, that THE FIRST MONIES
 FROM THE LOAN WILL GO TO PAY OFF PRIOR EQUITY OWNERS.


So out of a $1.6 billion tax-exempt loan proceeds, if they receive authority from the Feds, 25%
 OF EVERY DOLLAR will go to prior Fortress/AAF equity owners.
The balance will go to other general project expenses, which will include lobbyists,
 consultants, contractors, lawyers, advertising and public relation firms.


STEP THREE
While these financial schemes are afoot, the direct loan request to the Federal Railroad
 Administration for the RIFF loan is still live and well. This direct loan or loan guarantee from
 OMB carries the full faith and credit of the United States government. Therefore, the loan rate
 will fall between 3% to 4% for a 35-year term.


So the $405 million in equity is cashed out by the $1.6 billion loan at 8% to 9%. That loan is
 then cashed out with 3% to 4% money.


So what we see in this financial sequencing is raising money $405 million at 12.35%,
 replacing it will $1.6 billion tax-exempt private activity bonds (PAB) at 8% to 9% then
 replacing that loan with 3% to 4% money.


The financial plan is to pay off higher priced loans with lower priced loans and always using
 some type of taxpayer money or taxpayer privilege to do so.


Cool for them. Not so cool for the taxpayer.


This is a public subsidy for an unsafe train that history shows will have insufficient ridership,
 retrofitted to old tracks dangerously running over 340 AT GRADE CROSSINGS through coastal
 towns without a stop in the communities that it will destroy. What is wrong with this picture?


Sincerely,
michel mercer


Recipients
Commissioner Chuck Nelson District 2







Commissioner Mary Bolin Lewis District 4
Ananth Prasad Florida Department of Transportation
Governor Rick Scott
Congressman Paul Ryan








From: Tom Fogt
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: pwfogt@yahoo.com
Subject: FW: Copier Scans
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:13:51 PM
Attachments: scan.pdf


-----Original Message-----
From: jennifer@tomfogt.com [mailto:jennifer@tomfogt.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December 03, 2014 3:27 PM
To: tom@tomfogt.com
Subject: Copier Scans


-------------------
CS-3060
[00:c0:ee:1f:6e:3b]
-------------------
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From: Carolyn Weishaar
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboar33455d
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:47:37 AM


To Whom it May Concern:
As a homeowner in Martin County I oppose the All Aboard plan for high speed rail service
 along the railroad tracks that come through many of our coastal communities.  


Perfect question??? What would be the problem with running the All Aboard through the
 countryside where no one would be inconvenienced? 


This rail service provides nothing for the communities that it will disrupt.


Carolyn Weishaar
7940 SE Double Tree Dr
Hobe Sound FL
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From: russ bissell
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard Florida draft report
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 7:44:04 AM


The all aboard Florida draft report does not adequately study the effects of increased train
 traffic in the downtown Stuart area. This omission must be corrected and we need a total,
 unbiased and complete realistic study of the impacts the trains will have on the downtown
 Stuart area including the devastating effects of the railroad bridge closings to both Marine and
 surface traffic.
George Bissell, Stuart Fl
Sent from my iPad
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From: Colleen Jelsch
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not all aboard
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 9:30:22 PM


To whom it may concern,


I live in Stuart Florida and have enjoyed this quaint tranquil community for 30 years!  The attraction to this area is
 the Peace and quiet with the ability to enjoy beautiful waterways via boating! 
Currently 10 trains a day run through thus area closing the Roosevelt bridge and intersections.  It's a part of life that
 has little to no impact on traffic, boating etc.  An additional 32 trains per day will be devastating to this community. 
 It's reprehensible that BIG money will shove this down our collective throats for your monetary gain!  The majority
 of people in this county DO NOT want "Your All Aboard"!
There is absolutely no benefit to this  county. NONE.  And yet you pander the big business and push this on
 communities that don't want it!  What part don't you understand?  We don't want your stinking railroad! 
 Comprende?!


Sincerely,


Colleen M Jelsch


Sent from my iPad
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From: Jean Defrancis
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop the Destruction
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 7:49:28 PM


When there are already tracks to the west of the coastline, & the trains will be traveling over 100 mph, why ruin our
 historic areas along the St. lucie River? There will be all kinds of destruction to our 100 year old buildings, along
 with dangerous delays for our citizens with 32 MORE trains each day blocking roads to hospitals and blocking fire
 equipment from getting through. Have a heart & use your heads!
Jean M. DeFrancis,
Concerned Citizen


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:defrancis1@hotmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Peter Bullock
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; john.winkle@dot.gov
Cc: Peter (P.B4.N) Bullock
Subject: AAF DEIS Comments - Peter Bullock
Date: Monday, November 24, 2014 5:36:22 PM
Attachments: Comments Provided on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.pdf


November 24, 2012
 
John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue   room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590
 
Subject: Comments to the All Aboard Florida draft Environmental Impact Statement
 
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
I offer my comments to the FRA’s draft Environmental Impact Statement, published September 19,
 2014.  I have attached my Comments as a .pdf file to this message.  I have also mailed to you today
 a signed hard copy.
 
I find this Draft EIS very troubling.  The document, lengthy as it is, clearly is not an independent
 analysis of impacts and clearly is not an objective analysis either.  Unfortunately, in many cases it is
 not even an analysis - where there needs to be analysis.  Without question, the document has
 completely failed to assess and evaluate the impacts this project will have on the northern counties
 affected by this project.
 
The fundamental framing of the Purpose, Needs, and Alternatives is so blatantly self-serving for All
 Aboard Florida, that I find the document professionally embarrassing to have the name of a
 government agency such as the FRA attached to this document.  From my perspective, analysis to
 protect general public safety is so abysmal as to border on being criminal.
 
If the FRA is really seeking an independent and objective analysis of project impacts and
  alternatives, I believe this document is unsalvageable and must be largely re-written.
 
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Bullock
3120 N. Highway A1A #1505
Fort Pierce, FL 34949



mailto:pete@bul4.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
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A. Preamble 
 



This impact assessment is plainly written to meet one objective only: Justify the FEC corridor route for 
an Orlando-to-Miami passenger train service.  The very structure of this document is riddled with flaws 
of: 



 Failure to meet stated Purpose and Needs 



 Failure to structure an objective assessment of Alternatives 



 Failure to conduct trade studies of impacts of alternatives 



 Failure to evaluate major impact areas such as safety 
This impact statement is so flawed that it is unusable as an independent and objective assessment.  This 
DEIS should be scrapped and a new evaluation process begun that can objectively determine impacts 
and assess alternatives. 
 
This Comments Package is grouped into 22 Comment subjects numbered alphabetically from B through 
W and will be referenced throughout this package using the language: “Comment B”, etc. 
 
This Comments Package primarily addresses the following areas of the DEIS: 



 Purpose and Need 



 Alternatives 



 Safety 
 
 



B.  “When it comes to environmental statement, the All Aboard Florida 



process seems to be sham” 
 



I can best describe the composition of this DEIS as a sham.  Rich Campbell, columnist at one of our local 
newspapers, Scripps Treasure Coast Newspapers, wrote a column in his newspaper to that effect on 
September 25, 2014.  Since I am unable to compose a clearer statement attesting to those same 
identical feelings, I simply let Rich’s words speak for me and copy his column below: 
 



“I hate to be the bearer of bad news, but Treasure Coast residents need to know what we’re up 
against with respect to All Aboard Florida. 
 
The outlook is ... not good. 
 
And it grows more bleak when you peek behind the curtain and glimpse the process federal 
officials used in creating the draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed project. 
 
All Aboard Florida plans to begin running high-speed passenger trains — 16 round trips daily — 
between Miami and Orlando, with stops in West Palm Beach and Fort Lauderdale, in 2017. 
 
Because the rail company has applied for a $1.6 billion federal loan, the Federal Railroad 
Administration is required to conduct a study on the feasibility of the project, as well as 
potential impacts — both beneficial and detrimental — to communities along the rail line. 











4 
 



 
The result is the draft report, released Sept. 19. 
 
Treasure Coast officials and residents from Sebastian to Hobe Sound have been scrutinizing the 
522-page document — with an eye to issues and statements relevant to their communities. 
 
Members of the Shaping Our Future team are doing the same and will continue to provide 
readers with critical analyses of the issues that matter most to you. 
 
I’d like to hone in on one paragraph (Chapter 1, page 7) in the draft report — a paragraph that 
lays bare the process and illustrates why we may be fighting a losing battle. 
 
Here’s what we discover: 
 
The Federal Railroad Administration “does not have appropriated funds to support the 
development” of environmental impact statements. Hence, the agency “requires the applicant 
(All Aboard Florida) to engage the services of a qualified consultant approved by the Federal 
Railroad Administration to assist (the agency) in preparing the Environmental Impact 
Statement.” 
 
Did you note who selected the consultant? 
 
All Aboard Florida. 
 
Who pays the consultant for these services? 
 
“ ... the third-party contractor is paid for by All Aboard Florida but reports to and takes direction 
from the Federal Railroad Administration.” 
 
And what about the material contained in the draft report? 
 
The third-party contractor “reviewed all materials provided by All Aboard Florida ...” 
 
This explains why a lot of the information is little more than a regurgitation of materials released 
previously by All Aboard Florida. Example? Ridership projections (Chapter 3, page 45). 
 
Allow me to summarize: All Aboard Florida selected the consultant, paid the consultant and was 
one of the main sources of the information included in the Environmental Impact Statement. 
 
Does this sound like an objective, independent process? 
 
The question is laughable. 
 
I believe we err if we assume the Federal Railroad Administration is a dispassionate, objective, 
independent third party that will weigh all the facts and render a fair, objective decision on the 
feasibility of the project. 
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Consider the agency’s stated mission: “The Federal Railroad Administration’s mission is to 
enable the safe, reliable and efficient movement of people and goods for a strong America, now 
and in the future,” according to the agency’s website (fra.dot.gov). 
 
The key word here is “enable.” 
 
The Federal Railroad Administration appears to be an “enabler.” 
 
And the process appears to be a sham. 
 
Some of you may read this column, throw up your hands and quit speaking out against the high-
speed passenger rail service. Others will double down and speak out even louder. 
 
Count me among the latter. 
 
The Treasure Coast is being railroaded into a project that will provide us with no direct benefits 
beyond the short-term, economic impact from construction, while experiencing the greatest 
number of negative impacts along the 235-mile rail line. 
 
I was mad before.  Now I’m outraged. 
 



- Rich Campbell” 
 



Ditto:  Peter Bullock. 



 



This feels to me like we went to McDonalds Corp. and asked McDonalds to analyze our restaurant 



Alternatives for the purpose of telling us which is the best restaurant in town.  The criteria which 



McDonalds develops for determining the answer to that question are: 



 Offer the convenience of eating in your car 



 Be “kid friendly” by offering toys with meals (preferably by calling them “happy meals”) 



 Offer a menu item that begins with the word “Quarter” 



 Offer breakfasts which include mcmuffins, . . . I mean muffins 
 
 



C. Project fails to achieve its stated Purpose 
 



This project is burdened from the outset with a contrived, self-serving purpose that fails to objectively 
assess public impacts and alternatives.  Additionally, the project actually fails to satisfy its stated needs. 
 



1. The Stated Purpose for this project (DEIS Section 2.2): 



 Provide passenger rail service between Orlando to Miami “by extending (in Phase II) the 
previously reviewed Phase I AAF” (DEIS p.1-10) 



o Essentially this stated purpose, by definition, effectively excludes consideration of 
Alternative routes from Orlando to Miami.  All Alternatives considered must pass 
through the West Palm Beach station along the FEC corridor on its way between 
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Orlando and Miami.  Any other Alternative (and there are several) become totally 
excluded (and not even mentioned) in this DEIS  



o DEIS p.1-10 states: “Given the private sector nature of the Project, FRA has 
independently validated the purpose and need for the Project”.  Where is that 
validation, or references to where that validation can be accessed, available in this 
DEIS?   Given the public nature of the Impacts of this project, the Public has a right 
and need to know all of the considerations that validate the purpose and need of 
this project. 



2. The Stated Needs [DEIS Section 2.3):  
a. Reduce Congestion on Existing Road Systems 



 Failure to meet this need is outlined in Comments G, H, I, and J 
b. Improve Safety on the Existing Highway System 



 Failure to meet this need is outlined in Comment M 
c. Alternative Modes of Transportation – Orlando to Miami 



 Failure to adequately study Alternatives is outlined in Comments D, E, and F 



 Clearly AAF is detrimental to people of the northern coastal counties and that 
fact has not been taken into account 



d. Population, Employment, and Tourism Growth 



 Others will be commenting on the exaggerated and ephemeral aspects of AAF’s 
proposed business plan, market share and market growth projections, and the 
actual net economic impacts the project will have in our area. 



e. Financing and Public Initiatives 



 This need sounds like: “What is the most effective way to spend $1.6+ billion 
taxpayer dollars?” 



3. The (Contrived) Problem: 
a. Congestion on Existing Road Systems 



 AAF path is not located where local acute congestion occurs, thus providing 
little actual highway congestion relief.  See Comment G. 



 Auto removal from highways will be so miniscule as to be imperceptible – one 
car every 3.5 to 4 miles up the highway.  See Comment H. 



 Greater vehicular congestion - by at least an order of magnitude - is created at 
grade-crossings compared to any congestion relieved from highways.  See 
Comment I. 



b. Safety on the Existing Highway System 



 1.15 lives are expected to be saved from highway fatalities.  See Comment M. 



 But 110 mph trains are expected to kill 29 an additional coastal residents per 
year.  See Comment M. 



 Emergency response services adversely impacted by grade-crossing delays 
c. Alternative Modes of Transportation - Orlando to Miami 



 Alternatives, and their benefits/costs, are never objectively evaluated.  See 
Comment D, E, and F. 



d. Population, Employment, and Tourism Growth 



 Estimated growth rates and economic impacts are exaggerated because they 
are based upon aged data.  Current State of Florida estimates of population 
growth are considerably lower than the rates stated in this DEIS. 



e. Financing and Public Initiatives 



 Get taxpayers to finance the project and no one will notice 
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4. The Impact 
a. Disparate public impact 



 Benefits urban centers 
o Comfy ride for limited number of business and tourist travelers 
o The exceedingly slight highway congestion relief accrues to urban areas 



 Harms rural areas 
o Trains kill an additional 29 people along train route 



 Creates marine navigation nightmares 



 Greater grade-crossing congestion 



 Taxpayer funded (RRIF loan) and/or taxpayer subsidized (PAB) “private” 
enterprise 



o Taxpayer-supported risk 
o High risk of financial failure 



 
 



D. Major Alternative appears to be MISSING 
 



There is a major logical hole in this DEIS’s structure of its Alternatives.   AAF Phase I is: Miami to WPB.  
AAF Phase II is WPB to Orlando.  AAF has structured the No-Action Alternative in a very contrived 
manner, so as to not present the true No-Action Alternative.  Reference pages S-1 through S-8 for the 
below discussion. 
 



1. This entire EIS appears to set the No Action Alternative baseline as: 
Build neither AAF Phase I nor Phase II 



2. But the FRA has already approved the Phase I EIS.  However, the Alternatives (A, C, E), which the 
DEIS compares to its No Action Alternative, all include building Phase I.  The logical and proper 
comparison to evaluate Phase II - what is missing here – would be: 



Build AAF Phase I, and DO NOT BUILD AAF Phase II 
3. This is a major logical flaw in the base architecture of this impact analysis, and appears to have 



been introduced when this DEIS blurred the lines between Phase I and Phase II.  This is a logical 
error that is distorting any honest comparison of Alternatives.  This error is an obvious fudging 
of the basic question before the FRA, namely:  



Is Phase II a net positive benefit, or not? 
4. This blurring of Phase I and Phase II is additionally problematic because the EIS for Phase I 



NEVER properly considered alternate routes for the Orlando-to-Miami corridor.  Comments E 
and F below, elaborate that point. 



5. As an example, look at Table S-1 on page S-7, where the Alternatives under consideration are 
first laid out.  Note the Ridership numbers in the last row of that Table. 



 



Alternative 
Ridership 
(millions) 



No-Action 0 



Alternative A 3.5 



Alternative C 3.5 



Alternative E 3.5 
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But the actual comparison the FRA ought to be making should be described in either of the 
following two ways: 



 



Alternative 
Ridership 
(millions) 



No-Action 0 



Alternative A 1.5 



Alternative C 1.5 
Alternative E 1.5 



  or 



Alternative 
Ridership 
(millions) 



No-Action 2 



Alternative A 3.5 



Alternative C 3.5 



Alternative E 3.5 
 



6. Phase II is obviously not providing a 3.5 million ridership differential (whether that is a benefit or 
not).  Phase II cannot lay claim to Phase I effects.  Similar blurring of lines occurs throughout this 
DEIS - between Phases, and between Phases and the overall Orlando to Miami transport 
purpose - whenever it suits AAF.  It appears that the DEIS authors want to have their cake and 
eat it too.  Basically this whole analysis is comparing apples to oranges to lemons. 
 



7. Frankly, this DEIS’s approach to framing its Alternatives is professionally embarrassing and a 
serious affront to the northern coastal counties between West Palm Beach and Orlando 
International Airport, who have been completely left out of Alternatives.   



a. Zero consideration was given to environmental impacts occurring in the northern 
coastal counties when the FRA issued its Phase 1 FONSI. 



b. Then this Phase II DEIS fails to frame obvious Orlando to Miami routes, such as a true 
CSX route on the CSX/SFRTA ROW as an Alternative, as well as the Florida Turnpike and 
I-95 routes.  (See Comment F, below). 



c. Finally, this Phase II DEIS attempts to claim positive benefits from Phase I.  Where is a 
true Orlando-Miami EIS?  Not to be found - even though this DEIS makes such a claim. 



8. An analogy to this DEIS design process is building a house.   This DEIS poured its foundation 
(Phase I) before the house (the Orlando to Miami project) was even designed.  After the 
foundation gets poured, This DEIS is then attempting to design the house.  It is now stuck with 
the original foundation it poured.  No one would design a house using that method.  Why does 
this DEIS use such a method to build a railroad? 



9. Here is an example of the slight-of-hand magic being performed with the focus of the document, 
popping between Phase I/Phase II/Phase I-II.   Following the focus of the document can be 
likened to finding the bean in a Shell Game.  Where is the “Phase I/Phase II/Phase I-II bean” 
now? 
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a. Page S-1: “FRA has made no decision under the Railroad Rehabilitation and 
Improvement Financing (RRIF) program as to whether a loan would be provided for 
Phase I.”  Phase I is the where the bean is.  



b. Page S-2: “Considering Phase II of the Project and RRIF loan approval as separate federal 
actions”.  Where is the bean now? 



c. Page S-2: “FRA concluded that it was important to provide a comprehensive look at the 
environmental impacts of both phases in one environmental document.” Where is the 
bean now? 



d. Page S-5: “AAF identified its primary objective which is to provide an intercity rail service 
that is sustainable as a private commercial enterprise.”  Very simple: The US must have 
passenger rail service between Orlando and West Palm Beach-Fort Lauderdale-Miami.  
Where is the bean now? 



e. Page S-6: “identified the FECR Corridor Alternative as the only feasible route.”  FRA 
approved Phase I without examining the environmental impacts in the Phase II segment.  
Where is the bean now? 



 
 



E. Bifurcating an EIS along a corridor is poor planning practice 
 
Bifurcating “rail corridors” and presenting them in stages is very poor planning practice.  It pits 
communities against communities and buries issues.  Why does the FRA elect to take this approach to 
defend its Corridor selection – choosing to process Phase I separately from Phase II – and then in their 
Phase II DEIS, combine the two Phases back together? 
 



1. In terms of Needs and Alternatives, the FRA has done some strange things: 



 Processed Phase I alone, then followed with a total Phase I + Phase II, with no alternative 
for: Phase I ONLY, no Phase II. 



 Framed a “fake” CSX Alternate route in Phase II (see Comment F), which included the added 
“burdens” of:  



o Using the Phase I WPB station in the FEC Corridor as the first stop south of Orlando, 
rather than simply proceeding down the SFRTA ROW to Miami 



o Added NEW rail ROW construction between Haines City and MCO airport via US-27 
and I-4. 



 Nowhere evaluated Phase II impacts in a trade study of other alternatives for the entire 
Orlando-to-Miami route, such as the Florida Turnpike and I-95. 



 
 



F. Alternatives section fails to adequately analyze the CSX alternative 
 



The Alternatives section is framed in a highly contrived fashion that completely fails to address certain 



available Alternative options (the Florida Turnpike and I-95) and inadequately addresses others (CSX).  



The Alternatives analysis in this DEIS certainly appears to use the project’s Phase I segment at least in 



part as a means of disposing of the CSX Route as an Alternative for this overall Orlando to Miami 



project.  The contrived evaluating criteria for this entire impact statement belies a pre-conceived 
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solution in search of justification, not an independent and objective assessment of Alternatives and 



impacts. 



1. The fundamental framing problem originates from the planning decision to divide the single 



Orlando to Miami intercity passenger rail project into two Phases (I. Miami to West Palm Beach, 



and then II. West Palm Beach to Orlando), and then proceeding to review the environmental 



impacts of each Phase separately, rather than as one whole.   



2. The Phase I EIS never considered the CSX-SFRTA right of way as an alternative at all.  Environmental 



impacts along the corridor in the coastal counties north of Palm Beach County, from West Palm 



Beach to Orlando were never considered in the Phase I EIS.   



3. FRA issued the FONSI for Phase I on January 1, 2013. 



4. The Abstract of this Phase II EIS states “This DEIS evaluates Phase II of the project . . . between 



West PALM Beach . . . [to] Orlando International Airport. . . Given that operations would cover the 



full corridor from Orlando to Miami, this DEIS analyzes the cumulative effects of completing both 



phases of the Project. . . FRA Concluded that it was important to provide a comprehensive look at 



the environmental impacts of both phases in one environmental document.  But the obvious 



Alternatives for the described overall approach are not considered in this Phase II DEIS.  



5. Page S-5 of this DEIS states the Purpose of the Project is: “As identified by AAF, the purpose of the 



Project is to provide reliable and convenient intercity passenger rail transportation between 



Orlando and Miami, Florida . . . by extending (in Phase II) the previously reviewed Phase I AAF 



passenger rail service between West Palm Beach and Miami and by maximizing the use of existing 



transportation corridors.”     



6. Again, NO review of alternate corridors for the full Phase I-II Orlando to Miami route.                              



7. Now, in this Phase II DEIS, a contrived alternative route is finally offered as the CSX Alternative.  But 



the Alternative route from Orlando to Miami now never considers the existing CSX spur out of 



Orlando Airport or the existing double-tracked SFRTA corridor.   



8. The CSX ROW already has an existing track spur that enters the Orlando Airport property.  This 



option, compared to the I-4/SR-27 alternative to reach the CSX corridor is never considered in the 



DEIS. 



9. The alternative of utilizing the SFRTA corridor (already existing from the south end of the CSX 



corridor) was never considered as an alternative to reach Miami. 



10. This is a contorted process: 



a. Use a partial project Phase I EIS to avoid considering any overall project impacts to affected 



coastal counties north of Palm Beach County 



b. Never consider a full CSX/SFRTA ROW alternative in Phase I 



c. Then use the artificially restrictive criteria of landing the CSX corridor onto the proposed 



FEC station at West Palm Beach 



This process conveniently neuters the CSX route utilizing the CSX Orlando International Airport spur 



plus the SFRAT corridor as an alternative to reach Miami.   



These artificially restrictive criteria thus completely disregard any consideration for the safety, 



disruption, and quality of life impacts to residents in the coastal counties north of WPB.  With this 



sleight of hand, a true Orlando to Miami CSX route was never even considered as an alternative. 
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11. Artificially forcing the route to travel through the WPB AAF station unnecessarily accrues higher 



land acquisition costs for the route to connect from the CSX ROW to the FEC ROW across PB 



County.  The DEIS never even considers utilizing the existing, in place CSX ROW that already extends 



to Miami along the CSX/SFRTA Corridor. 



12. A Google Maps satellite view inspection of the existing CSX track shows that it travels (northbound) 



as follows: 



 North out of the existing West Palm Beach Tri-Rail station 6 blocks north of Okeechobee Blvd 



 NW out of WPB along SR-710 through Indiantown 



 Kiss the NE edge of Lake Okeechobee and on through Okeechobee 



 W out of Okeechobee and then NW up to Winter Haven 



 NE up through Haines City 



 NE along US-92 through Davenport and Kissimmee 



 N somewhat east of US-441 crossing the FL Turnpike just S of SR-417 



 N along SR-527 to a rail spur that leads directly onto the Orlando International Airport campus 
13. Thus, there already is a complete rail ROW existing from the Orlando Airport all the way to the 



Miami Airport.   



a. So why is it necessary to construct 29 new miles of rail line along SR-528?  No explanation 



in the DEIS. 



b. The CSX Alternative described in the DEIS has the route (northbound) leave the existing CSX 



ROW west of Haines City and construct a new rail line along US-27 and then eastbound 



along I-4, and finally run along either SR-417 or SR528 to reach the Orlando Airport.   Why 



construct all this new rail ROW when an existing CSX rail ROW already exists from Haines 



City into the Orlando Airport?  No explanation in the DEIS. 



c. Why does the Orlando to Miami CSX route Alternative (Figure 3.2‐2), need to run to the 



FEC Corridor at WPB and thus require a completely new ROW cut across Palm Beach 



County?  The CSX Route Alternative would extend from the West Palm Beach Station to the 



GOAA Intermodal Station. This route would depart westbound from the FECR ROW, require 



a new rail connection between the FECR and CSX corridors north of West Palm Beach (0.45 



miles), and connect to the existing CSX Sanford Subdivision rail corridor.  The double-



tracked SFRTA corridor is already in place connecting the southern end of the CSX ROW to 



Miami Airport.  No explanation in the DEIS. 



14. DEIS page 3-7: “Property acquisition between Orlando and West Palm Beach was estimated as 



1,200 acres.”  The CSX route, including the SFRTA extension, plus the route described in Item #12, 



above would apparently require zero acres of property acquisition. 



 



 



G. Claims of Highway Congestion removal are unfounded 
 



This DEIS fails to address actual congestion locations, and yet claims to relieve them: 



 The “Congested Corridors” in Florida have nothing to do with AAF’s pathway from the Orlando 
Airport to Downtown Miami. 
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 Traffic diverted to passenger rail to and from Orlando Airport and Downtown Miami is not likely 
to have much, if any, impact on the identified Congested Corridors of Florida.  



 
1. DEIS Appendix 3.3 F, page12 provides the basis for claims the project makes that Florida 



highways are congested:  
“According to Texas Transportation Institute’s 2010 Urban Mobility Report, Central and 
South Florida highways are the most congested in the State, which results in millions of 
hours of travel delay and excessive fuel consumption and pollutant emissions.” 



2. That TTI 2010 Urban Mobility Report actually declares three urban cities in FL: Miami, Orlando, 
and Tampa as having what it calls “congested corridors”.  Furthermore, that report strictly limits 
the corridor congestion to very roughly 5-10 miles of limited access freeway in each of those 
three cities. The Orlando section of freeway that this report is I-4, and does not involve either of 
the two freeway routes (the FL Turnpike, or SR-528/I-95) – which are the freeways from which 
the AAF project will draw its “diverted auto trips” traveling between Orlando International 
Airport and downtown Miami.   



3. When this DEIS Appendix states: “Central and South Florida highways are the most congested in 
the State”, it is really referring to perhaps 10-20 miles of Orlando plus Miami freeway – NONE of 
which involves the actual highway routes between Orlando International Airport and downtown 
Miami that the AAF project could impact at all.  It is complete baloney, that over 220 miles of 
that 235 mile trip is “congested”.   



4. Anyone reading the DEIS can easily see that the DEIS is written as justification for a pre-
determined outcome, not an unbiased assessment of impacts.  One of AAF’s themes is that the 
passenger train will reduce traffic congestion.  The implication is always “a bunch”.  A stated 
purpose of the AAF train service is to provide an alternative to automobile travel on congested 
highway corridors.  DEIS (Appendix 3.3.F, p.12) spouts “According to Texas 
Transportation  Institute’s [TTI] 2010 Urban Mobility Report, Central and South Florida highways 
are the most congested in the State, which results in millions of hours of travel delay and 
excessive fuel consumption and pollutant emissions.” 



5. Here are all 10 corridors that TTI lists in all of Florida as “congested” – 6 in Miami, 2 in Orlando, 
2 in Tampa, and none elsewhere in the state: 



Area City Corridor From To 



Corridor 



Length 



(miles) 



Miami Miami 



Palmetto 



Expy/SR 



826 SB 74Th St 25th St 3.2 



Miami Miami 



Palmetto 



Expy/SR 



826 NB 56th St/Miller Dr 



US-



27/Okeechobee 



Rd 10.5 



Miami Miami 



Dolphin 



Expy/SR 



836 EB 107th Ave FL-959/Red Rd 5 
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Miami Miami 



Palmetto 



Expy/SR 



826 SB FL-823/57th Ave/Red Rd 



W 68th 



St/Gratigny Dr 4.6 



Miami Miami 



Dolphin 



Expy/SR 



836 WB I-95 FL-959/Red Rd 5.5 



Miami Miami 



FL Tpke 



Ext/FL-821 



NB FL-874/Exit 17 



US-41/8th 



St/Sw 25th 



Ter/Exit 25 11.9 



rest of 



FL Orlando I-4 WB 



FL-423/Lee Rd/Exit 



46 FL-408/Exit 36 5.7 



rest of 



FL Orlando I-4 EB 



Floridas 



Turnpike/Exit 31 



FL-423/Lee 



Rd/Exit 46 9.8 



rest of 



FL Tampa I-275 SB 



Floribraska 



Ave/28th Ave/Exit 



28 



US-92/Dale 



Mabry 



Hwy/Exit 23 4.2 



rest of 



FL Tampa I-275 NB 



Howard Franklin 



Brg 



Lois Ave/Exit 



22 3.4 



 



    



Total single-



direction 



miles: 63.8 
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6. All the congested corridor segments listed by TTI, above, are mapped below.   



Miami: 
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Orlando: 
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Tampa: 



 



 



7. References 



 DEIS p.S-5: 
Purpose of the Project: “ . . . This transportation service would offer a safe and efficient 
alternative to automobile travel on congested highway corridors . . .” 



 DEIS Appendix 3.3.F Ridership and Revenue Study Summary, p.12: “According to Texas 
Transportation  Institute’s 2010 Urban Mobility Report, Central and South Florida 
highways are the most congested in the State, which results in millions of hours of travel 
delay and excessive fuel consumption and pollutant emissions.” 



 TTI 2012 Urban Mobility Report: 
http://d2dtl5nnlpfr0r.cloudfront.net/tti.tamu.edu/documents/mobility-report-2012.pdf 



 Congested Corridors Report: 
                http://mobility.tamu.edu/corridors/congestion-data/ 



 Miami: 
http://mobility.tamu.edu/files/2011/11/miami-ccr.pdf 



 Rest of FL: 
http://mobility.tamu.edu/files/2011/11/FL-ccr.pdf 



 



 





http://d2dtl5nnlpfr0r.cloudfront.net/tti.tamu.edu/documents/mobility-report-2012.pdf


http://mobility.tamu.edu/corridors/congestion-data/


http://mobility.tamu.edu/files/2011/11/miami-ccr.pdf


http://mobility.tamu.edu/files/2011/11/FL-ccr.pdf
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H.  Amount of vehicular highway congestion removed is imperceptible 
 
 



This project has essentially no impact on its stated purpose: Relieve highway congestion.  The supposed 
“congestion” that AAF claims to remove from an Orlando to Miami highway corridor is going to be 1 
auto every 206 seconds (3 minutes, 26 seconds), which means the next auto removed from the highway 
is between 3.4 and 4.0 miles up ahead of you, depending upon posted highway speeds.  You can’t even 
see that vehicle up ahead, let alone get “congested” by it. 
 



1. Analysis: 1,500,000 Orlando-Miami passengers annually      (The 2 million additional passengers 
are estimated to travel on the WP-to-Miami Phase I segment of the project – which is not being 
evaluated here) 



= 4110 riders/day 
= 128 riders/train 



2. Grade crossing congestion calculations: 
235 mile rail route 
353 grade crossings 
32 trains/day 
= 11,680 train trips/yr   
= 4,123,040 grade-crossings closures annually 



3. Orlando – Miami highway congestion calculations: 
“Miami” here is used as a generalization for: WPB + Ft Lauderdale + Miami 
Each train carries an average 128 passengers. 
From DEIS Appendix 3.3.F, p.7: 



 65% of Miami-Orlando ridership diverted from autos 



 2.38 passengers per auto 
65% of 1,500,000 Orlando-Miami passengers, divided by 2.38 passengers per auto: 



= 408,800 auto trips annually removed from the Orlando – Miami highway 
routes. 
=1,120 auto trips per day - 560 autos daily in each direction (northbound, 
southbound) 
= 35 auto trips per hour in each direction (total of 70 autos/hr., bi-directional), 
over the 16 hour AAF daily operating schedule 



 
Each train carrying 128 passengers removes 35 autos from the Orlando – Miami highway 
corridors every 30 minutes (1 train per every 30 minutes) 
= one auto removed every 51 seconds (northbound plus southbound) 
= 35 northbound autos, plus 35 southbound autos every hour =70 total autos removed 
per hour 
There are 2 Orlando - Miami highway routes:  



 Florida Turnpike 



 SR-528 / I-95 
If we assume traffic equally splits among routes, this would give us 4 traffic corridors 
and result in: 



17.5 vehicles removed northbound FL Pike corridor per hour 
17.5 vehicles removed southbound FL Pike corridor per hour 
17.5 vehicles removed northbound I-95 corridor per hour 
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17.5 vehicles removed southbound I-95 corridor per hour 
Therefore AAF trains on average remove 1 auto from each of the four Orlando – Miami 
highway corridors every 206 seconds.  [3,600 seconds per hour]/[17.5 vehicles per hour] 
= 206 seconds (3 minutes, 26 seconds).    In other words, every 206 seconds we “lose” 
another vehicle on the corridor. 
Distance ahead in a corridor to locate the next auto to be removed from the highway by 
AAF: 



 At 70 mph – 4.0 miles 



 At 60 mph – 3.4 miles 
 



 



I. Vehicular congestion is increased – not decreased 
 
 
The AAF project will actually increase vehicular congestion – in opposition to the project’s stated 
purpose: Relieve highway congestion.  The “congestion” effects on highway vehicles of 4,123,040 annual 
grade-crossing closures at the total 353 grade crossings along the 235 mile route, caused by 11,680 
annual AAF train trips is nowhere considered in this DEIS.  Crossing congestion impacts are likely to be 
10 – 100 times more significant than auto congestion diverted to rail, depending upon the number of 
vehicles stopped at crossings. 
 



1. Congestion comparison between vehicles stopped at grade-crossings vs. autos diverted to rail 
traffic: 



4,123,040 annual grade-crossing closures (See Comment H above) 
408,800 annual autos diverted off Orlando – Miami highway routes (Comment H above) 
If auto stoppage at grade-crossings averages one vehicle stopped at each closing, 
4,123,040 vehicles would be stopped across the AAF route annually.  This can be viewed 
as a Crossing/Auto-Diversion-to-Rail ratio of 10.1 (4,123,040 / 408.800) 
 



Avg # Vehicles stopped at  a Crossing Crossing-to-Diversion Ratio 



1 10.1 



2 20.2 



5 50.4 



10 100.9 
2. Stated in another way, this means that 10 times as many vehicles are impacted by grade-



crossing closures, as are impacted by auto removal from highways as a result of diverting riders 
to AAF rail – if, on average, one AAF train stops 353 cars at grade-crossing during the train’s one-
way trip from Orlando to Miami, or vice versa.  If, on average, 2 vehicles are stopped at each 
crossing, the impact would be 20 cars stopped per 1 car removed from the highway.  And so on. 



3. This DEIS claims the Benefit of autos diverted to rail, but does not claim the Costs of autos 
congested at crossings. 
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J. Far more cost effective methods to reduce vehicle congestion 
 
 
If FDOT really wanted to cost effectively and efficiently reduce highway vehicle congestion, it could add 
one extra interstate lane at all 10 TTI-identified Congested Corridors – 64 miles of single lane (see 
Comment F, above).  At less than $1 million per single lane added, at an estimated total cost of $64 
million. , which would add an estimated 1200 times the vehicle capacity that AAF proposes to add to 
Florida’s transportation system by removing autos from highways.  Passenger rail is a very inefficient 
way to expand transportation capacity. 
 



1. This is also assuming that every auto AAF removes from the highway is traveling through all the 
TTI-identified congested corridors – which the maps in Comment G above, clearly demonstrate 
is not even true.  The cost of adding these extra lanes in the TTI-identified congested area is 
estimated at $64 million total – 3.7 cents on the dollar, compared to the proposed investment in 
the AAF project.   



2. FDOT Highway Construction cost estimates: 
From: http://www2.dot.state.fl.us/SpecificationsEstimates/costpermile.aspx 



 FDOT estimates single lanes can be added for less than $1 million per mile: 



Models 
Cost Per 
Mile 



New Construction Extra Cost for 1 Single Additional Lane on a 
Rural Interstate 



$584,282 



New Construction Extra Cost for Additional Lane on Urban 
Interstate 



$639,484 



3. Freeway Vehicle Flow Capacity: 
Reference:  http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/maint/Pavement/Offices/Pavement_Engineering/LCCA_
Docs/Appendix5_Aug_1_2013.pdf 
Assume: level roadway, multilane freeway containing 10% trucks. 
Vehicles per hour per lane (Vphpl) = 2,190 



4. Vehicles per hour per lane REMOVED by AAF (see Comment G, above): 
= 17.5 vphpl (based upon 128 riders per train) 



5. But from DEIS p.128 of 522 the trainset composition is stated to be: 
2 locos 
4 coach cars  



 Assume 3 @ 66 seats 



 Assume 1 @ 62 seats 
2 business class cars – 49 seats ea. 
Total train seat capacity = 358 passengers 
Avg % loaded = 128/358 = 36% 



6. Thus, the full capacity of AAF to remove vehicles from highways is then: 
17.5 vphpl / 0.36 = 48.6 vphpl 



7. The comparison between capacity improvement alternatives: Capacity Ratio (Add a Highway 
Lane vs. add AAF) 
= 2,190 / 48.6 = 45.1 



8. The Cost Ratio between alternatives (Add a Highway Lane vs. add AAF) is: 
Private Activity Bonds (PABs) proposed: $1.75 billion 
Cost to relieve congestion by adding lanes (from Item 1, above): $64 million 





http://www2.dot.state.fl.us/SpecificationsEstimates/costpermile.aspx


http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/maint/Pavement/Offices/Pavement_Engineering/LCCA_Docs/Appendix5_Aug_1_2013.pdf


http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/maint/Pavement/Offices/Pavement_Engineering/LCCA_Docs/Appendix5_Aug_1_2013.pdf
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Cost Ratio = $1.75 billion / $64 million = 27.3, (or 3.7 cents on the dollar) 
9. FDOT can relieve Highway Congestion 1,230 timesmore cost effectively by adding Highway 



Lanes as opposed to adding AAF. 
(Capacity Ratio) * (Cost Ratio) = 45.1 * 27.3 = 1,231 



 
 



K. Public Safety is inadequately addressed 
 
  
DEIS Section 5.4.4 Public Health and Safety is a complete joke.   
 



1. As Comment M elaborates: AAF is a “safety experiment”.  Nowhere in the world have this many 
trains, been proposed to traverse this densely populated a region, with this number of at-grade 
crossings, traveling at such high speeds. 



2. A safety experiment of this large a scale on human beings demands a high quality system safety 
approach in which Safety is built into the system design.  Pasting safety into a project of this 
size, nature and scope at the end of a system design process guarantees safety failure. 



3. Safety objectives, safety criteria, high level safety requirements and safety design constraints 
are nowhere to be found in this DEIS. 



4. One example of a safety criteria with respect to trespasser and grade-crosser safety (a 
recognized hazard well known to the railroad industry) might be stated as:  Minimum separation 
must be maintained between a moving train and a trespasser or grade-crosser”.  This DEIS 
shows no evidence whatsoever that a systems approach was applied to safety. 



5. One example of a safety design constraint with respect to trespasser and grade-crosser safety 
might be stated as:  “An obstruction in the path of the train must be detected and the train 
motion slowed/stopped before minimum separation is violated”.  This DEIS shows no evidence 
whatsoever that a systems approach was applied to safety. 



6. There is no evidence in this DEIS that safety was ever considered as part of any Needs analysis of 
the AAF project – perhaps because the project has no safety criteria and safety design 
constraints. 



7. There is no evidence in this DEIS that safety was ever included as part of any Feasibility study of 
the AAF project – perhaps because the project has no safety criteria and safety design 
constraints. 



8. There is no evidence in this DEIS that safety ever participated in any Trade studies that would 
determine the desirability of alternate system designs – perhaps because the project has no 
safety criteria and safety design constraints. 



9. There is no evidence in this DEIS that safety ever participated in any systems development and 
architecture that would determine subsystem functions and constraints including safety 
constraints – perhaps because the project has no safety criteria and safety design constraints. 



10. There is no evidence in this DEIS that safety ever participated in any Interface analyses that 
define the functional boundaries of system elements – perhaps because the project has no 
safety criteria and safety design constraints. 



11. There is nowhere evident in this DEIS any hazard analyses in which hazards are methodically 
identified and analyzed, mitigation measures methodically proposed and analyzed, and trade 
studies made to evaluate safety mitigation alternatives. 
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12. A review of past accidents on the corridor, such as even the rudimentary one shown in 
Comment L below, was never even offered in this DEIS.  Pitiful is the only way to describe this. 



13. Just one example:  The DEIS pays more attention to the reproductive success of the Florida 
scrub-jay, than to the “reproductive success” of a long and demonstrated history of killing 
human beings. (DIES Section 5.3.6.3). 



 
 



L.  A synopsis of FEC corridor accident history 
  



1. The Florida coastal zone of the entire AAF corridor spans a distance of 195 miles and contains 
349 on-grade crossings between Miami and Cocoa - 1.8 crossings per mile. This coastal zone is 
UNIQUE relative to population density, urban development and numbers of on-grade crossings 
compared to any higher speed rail line currently operational in the US or even in the world.  
There are 143 crossings in the 110 MPH section included in this EIS, which covers around 110 
miles. That is about 1.3 crossings per mile. 



2. The Flagler rail line on the East Coast of Florida was built almost 135 years ago when Florida was 
very sparsely populated with a completely undeveloped landscape, and there were NO 
automobiles. Much has changed with growth, and about 6 million people now live in the 
continuous narrow urban coastal corridor between Miami and Cocoa. The rail line now runs 
directly through the very centers of business and population and within 2 miles of the ocean. 
Densely populated urban cities and towns have been constructed very close to the track, as 
have recreational facilities, condominiums and gated communities packed with retirement 
homes. The population is heavily skewed toward senior citizens who seek only the safe, secure 
and peaceful enjoyment of their homes for their remaining lives. They are not mentally and 
physically well equipped to deal with 32 daily 110 MPH trains barreling through their 
communities and their many road crossings. 



3. It is not accepted practice to build interstate highways through hundreds of miles in the very 
centers of such densely populated zones, and it is never allowed to have on-grade road 
crossings on any interstate highway for safety reasons. With that in mind, on what real world 
actual demonstrated basis does FRA believe that it is acceptable to operate a continuous urban 
110 MPH high speed rail corridor with 143 on-grade crossings? Certainly not using Acela 
experience. Acela has only 11 on-grade crossings and train speeds are severely limited at those 
crossings. Even so, there was a horrendous accident that killed 3 people, and that crossing 
complied with sealed corridor criteria.  



4. The entire FEC line currently runs about 14 trains per day at speeds not exceeding 60 mph. The 
safety record of FEC is not good. In the past 15 years there have been approximately 307 
crossing incidents, with 71 fatalities and 97 serious injuries. In addition there have been 
approximately 201 trespasser fatalities and many more injuries. FRA has cited Florida in the 
recent past for excessive rail crossing accident rates. Clearly on-grade road crossings cause 
accidents. 



5. Adding 32 AAF daily trains shared with 14 existing daily freight trains will obviously increase the 
opportunity for accidents, injuries and fatalities, by more than 300%, both for road crossings and 
for trespassers. While the sealed corridor for the portion between 30th St in West Palm Beach 
and Cocoa is intended to offset the increased risk, the FRA has absolutely ZERO current 
experience with 110 MPH rail in the urban situation similar to that which exists in the section 
addressed by this EIS. The sealed corridor approach to safety mitigation has not been proven by 
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operating experience in a similar environment, and will never be as safe as separated crossings. 
The sealed corridor criteria is the minimum possible solution based on rationalization and hope, 
designed solely to save railroads money by avoiding grade separation while encouraging pushing 
rail speeds to the maximum possible extent. It's simply a money trade between imagined 
economic benefit vs. government assigned value of a human life. That may work in sparsely 
populated rural areas. The problem lies in our unique urban landscape. As an example, the plan 
is for two AAF trains to pass each other at closing speed of 220 MPH in downtown Vero Beach at 
the Aviation Blvd. crossing. No rationalization and theory and no sealed corridor will convince 
me that is safe either for bystanders, road crossers or for train passengers. 



6. The significant increase in speed relative to current freight traffic obviously will increase the 
severity of accidents, especially when considering the close proximity to major highways, local 
roads, intersections, business areas, residential areas, schools, and much more infrastructure 
associated with this corridor. At 110 MPH the horn warning time is around 7 seconds, clearly not 
enough time for even a physically fit person (let alone a senior) to react to an oncoming train. 
Such a rail system should only be allowed if crossings are separated. That was the conclusion 
from several previous studies of high speed rail between Miami and Orlando. That is precisely 
the situation with Acela, and that is precisely why AAF is far in excess of any current operating 
experience for high(er) speed rail in the US. Would FRA be comfortable with the safety aspect of 
1.8 on-grade crossings per mile in the AMTRAK ACELA corridor between Washington and 
Boston, and especially 143 on-grade crossings at 110 MPH? The fact is that Acela does not 
operate at 110 MPH near any of their 11 on-grade crossing locations (or hardly anywhere else 
for very long). 



7. The fact is that this EIS is attempting to justify a minimal impact to the general population for a 
unique and potentially unsafe major change in rail operation along the FEC line solely for the 
purpose of economic benefit to a single small start-up rail line (AAF) with no current operating 
experience and without a full detailed evaluation of the safety impact to around 6 million 
people. Yes, in fact they are a separate company and will operate independently of FEC, so they 
really do not have current operational experience. 



8. In similar proposed rail corridors, FRA has conducted very detailed risk analysis, and very specific 
hazard and safety evaluations for high speed rail corridor proposals. Three specific examples 
were the Empire High Speed Rail Corridor in 2000 (proposed), San Joaquin High Speed Rail 
Corridor in 2006 (proposed), and the North Carolina Sealed Corridor Assessment in 2009. That 
has not been done for this AAF corridor or this EIS. 



9. This EIS has not presented either current similar operational experience or adequate detailed 
safety analyses or any other valid equivalent substantiation to show that the population 
between West Palm Beach and Cocoa will not experience a significant increase in crossing and 
trespassing accidents, injuries and fatalities due to implementation of AAF at 110 MPH.  Citizens 
on the Treasure and Space Coasts between West Palm Beach and Cocoa should not be subjected 
to an experiment on the tradeoff between economic benefit to a small company compared to 
reduced crossing safety of the general population. There is simply no current credible 
comparable operating experience to justify that AAF will not be a significantly increased risk to 
public safety. Furthermore, to complete this EIS, FRA should conduct extensive scientific safety, 
hazard and risk analysis commensurate with the inherent risk produced by our unique urban 
environment. 



10. The FRA database accident data is difficult to search and extract the data.  Attached is data 
covering the entire FEC route to Jacksonville.  



11. There are a lot of issues with the safety numbers quoted in the EIS. First, These statistics here 
start with 2013 and go 15 years back.  The DEIS  started with 2012 and only went back 5 years. 
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The DEIS also ignored Palm Beach, Broward and Miami Dade in their numbers even though the 
EIS is supposed to cover that area. That is probably because the vast majority of incidents occur 
in South Florida so AAF chose to ignore that data. The difference in their 5 year numbers vs 
those here for the north counties are the different dates, they ignored 2013.  



12. One important point, when 71 fatalities and 97 injuries in 15 years at crossings and 201 
trespasser fatalities are quoted, that was the entire 350 mile FEC route. There was never a 
break-out of fatalities and injuries for Martin, St Lucie, IR and Brevard Counties. However the 
detail in this Comment F does do that detail for Miami Dade, Broward and Palm Beach Counties.  



13. Here are the numbers for "number of accidents" in the 5 years 2009 to 2013:   



 Brevard: 11 crossing incidents plus 10 trespassers 



 IR:  2 crossing incidents plus 1 trespasser 



 St Lucie: zero 



 Martin: 2 crossing incidents plus 1 trespassers 



 Palm Beach: 17 crossing incidents and 18 trespassers 



 Broward: 19 crossing incidents and 10 trespassers 



 Miami Dade: 12 crossing incidents and 11 trespassers 
Total:  63 crossing incidents and 51 trespassers 



14. Here are the numbers for 15 years 1999 to 2013: 



 Brevard: 43 crossing incidents plus 10 trespassers 



 IR: 9 crossing incidents plus 9 trespassers 



 St Lucie: 6 crossing incidents plus 6 trespassers  



 Martin: 14 crossing incidents plus 7 trespassers  



 Palm Beach: 87 Crossing incidents and 51 trespassers  



 Broward: 59 crossing incidents and 40 trespassers  



 Miami Dade: 44 crossing incidents and 23 trespassers  
Total:  262 crossing incidents plus 146 trespassers in the AAF route Miami to Brevard (which in 
Brevard goes somewhat north of where AAF ends). 
Total entire FEC corridor: crossing incidents 307 plus 201 trespassers (so the vast majority are in 
the AAF corridor). 



15. In summary, the draft EIS contains a table 4.4.4-1 and 4.4.4-2 with accident data. The first table 
only covers 5 counties and not Palm Beach, Broward or Miami Dade. That is a MAJOR omission. 
They chose to selectively restrict the criteria they used to extract their numbers.  Furthermore 
trespasser numbers were not addressed. The data in table 4.4.4-1 spans the period 2008 to 
2012 BUT the fatality numbers they show in table 4.4.4-2 span a different period 2007 to 
2011(10 in the period 2007 to 2011 are a lot different than what we found which was 15 just in 
Miami Dade, Broward and Palm Beach for the period 2009 to 2013).   The basic problem is that 
they only used 5 years and 5 counties, used different and inconsistent date span, ignored 
trespasser fatalities.  
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16. All crossing incidents including vehicles, bicycles and pedestrians 15 year period 1999 through 
2013:    235 events.  



 
                                                        Table 1 All Crossing Incidents 
FEC Accident Statistics Miami to Cocoa---Total Number Of Incidents At Crossings 
 
 
Year     Miami/Dade    Broward   Palm Beach  Martin  St Lucie  Indian River  Brevard 
 
2013           4                    4               4                  1            0                1                    1 
2012           1                    2               5                  1            0                1                    1 
2011           0                    6               4                  0            0                0                    1 
2010           2                    3               2                  0            0                0                    2 
2009           0                    4               2                  0            0                0                    2 
2008           0                    2               4                  1            0                0                    2 
2007           7                    4              13                 1            1                2                    3 
2006           3                    7               8                  2            1                2                    4 
2005           3                    4               8                  3            0                0                    3 
2004           3                    8              14                 0            1                0                    0 
2003           1                    3               4                  1            0                1                    2 
2002           1                    3               3                  1            0                1                    4 
2001           2                    2               4                  0            3                0                    4 
2000           2                    2               6                  0            0                0                    0 
1999           2                    5               6                  2            0                1                    2 
 
Totals        31                 59              87                12           6                9                   31 
 
Total 15 Years Along AAF Corridor: 235 Crossing Incidents 
 
 
Includes all crossing events on the proposed AAF rail corridor including vehicles, bicycles and 
pedestrians. 
 
Doc FEC 01(All Crossing Events)  Rev 10/11/2014 



 
  











25 
 



17. All crossing fatalities including vehicles, bicycles and pedestrians 15 year period 1999 through 
2013    50 deaths 



 
                                                     Table 2  Crossing Fatalities 
FEC Accident Statistics Miami to Cocoa---Total Number Of Fatalities At Crossings 
 
 
Year     Miami/Dade    Broward   Palm Beach  Martin  St Lucie  Indian River  Brevard 
 
2013           0                    1               3                  0            0                1                    1 
2012           0                    1               2                  0            0                0                    0 
2011           0                    2               1                  0            0                0                    0 
2010           0                    0               2                  0            0                0                    0 
2009           0                    2               0                  0            0                0                    0 
2008           0                    0               1                  0            0                0                    0 
2007           0                    0               2                  0            0                0                    1 
2006           0                    1               0                  0            0                0                    2 
2005           0                    2               2                  1            0                0                    0 
2004           1                    4               2                  0            0                0                    0 
2003           0                    0               0                  0            0                1                    0 
2002           0                    1               0                  1            0                0                    2 
2001           0                    0               1                  0            0                0                    1 
2000           0                    0               4                  0            0                0                    0 
1999           0                    2               0                  0            0                1                    1 
 
Totals         1                   16             20                 2            0                3                    8 
 
Total 15 Years Along AAF Corridor: 50 Crossing Fatalities 
 
 
Includes all crossing fatalities on the proposed AAF rail corridor including vehicles, bicycles and 
pedestrians. 
 
Doc FEC 02(All Crossing Fatalities)  Rev 10/11/2014 
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18. All crossing injuries including vehicles, bicycles and pedestrians 15 year period 1999 through 
2013      70 injuries 



 
                                                     Table 3  Crossing Injuries 
FEC Accident Statistics Miami to Cocoa---Total Number Of Injuries At Crossings 
 
 
Year     Miami/Dade    Broward   Palm Beach  Martin  St Lucie  Indian River  Brevard 
 
2013           0                    1               0                  1            0                0                    0 
2012           1                    1               2                  0            0                0                    0 
2011           0                    2               1                  0            0                0                    0 
2010           0                    2               0                  0            0                0                    1 
2009           0                    2               0                  0            0                0                    2 
2008           0                    1               1                  1            0                0                    2 
2007           3                    1               2                  1            1                1                    0 
2006           0                    2               2                  1            0                0                    0 
2005           0                    0               1                  0            0                0                    0 
2004           1                    2               4                  0            1                0                    0 
2003           0                    1               2                  0            0                2                    3 
2002           0                    1               2                  0            0                0                    0 
2001           0                    0               2                  0            0                0                    1 
2000           0                    0               4                  0            0                0                    0 
1999           0                    3               4                  0            0                0                    1 
 
Totals         5                   19             27                 4            2                3                   10 
 
Total 15 Years Along AAF Corridor: 70 Crossing Injuries 
 
 
Includes all crossing injuries on the proposed AAF rail corridor including vehicles, bicycles and 
pedestrians. 
 
Doc FEC 03(All Crossing Injuries)  Rev 10/11/2014 
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19. All trespasser fatalities not at crossings 15 year period 1999 through 2013     171 deaths 
 



                                   Table 5  Trespasser Fatalities 
FEC Accident Statistics Miami to Cocoa---Total Number Of Trespasser Fatalities 
 
 
Year     Miami/Dade    Broward   Palm Beach  Martin  St Lucie  Indian River  Brevard 
 
2013           1                    3               4                  0            0                0                    0 
2012           3                    1               3                  0            0                0                    5 
2011           1                    4               6                  1            0                0                    0 
2010           1                    4               3                  0            0                1                    4 
2009           4                    1               2                  0            0                0                    1 
2008           2                    2               4                  0            0                0                    1 
2007           1                    4               5                  0            0                4                    2 
2006           3                    3               4                  1            0                0                    1 
2005           0                    4               3                  0            2                1                    5 
2004           0                    1               2                  3            0                1                    2 
2003           1                    3               5                  0            1                1                    4 
2002           0                    6               1                  1            1                1                    2 
2001           3                    3               3                  0            0                1                    1 
2000           1                    3               4                  0            1                1                    1 
1999           1                    1               3                  0            1                0                    2 
 
Totals        22                   43            52                 6            6               11                  31 
 
Total 15 Years Along AAF Corridor: 171 Trespasser Fatalities 
 
 
Includes all trespasser fatalities on the proposed AAF rail corridor 
 
Doc FEC 05(All Trespasser Fatalities)  Rev 10/11/2014 
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20. All trespasser injuries not at crossings 15 year period 1999 through 2013       85 injuries 
 



                                   Table 4  Trespasser Injuries 
FEC Accident Statistics Miami to Cocoa---Total Number Of Trespasser Injuries 
 
 
Year     Miami/Dade    Broward   Palm Beach  Martin  St Lucie  Indian River  Brevard 
 
2013           0                    0               3                  0            0                0                    0 
2012           1                    0               0                  0            0                1                    0 
2011           0                    2               0                  0            1                1                    1 
2010           0                    3               0                  0            1                0                    2 
2009           1                    1               0                  0            0                0                    0 
2008           2                    1               0                  0            0                0                    0 
2007           0                    3               6                  0            0                0                    0 
2006           1                    1               3                  0            0                0                    1 
2005           0                    2               1                  0            0                0                    1 
2004           2                    2               3                  0            0                0                    0 
2003           2                    3               1                  1            0                0                    0 
2002           0                    2               2                  0            1                0                    1 
2001           0                    3               1                  2            0                0                    0 
2000           3                    4               2                  0            0                2                    1 
1999           0                    5               0                  0            0                0                    2 
 
Totals        12                   32            22                 3            3                4                    9 
 
Total 15 Years Along AAF Corridor: 85 Trespasser Injuries 
 
 
Includes all trespasser injuries on the proposed AAF rail corridor 
 
Doc FEC 04(All Trespasser Injuries)  Rev 10/11/2014 
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M. Public Safety is being sacrificed – not improved 
 



AAF publically states the Purpose of its Project: “This transportation service would offer a safe and 
efficient alternative to automobile travel on congested highway corridors”.  Only one problem - NOT 
TRUE.  For train passengers, perhaps this might be a true statement.  For residents along the path of the 
train, this statement is DECIDEDLY false.  Those residents bear the brunt of the safety impact.  Both 
highway safety statistics and the last 15 years of FEC’s safety record have been examined.  The 
estimated added risk of 32 additional trains traveling at much higher speeds is exactly the opposite: 



 AAF will kill people along the train’s right of way – far more people than the traffic fatalities 
saved by diverting auto trips to train trips.  



 The lives AAF will save by diverting vehicles from Florida’s highways: 1.15 lives per year, saved.  
Only problem:  we found AAF’s trains are going kill 29 people a year! 



 
1. The calculation for Vehicle Fatalities Saved:     



 Florida’s Interstate highway fatality rate  is 1.28 fatalities per 100 million vehicles miles 
(1996 data) 



 AAF DEIS Appendix 3.3 F Ridership and Revenue Study Summary , Table 3, p.6, claims 
AAF will divert 442,937 auto vehicle trips to AAF annually by 2019 



 Google Maps measures the following highway miles from Orlando International Airport 
(MCO) to the following cities via the following highway routes: 



MCO to West Palm Beach             167 miles             FL Turnpike 
MCO to Ft. Lauderdale                   203 miles             FL Turnpike/I-95 
MCO to Miami                                 239 miles             FL Turnpike/I-95 



 To simplify our calculation, we shall select the middle city, Ft. Lauderdale, and assume 
these diverted vehicle trips will be 203 miles on average 



 (442,937 annual vehicles x 203 miles) x (1.28 fatalities/100,000,000 miles) = 1.15 annual 
fatalities saved by vehicle diversion to AAF  



2. The calculation for additional Train Fatalities: 



 The research found FEC’s 15 year safety record between Cocoa and Miami as 50 
crossing accident fatalities plus 171 trespasser fatalities for a total of 221 deaths in 15 
years, or 14.73 deaths/year. Data is detailed in Comment L above. 



3. Adding 32 AAF trains, traveling at 110 mph shared with 14 existing freight trains is estimated to 
increase the opportunity for accidents, injuries and fatalities by more than 300%.  This adds 2 x 
14.7 = 29.4 fatalities/year due solely to the added AAF operation.  



4. Increase Fatalities by a factor of 25?  Now that is a Safety Plan! 
5. There is a MAJOR safety difference between the two modes of transportation – highway vs. 



passenger rail.  The bottom line is net: AAF kills people.  I, as a neighbor to this recognized 
hazard in our Community, expect the FRA to explain to me what it will reasonably expect AAF to 
do to mitigate that risk to me, my family, and my neighbors.  



 Public Safety for this project exists as a significant negative impact:  
o Particularly as compared to highway safety as the alternative.  The AAF project net 



kills people – and quite a few. 
o Particularly when the statistical value of lives lost runs into the hundreds of millions 



of dollars per year.  This is no small dollar loss to our Communities. 



 The Safety risk is nowhere in this DEIS being adequately assessed nor addressed. 



 Nowhere has this DEIS answered the neighboring Communities’ basic public safety question:  





http://www.publicpurpose.com/ic-speed.htm


https://www.fra.dot.gov/eLib/Details/L15932
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“Has this project exhausted all options which could reasonably be expected to save a 
statistical life at a cost of less than $9.2 million, accounting for cost of capital and time value 
of money?” 



 



 



N. Who is protecting the Safety of the Public? 
 



The Palm Beach Post carried a statement by Kevin Thompson, a spokesman for the FRA, saying 
regarding AAF: "We don't have the authority to stop this project". 



 
1. It is far from clear in this DEIS, which public safety agency, between federal and the State of 



Florida, and local jurisdictions, are exerting ultimate public safety authority over this project.  
This it too important a topic for the impacted Communities not to have the line of public safety 
authority for this project clearly defined for all to see. 



2. If there is any sort of mix involved in the statutory authority for the protection of the safety of 
the public, it is all that more important that those lines of authority are clearly identified, fully 
defined, and fully analyzed for seamless integration.   



3. If the FRA is that ultimate Public Safety authority over the AAF project, this DEIS needs to clearly 
describe exactly how the FRA is applying its public safety authority to the AAF project. 



4. Frankly, this AAF project is an “experiment”.  AAF is experimenting on the human lives of the 
neighboring residents of East Coastal Communities.  No passenger rail service has been built 
anywhere in the world that has: 



 This many trains  



 Proceeding through this densely populated a route 



 Containing this many grade-crossings per mile  



 With trains operating at this high a speed 
5. I do not expect a 100% risk-free operation from this proposed service.  What I do expect is a 



clear statement of: 



 Identification and listing of the reasonably expected hazards (nature, extent, and 
frequency) to public safety  



 Identification and listing of possible alternatives which could mitigate identified risks 



 Analysis of the benefits and costs of adopting each mitigating alternative, and that 
clearly involves value of a statistical life computations 



 Open, transparent decisions on why mitigating alternatives were, or were not, adopted 
6. In other words, to the Safety Authority:  



 You are allowing a hazard to be introduced into my community that risks my life, my 
family’s life and my neighbors’ lives. 



 Demonstrate to me that you are adequately valuing and protecting our lives. 
7. This is a huge project and should have been properly reviewed for Safety in its incipient stage – 



but that does not appear to have taken place.  Such safety input would have identified the 
recognized Safety hazards that we have been discussing and would have performed a 
benefit/cost analysis that would have demonstrated the value of mitigating (or not mitigating) 
these hazards.  Now the project is barreling along full steam without the benefit of sound safety 
input into the system design.  We don’t know what should and should not be corrected, and 
whatever needs correction will now be much more difficult to fix. 
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O. AAF has yet to identify a Chief Safety Officer and has no written 



safety plan 
 
 
Perhaps some of the lack of attention to safety issues described in this Comments Package stems from 
AAF’s failure to date - over 2 years into its project - of appointing any single individual as the company’s 
Chief Safety Officer (or equivalent title), and from still having no written safety plan. 
 
These facts were acknowledged to me from an AAF official during one of the DEIS Public Meetings last 
month.  
  
 



P. Conflict of Interest 
 



This DEIS does not make transparent, the obvious conflict of interest associated with the multiple roles 
played here by the FRA as related to this project.  
   



1.  The FRA has at least two major roles, which it plays in the railroad industry: 



 Act as the safety authority under government’s duty to protect the general public 



 Enable railroad development 
2. The AAF project clearly contains tradeoffs between these two separate roles: 1) Duty to protect 



and 2) Charter to develop. 
3. The FRA clearly has two separate clients: 1) The General Public and 2) The Railroad. 
4. In a sense, the FRA is “judge, jury and executioner”.  The proper role of the FRA is to balance the 



interests of all parties to produce a fair result. 
5. Such balancing must be transparent to all parties in this social “contract”.  As the only safety 



“agent” representing the General Public, it is incumbent upon the FRA to make its balancing 
process open and transparent to the General Public – one of the FRA’s clients, who is solely 
depending upon the FRA for its safety. 



 



 



Q. How safe is safe enough for the public? 
 
 
This DEIS fails to demonstrate that the FRA is complying with USDOT policy on valuing life.  Comments in 
multiple areas of my Comments document here, cast serious doubt that USDOT policy is being followed 
by this AAF project. 
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1. We must always remember in our thinking and in our discussion about safety that we are talking 
about REAL PEOPLE.  We do not have their names right now.    Local obituaries will provide us 
those names a year from whenever the AAF project moves into full operation.  These people 
could be you, me, members of our families, our neighbors, or our friends.  They will not be able 
to speak for themselves at that time.  Now it the time we all must speak for THEM.  It may be 
true if one sits in Coral Gables, or Tallahassee, or in Washington DC, that the safety of this 
project doesn’t affect one personally.  But the safety decisions for this project, made by those 
individual having such authority, must properly be made from the ethical principle of The 
Golden Rule:  Do unto others, as you would have them do unto you. 



2. Value of Life is an exceedingly important number in risk assessment.  It derives from the simple 
fact that a decision to proceed (or a decision not to proceed) with any project inevitably involve 
risk to life.  FDOT can choose to install for $900,000, or choose not to install, a guard rail along a 
freeway embankment where accident statistics show that one traffic fatality occurs at that 
embankment every 10 years.  This is an annual fatality rate of 0.1 lives per year.  If FDOT elects 
to install the guardrail, FDOT has “chosen” to value human life at greater than $9 million [$9 
million x 0.1 lives = $900,000].  This calculation is in very simple terms, not attempting to take 
into account any time value of money or depreciation computations.  If FDOT chooses not to 
install the guardrail, FTOT has still placed a value on human life – this time at less than $9 
million.  There is no getting around the fact that AAF (and the FRA) are placing a value on human 
life – one way or the other.  The only question is: How much? How safe is safe enough?  What 
Value of a Statistical Life (VSL) number should be used to decide whether or not to implement a 
given safety measure? 



3. USDOT (parent of the FRA) policy document Guidance on Treatment of the Economic Value of a 
Statistical Life pins USDOT’s present VSL number at $9.2 million (in 2014 dollars), for projects 
evaluated beginning in 2014.  This VSL applies to all people across all modes of transportation.  
The document is an excellent recap of what this VSL number means, how it was derived, and 
how it should be used in decision making.  It also gives some background into calculating the 
benefits to society of injury reduction. 



4. If we make some comparisons with value of life, it certainly provides some perspective into 
FRA’s decision making.  Comment L, above describes the FEC Corridor from Cocoa to Miami 
accident history over the past 15 years.  50 people were killed at crossings. 171 people were 
killed trespassing.  This is a total of 221 deaths in 15 years – 14.7 deaths/year.  To keep 
computations simple, I’m not going to attempt to account for injury costs – which can also be 
substantial, and which certainly adds to the overall costs outlined below.   



5. By making the distinction between grade-crossing fatalities and “trespassing” fatalities, it can be 
presumed that this distinction is made so that the railroad industry can discount “trespassing” 
lives. Otherwise, why make any distinction at all.  This form of thinking goes hand in hand with a 
“Blame the victim” mentality. This sort of thinking short-circuits meaningful safety analysis of 
hazards and preventive measures. 



6. From a System Safety perspective: Human error is a symptom, not a cause.  Trespassing is not a 
cause, it is a symptom.  Grade-crossing violations are not a cause, they are symptoms. Human 
error is a symptom of a system that needs to be redesigned. 



7. Treat safety as a dynamic control problem: 



 Safety requires enforcing a set of constraints on system behavior 



 Accidents occur when interactions among system components violate those constraints 



 Safety becomes a control problem rather than just a reliability problem 
Example of a Public Safety System Constraint: 





http://www.dot.gov/office-policy/transportation-policy/guidance-treatment-economic-value-statistical-life


http://www.dot.gov/office-policy/transportation-policy/guidance-treatment-economic-value-statistical-life
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 A moving train and a member of the general public must not violate minimum 
separation 



Design a control structure to enforce constraints on system behavior and adaptation 



 Physical design (inherent safety) 



 Operations 
8. “Blaming the Trespasser” is an odd approach to safety, if you think about it.  Trains speeding at 



110 mph are a hazard – to anyone in the train’s path.  How can any company justify 
differentiating between different classes of people?  By race?  By gender? By age? By 
trespassing?   



9. Why is a homeowner required by government to construct a fence around his pool on his 
private property, which protects his neighbor’s child from drowning in the pool?  Do you think 
FPL would be allowed to place a 130,000 volt transformer with exposed bare conductors on a 
ground pad and not fence it substantially and padlock the gate?  All of that protection is 
installed to prevent “trespassers” – because there is a hazard to human life.   



10. Do we expect FPL to enclose their 130,000 volt transformers in steel armored concrete bunkers 
with 9 foot thick walls and bank vault steel doors?  No.  The government (safety regulatory 
authority) expects FPL to expend $$ to the tune of stated “value of life” numbers, to safeguard 
that electrocution hazard to the human being exposed to the hazard.  Do those government 
regulators ask FPL to expend more $/life saved for FPL linemen than they would expend for 
“trespassers”?  I don’t think so.  The safety regulatory authority over AAF must expect AAF to 
invest in saving lives to the extent reasonably possible.  USDOT has determined that expected 
amount to be $9.2 million per life saved.  I suggest it does not matter whether that life saved is a 
trespasser or grade crosser; it is still a life – and for us in the northern counties: the person is a 
neighboring resident in our local communities.   



11. Comment M, above, concludes that AAF’s added trains can be estimated to increase current 
fatalities to 300% of current corridor levels- adding 2 times the number to the fatality level that 
presently exists in the corridor.  That means the AAF operation can be statistically expected to 
kill 29.4 people/year.  Putting that risk into dollar terms to value that loss of life would be 29.4 
lives/yr. x $9.2 million = $270 million PER YEAR!  



12. This also represents almost 300 lives over the next 10 years, because this will be an ongoing 
hazard. 



13. If it can be shown that a specific safety mitigation measure can be expected to save one life 
annually, USDOT policy could reasonably expect AAF to borrow and invest into safety 
infrastructure, an amount somewhere in the range of $60 million ($57.5 million in the example 
created in the following item). 



14. Here is how that financial calculation works in very simple terms.  What could AAF reasonably be 
expected to do to appropriately mitigate that loss of life to Society?  Based upon Value of Life 
valuations, let’s say AAF took out a loan to specifically and directly finance the installation safety 
precautions that could be estimated to save one statistical life per year.  The annual costs of that 
loan will vary by interest rate, as well as the expected life of the safety asset invested in.  Let’s 
assume the interest rate on that loan is 6%.  Let’s assume the expected life of the asset 
investment that will accomplish this saving of lives is 10 years.  In other words, the asset will be 
financially depreciated straight line over 10 years.  In simple terms, annual interest payments 
will be 6% of the principal amount borrowed and invested in the safety measure.  Annual 
depreciation payments will be 10% of the principal borrowed. Total annual payments will be 
16% of the principal.  In this case, USDOT policy would expect AAF to borrow an amount up to: 
$9.2 million / 0.16 = $57.5 million, to save one life per year (or 10 lives over 10 years). 
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15. We, the general public, need to see these FRA calculations.  Our lives depend upon it.  Residents 
in southeast Florida WILL be impacted by the safety hazard of AAF trains.  Residents are going to 
die as a result of this AAF project.  The Value of a Statistical Life represents a decision tradeoff 
between AAF profits and human lives of residents in southeast Florida.  Basically, as the project 
sits right now, AAF is expected to cost the impacted communities $270 million annually (29.4 x 
$9.2 million).   



16. This is a safety regulatory issue.  AAF has every incentive to maximize profits.  We 
wholeheartedly support AAF’s right to make a profit.  Unfortunately that profit accrues to AAF at 
the expense of human lives taken from the affected communities.  Because their lives are at 
stake, the public has a right to understand how much AAF is valuing general public lives.  Union 
Carbide Corporation learned this lesson in Bhopal, India in 1984.  Assuming the FRA is the Safety 
regulatory authority representing the local communities in this tradeoff of lives for profit, the 
FRA has the authority to make this tradeoff decision and require that AAF expend dollars on 
safety measures.  We, the people of the affected communities, need to know that the FRA is 
actually making reasoned decisions here, and on what basis.  We seek in this DEIS, the 
approximate equivalent of an accounting on AAF’s Balance Sheet for an imaginary line item we 
might, for wont of a better phrase, call:  “Long-term borrowing for safety infrastructure”, which 
accounts the implementation cost in dollars and the benefit savings in lives.   



17. If the AAF project is expected to kill X additional people annually – which we have estimated to 
be 29 people per year - compared to the status quo of NOT proceeding with the AAF project, 
this represents an equivalent dollar loss collectively to Society in all the communities along the 
FEC ROW of $270 million annually.   



18. It is unlikely to expect that AAF could save 100% of those 29 annual lives – short of constructing 
either a tunnel or elevated tracks, most likely at an unreasonable cost.  But the question the 
FRA needs to answer FOR US, the general public, is: How many of those 29 annual lives CAN be 
saved for LESS THAN a cost to AAF of $9.2 million/yr. per life/yr. saved?  As our safety regulator 
over AAF, the FRA has an obligation to show Society how many dollars this AAF project is 
investing in safety features, which will enable AAF to save an estimated Y number of those 
estimated 29 lives lost each year. 



19. The Safety Analysis we should be seeing (but is missing) in this DEIS consists of: 



 A listing of identified hazards 



 An estimate of the magnitude and extent of each hazard 



 A ranking of possible measures which could be taken which can be expected to save lives 
(and injuries, and property damage) for each identified hazard 



 For each safety measure: an estimate of how many lives (and injuries and property damage) 
the measure is expected to save 



 For each safety measure: an estimate of what the dollar cost to AAF would be to construct 
that safety measure 



 Selection of an appropriate financial discount rate (interest rate) 



 From the above analytical results: a clear statement of which specific safety measures AAF 
can invest in, and which can be expected to save one statistical life/yr. at a cost of under 
$9.2million/yr., for the life of the measure instituted. 



20. Caveats: 



 All of the above numbers are best guesses, and entirely subject to revision by more 
improved data from the FRA and AAF.   



 The problem is that this DEIS is completely devoid of any of this information and analysis.   





http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bhopal_disaster
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 Only the fatality hazard has been focused on in these Comments.  Train accidents are also 
going to include personal injury and property damage costs.  In the interest of simplification, 
the analysis here has not attempted to compute injury or property loss costs.  Those are also 
costs to communities that the full FRA analysis needs to address.   



21. The basic framework of a tradeoff between AAF profits and community losses of life, injury and 
property MUST be reasonably analyzed.  That is what is completely missing in this DEIS. 



22. Loss of life is an economic cost to society, and has been well studied in the Risk literature for 
many decades.  All government regulatory agencies now use the Value of a Statistical Life 
concept to make regulatory decisions regarding risk to human life.  Assigning a dollar value to a 
statistical life is the fairest way to make decisions involving risk to life. Such a balancing process 
is fair to individuals exposed to a public hazard and is fair to the entity creating the hazard - be 
the entity public or private - by requiring appropriate, but not excessive, costs to be incurred to 
safeguard a hazard.   



23. Safety hazards – particularly hazards exposing the general public, but even exposures to 
employees of an entity - are typically considered “externalities” in economic terms.  That means 
that the total costs are not reflected in market pricing mechanisms, and thus the creator of the 
hazard does not have the market incentives to mitigate the hazard appropriately and for the 
best interests of society.  Emptying your garbage out onto a public street is a simple 
example.  The cheapest action for you as owner of the garbage might be to empty your garbage 
out on the public street.  There would be no dollar cost for you to do so.  But this act creates an 
“externality” in that the garbage impacts others and is not in the best interest of society as a 
whole.  Thus public government imposes fines (and even imprisonment) as a cost that induces 
the person to dispose of garbage in an approved manner (or face fines or even jail).    



24. In the same way, AAF – absent government control – would not likely have cost incentives to 
expend an appropriate amount of dollars to safeguard a life safety hazard in the best interest of 
the general public and society as a whole.  Government agencies tasked with making and 
enforcing decisions which safeguard human life now acknowledge decision making procedures 
based on assigning a dollar value to a statistical life.   



25. I also think it is critical that safety infrastructure improvements be viewed as investments.  If AAF 
can construct a concrete wall that can be expected to save one life per year, they should be 
mandated by FRA to spend somewhere in the very rough range of $50 to $100 million per 
annual life saved (if my previous numbers are complete).  That is because a concrete wall would 
remain intact for many decades (and thus save Y lives/yr. for many years).  The FRA should in 
such long term cases, require AAF to borrow the money necessary to implement the safety 
measure.   Again, the exact numbers are all subject to refinement, but the principle stated here 
should NOT be. 



 
 



 



 



R.  Trespasser Safety 
 



Trespasser fatalities – FEC’s largest fatality hazard – is NOWHERE addressed in this DEIS. 
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1. FRA administrator Szabo at the 2013 Eastern Region Rail Crossing Conference and Expo in 



Worchester MA, 17 APR 2013 acknowledges that trespassing and grade-crossing safety is a 



major issue in the rail industry.  Here is some of his statement: 



“And while I am indeed proud of the industry’s safety record – and of FRA’s role in 
helping bring about positive changes – there is one notable exception: That’s injuries 
and deaths due to trespassing on railroad rights-of-way – today’s number one cause of 
railroad-related fatalities.  These preventable incidents – in addition to collisions at 
highway-rail grade crossings – represent roughly 95% of all railroad-related fatalities. 
And this really reinforces the need for the comprehensive safety approach we’re 
advancing by implementing the Rail Safety Improvement Act – or as we say, RSIA.  
.  .  .   
Moving forward, full RSIA implementation remains our top priority. RSIA mandates FRA 
execute roughly 40 rail safety rulemakings, reports, and other projects. 
To date, we have completed 13 of the 22 RSIA-mandated rules, and have issued notices 
for proposed rulemakings on 5 more. 
.  .  .   
But let me return to what I said earlier: how grade crossings issues are at the core of our 
efforts to build a rail network that is safer, more reliable, and more efficient. 
Our goal of eliminating these preventable accidents at grade crossings underscores the 
need for sustained investment in our rail network, as we’ve proposed in our 2014 
budget. Railroad safety and railroad performance are fundamentally linked. In many 
ways, the call for a high-performance rail network is also a call for superior grade 
crossing safety. 
Let’s consider some of the grade crossing improvements that have occurred to date 
through our High-Speed and Intercity Passenger Rail program. 
In Illinois, a fundamental part of the state’s effort to raise speeds throughout the 
majority of the Chicago-St. Louis corridor to 110 MPH is the upgrading of 235 grade 
crossings. All public crossings will receive four-quad gates – with intrusion detection 
linked to the installation of Positive Train Control. 
.  .  .   
One way it clearly has – as part of a broader community mitigation strategy to eliminate 
any negative impacts of rail’s growing role – is through advancing the creation of sealed 
corridors. 
.  .  .   
We’re seeing this along the Keystone Corridor – between Harrisburg and Philadelphia – 
where a project underway will successfully eliminate the last remaining public at-grade 
crossings. 
.  .  .   
Grade separation projects are central to this effort.” 



2. From a conversation I had with an FRA official at one of the DEIS Public Meetings, the FRA 
official told me that fencing the ROW is not an FRA requirement.  Apparently, it is not a 
requirement to safeguard the numerically-largest fatal hazard known in the railroad industry 
(and known to FEC/AAF): namely, trespassers. 



3. The FRA official further told me: “You can’t fence, because you disrupt the travel of wildlife.  
Wildlife has value also.”  And where is THAT tradeoff analysis (wildlife vs.humans) in this 
DEIS? 





http://www.fra.dot.gov/Elib/Details/L04477


http://www.fra.dot.gov/Elib/Details/L04477
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4. With trespassers being the largest railroad fatality hazard, why then, is the FRA so anxious to 
add 143 MORE high-speed rail grade crossings to the national inventory by implementation 
of the AAF project?   



5. Adding 32 trains per day traveling at 110 mph along the FEC ROW will increase death and 
injury along the corridor unless very significant Safety changes are made to the corridor.  We 
have estimated that the AAF contribution to increased annual FEC ROW fatalities amounts to 
29 lives/year – of which 77% are trespasser fatalities.  That is an estimated 22 lives 
annually.  Additionally FEC freight trains are currently killing 11 trespassers annually, based 
upon the last 15-year fatality history of FECR. 



6. The trespasser fatality problem – which is FEC’s largest fatality problem - is nowhere 
addressed in this DEIS.  



7. Sealing the corridor with fencing appears likely to be highly cost effective in addressing the 
trespasser safety problem but this alternative is never even considered as a possible 
mitigation measure in the DEIS.   



8. If 100% fencing could save only 4.5% of trespassers (saves only 1.5 of the expected 33 
trespasser lives lost annually), i.e., be only 4.5% effective, fencing would be of Net Benefit to 
society.  See the analysis beginning in Item # 9, below.  I honestly cannot see how the FRA, in 
its role and duty to protect the general public from harm,  could  NOT justify requiring 
fencing and monitoring as a minimum to mitigate this recognized and preventable 
trespassing hazard.  If I am not mistaken, such fencing is already being installed on a 200 mile 
HSR segment from Chicago to St. Louis, so I think we can assume the FRA recognizes fencing’s 
value. 



9. Since this DEIS is completely devoid in addressing this issue, I offer at least one option for 
how AAF might save trespasser lives, and discuss how much that option might that cost – just 
to demonstrate possible feasibility.  Here is a model of what a solution might look like: 
a. To prevent trespassers from entering FEC’s ROW, some sort of fence would undoubtedly 



have to be constructed along the ROW everywhere except at grade-crossings to control 
separation of trains from people.  Grade-crossings obviously must remain unfenced to 
allow both modes of transportation – train and vehicles – to cross.   



b. Installation of camera security monitoring systems at grade-crossings could monitor 
trespassing at the 350 grade-crossing locations where trespassing access to the ROW 
would not feasibly be preventable by fence.  Real time camera video would then be fed 
back to either (or both) a central train dispatch control room, and/or to approaching 
trains.   



c. Fence condition would need to be routinely inspected for cutting and breakage, but that 
should be able to be performed in conjunction with routine track inspection activities.   



d. Fence damage would have to be repaired where found.   
e. Repeat fence cutting might need additional attention such as temporary installation of 



wireless cameras at the problem location to observe, catch, and prosecute trespassers.   
f. Active criminal prosecution of trespassers, would eventually mitigate problematic 



trespass areas along the ROW.   
g. If courts fail to treat rail trespassing with sufficient deterrence, legislative pressure 



should be applied. 
h. Such a system may not totally eliminate 100% of trespasser fatalities and injuries, but it 



ought to make a dramatic improvement in the fatality rate over the current totally-
unsecured trespass environment. 



10. What might such a system cost? 
a. Capital Cost 
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 10’ chain link fencing, both sides of ROW: $198,000/mile x 235 miles = $46,530,000 
Reference, p.10:               
http://www.dot.state.mn.us/passengerrail/mwrri/files/Appendix%20E-
Cost%20Estimating%20Methodology.pdf 



 If chain link fencing is not aesthetic enough, decorative fencing could be used: 
Decorative fencing: $446,000/mile x 235 miles = $104,810,000 



 Cameras: Assume 1-2 cameras facing each direction (north and south) 
High quality cameras: (2 or 4) x $1000 x 350 crossings = $700,000 - $1,400,000 



 Communications network at each crossing to feed video back to central dispatch 
Networking at crossings: $5,000 x 350 crossings  = $1,750,000 



 Central security monitoring station 
Monitoring equipment: $500,000 
Monitoring Office space: 1,000 sf x $200/sf = $200,000 



 
Total capital cost:  $49,680,000 to $108,660,000                



 
b. Annual Operating Cost 



 Fence inspection: Assume no additional cost, over current track inspection cost 



 Fence repair: $1,000 x 1 cutting incident/mile/yr x 235 mile = $235,000 



 Camera and network maintenance:  
$1,000/crossing equip. maint. x 4 servicings/yr. x 350 crossings = $1,400,000 



 Monitoring labor at central station: 
6 employees (24/365) x $150,000 salary and benefits = $900,000 



 Central equipment maintenance: $100,00 
 



Total annual operating cost:       $2,635,000 
 



11. Benefits to Society from saving lives can be valued from USDOT’s Value of a Statistical Life, 
which USDOT has determined to be $9.2 million.  But Wait!  We can save an additional 50% 
more lives at NO additional cost.  A fenced corridor will equally save trespasser lives currently 
being lost to FEC’s freight operations.  



12. A simple estimate of annual cost to implement this alternative can be made using the 
following assumptions: 
a. Assume capital is borrowed to install the required capital assets for the project 
b. Assume a 10 year life for the capital assets 
c. Depreciate capital assets straight line. 
d. Assume 6% cost of capital 



13. For the low-cost $50 million capital cost estimate: 



 Annual Interest expense: $50 million x 6% = $3 million 



 Annual Depreciation expense: $50 million / 10 years = $5 million 



 Annual Operating expense: $2.6 million 



 Total annual expense: $10.6 million 
If this saved AAF just one life (4.5% of its estimated 22 annual lives lost to trespassing), plus the 
added 0.5 trespass life saved due to FECR freight trains, the project would be a Net Benefit for 
Society: 
 $9.2 million x (1 + 0.5) lives - $10.6 million = $3.2 million 



14.  For the high-cost $109 million capital cost estimate: 





http://www.dot.state.mn.us/passengerrail/mwrri/files/Appendix%20E-Cost%20Estimating%20Methodology.pdf


http://www.dot.state.mn.us/passengerrail/mwrri/files/Appendix%20E-Cost%20Estimating%20Methodology.pdf


http://www.dot.gov/sites/dot.gov/files/docs/VSL_Guidance_2014.pdf
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 Annual Interest expense: $109 million x 6% = $6.5 million 



 Annual Depreciation expense: $109 million / 10 years = $10.9 million 



 Annual Operating expense: $2.6 million 



 Total annual expense: $20 million 
If this saved AAF two (9% of its estimated 22 annual lives lost to trespassing), plus the added one 
trespass life saved due to FECR freight trains, the project would be a Net Benefit for Society: 
 $9.2 million x (2 + 1) lives - $20 million = $7.6 million 



15. Conclusions: 
a. If sealing the entire 235 mile corridor with a 10’ chain link fence could save only 1.5 or 



more of those expected 33 lives (4.5%) that would be lost annually from AAF passenger 
plus FECR freight trains, that action would be a Net Benefit to Society, and therefore the 
FRA should mandate a completely fenced and monitored corridor.  



b. If aesthetics are required on the full 235 miles of ROW corridor, this raises the capital 
investment cost such that if the decorative fence saved 3 or more expected 33 lives (9%) 
that would be lost annually from the AAF passenger and FEC freight trains, that action 
would be a Net Benefit to Society, and therefore the FRA should mandate a completely 
fenced and monitored corridor.  



c. Some combination of chain link fencing in rural areas and decorative fencing in 
populated areas could be employed. 



d. Perhaps with proper safety analysis, it can be demonstrated that NO fencing would be 
needed in selected segments of ROW. 



e. Sealing this corridor is net beneficial even if it turns out to be only 5% effective. 
 
 



S. System Safety Program 
 
 
An effective system safety program should have been implemented at the start of this “human safety 
experiment” years ago.  It is all the more imperative that one be implemented immediately and that it 
be authorized to re-visit all past system design decisions. 
 



1. According to an FRA official I spoke with at one of the Public Meetings for this DES, AAF is 
required to have a System Safety Plan – 49 CFR 270 



 NOTE: There is NO Part 270 in 49 CFR.  Part 270 was a Proposed Rule published at page 
55372 in the Federal Register / Vol. 77, No. 174 / Friday, September 7, 2012 / Proposed 
Rules.  Apparently this rule was never finalized (as was the High-Speed Passenger Rail 
Safety Strategy never codified.) 



2. According to an AAF official I spoke with at that same meeting, AAF has no written System 
Safety Plan yet – more than 2 years into the project. 



3. Frankly, as Comment M, above, pointed out, this AAF project is an “experiment”.  AAF is 
experimenting on the human lives of the neighboring residents of East Coastal Communities.  No 
passenger rail service has been built anywhere in the world that has: 



 This many trains  



 Proceeding through this densely populated a route 



 Containing this many grade-crossings per mile  



 With trains operating at this high a speed 





http://www.fra.dot.gov/eLib/Details/L03624


http://www.fra.dot.gov/eLib/Details/L03624
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4. From the Safety perspective the AAF project is quite large, with considerable complexity, and 
breaks much new ground as Item 3, above, outlines. 



5. A system safety approach needs to be applied to this AAF project because of the level of safety 
complexity and unique combination hazard elements (speed, increase exposure, and 
frequency).  A system safety approach should have been implemented at the conception stages 
of the project, where the results of system safety analyses could have been utilized in the design 
phases of this project.   



6. I held personal conversations with both FRA and AAF officials during the October “road show” 
performed to acquaint the general public with this DEIS.  Officials admitted that although AAF 
will apparently be requiring some form of System Safety Program, AAF has not yet even adopted 
any written System Safety Program (SSP).  Furthermore, the company has not yet even assigned 
personal responsibility for overall corporate safety to a Chief Safety Officer for the company.   



7. This DEIS clearly demonstrates that a whole myriad of system design decisions have already 
been completed at AAF - ALL absent any formal input from a credible, working System Safety 
Program.  Very clearly, the optimal project phase for system safety input is at the very start of a 
project of this scale and nature.  Lack of a working System Safety Program during these initial 
years of the AAF project has undoubtedly riddled the project with designed in safety weaknesses 
that will haunt this project for a very long time. 



8. At this stage of the project, because of the past lack of safety emphasis throughout the design 
phases of this “safety experiment” known as AAF, the FRA needs to invoke an even more 
aggressive System Safety Program than normal to: 



 Identify and quantify hazards 



 Analyze and identify appropriate control measures for identified hazards 



 Review past AAF design decisions for safety, and where additional safety is necessary, 
recommend design changes 



 Implement an ongoing System Safety Program that continues to monitor, analyze and 
offer appropriate safety input to keep the system acceptably safe. 



9. From what I have been able to gather, FRA seems to apply SSP’s to “operations” once a railroad 
is ready to go into operation.  This FRA practice fails to utilize system safety techniques and 
system thinking in the early conceptual and design phases of new projects – where safety input 
can be most productive and beneficial for overall system safety.  The FRA, in this DEIS at least, 
has the opportunity at this stage to correct that system error and require a full System Safety 
Program be implemented immediately to assess all aspects of the system’s safety and begin 
instituting action on its findings and recommendations. 



10. I realize planning for such a large and complex system as this, is very complicated and 
challenging – and very hard, if not impossible to get completely right.  This system has so many 
variables and constraints – of which human safety is but one constraint.  Unfortunately, I believe 
the system engineering (that FDOT performed going back as far as the early 2000’s with their 
Rail Plans) left a great deal to be desired.  Now, AAF has come along and has aggressively spent 
the last 2 years building upon that flawed planning foundation.  I think that gives us a huge mess 
today, and I’m not sure how anyone will be able to fix this in the foreseeable future.  But try, we 
must.  



11. I believe it is reasonable, including politically reasonable, to request that AAF adopt a visible-to-
the-public SSP.  If that truly happens, I would be entirely comfortable that the best outcome will 
result. 



12. This DEIS does not make it clear that the FRA is fulfilling its safety responsibility to the general 



public. 
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T.  Grade-Crossing Agreements may be illegally shifting liability 
 



1. In the purest economic sense, when railroads transfer their liability via grade-crossing 
agreements to local governments, this is bad for society, because the railroad (which creates the 
hazard) no longer has appropriate cost incentives, to protect lives in Society.  Essentially, this is 
the same process as if the rail company were to throw their garbage into the street and ask the 
local jurisdiction to pick it up.  The local jurisdiction has no ability to increase the safety 
measures deployed by the railroad.  If the railroad is absolved of liability at grade crossings, it 
has little cost incentive to pay for increased safety measures.  The net result to society is that 
more than an optimal number of lives then get lost to rail accidents - because insufficient funds 
were spent on safety measure to mitigate the hazard to the general public.   



2. From the above analysis, it may well be that our local jurisdictions are complicit in excessively 
risking residents’ lives, but I strongly feel the USDOT/FRA has a direct regulatory safety 
responsibility here.  And I see NO evidence in the DEIS that they have acknowledged it. Safety of 
residents IS a real “impact” on our communities – possibly the greatest impact.  Why it has not 
appropriately been considered is a travesty.  



3. Grade crossing agreements clearly move liability away from AAF responsibility, and onto local 
jurisdiction responsibility. 



4. I am concerned that grade-crossing agreements, which shift liability to local governments are 
actually causing excessive loss of life.  As such, resulting  grade-crossing agreements may be 
actually bad for society.  Basically, residents may be being unknowingly sold out by their own 
local governments and their lives are being inappropriately risked by their local governments. 



5. In one of the Public Meetings for this DEIS, I was told by one AAF official, that Benefit/Cost 
Analysis was not being applied to safety decisions because that was NOT what local 
governments were asking for.  I question the appropriateness of this decision making process, 
considering that local governments are not professionally qualified to make railroad safety 
decisions.   



6. It appears to me that local crossing agreements could possibly be legally defective and shelved 
by either the doctrine of  



 (a) any government action contravening adopted law is by legal definition against 
public policy and thus void 



 (b) any such "Crossing Agreements" are an "illegal delegation of State legislative 
authority" when they  by design or otherwise relieve private parties of safety 
responsibilities or POSSIBLE or FUTURE safety responsibilities. 



 



 



U. There has been NO weighing of Net Benefits vs. Net Costs 
 



1. Yes, in some places this DEIS does include values of Benefit to society and values of Cost to 
society.  But such values have been included only randomly and sporadically. Typically 
throughout the document, Benefits have been touted and Costs have gone unaccounted.  This 
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Comments Package highlights a few of those omissions, but this DEIS is riddled with this 
problem.  Certainly nowhere in the document is there any overall tally to show the reader.  Not 
only is there no tally, but there is insufficient information in most impact areas to even create 
such a tally. 



2. An AAF official at one of the DEIS Public Meetings, when asked if benefit/cost analysis (BCA) was 
being performed, responded: I don’t think that is what local communities are asking for. 



a. It would appear that BCA is not being used to evaluate safety measures at AAF 
b. I surmise that apparent involvement of local government officials by way of grade-



crossing agreements, is short-circuiting normal appropriate benefit/cost analyses and 
trade studies. 



 
 



V.  Project benefits accrue to urban centers – at considerable expense 



to rural areas 
 



1. This AAF project is clearly benefiting the urban population centers of Orlando, Miami, Ft. 
Lauderdale and WPB at the expense of people in Brevard through Martin counties.  The 
“congested” highways, which AAF purports to improve, are located in the urban centers – not 
located in Brevard through Martin counties.  Brevard through Martin county residents are not 
even being allowed to board the trains.  From the Safety perspective AAF is killing people of 
Brevard through Martin counties in order to provide passenger rail service to the urban centers 
of Orlando and Miami. 



2. Who benefits from this project? 



 Fortress (big time) 



 A limited number of residents (and land owners) living in close proximity to the 4 designated 
train stations 



 A limited number of luxury and business travelers 
3. Who loses from this project? 



 North county residents (big time) 



 Taxpayers (big time) 
 
 



W. References in this DEIS are unavailable to the Public 
 



1. Noted on P.9-1 (p.484 of 522) a list of References for this DEIS.  One of these reference is titled: 
West Palm Beach to Miami Project, Railroad Rehabilitation and Improvement Financing 
Program. March 2013. Loan Application. 



If FRA is using reference material in its EIS, the Public should be able to read the source material 
also, in order to evaluate the EIS.  Otherwise, how can anyone in the public legitimately be 
expected to evaluate the DEIS if we are not able to read its referenced sources? 













From: m mercier
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: IS ALL ABOARD FLORIDA THE NEXT SOLYNDRA?
Date: Tuesday, November 4, 2014 5:17:04 PM


My Name: m mercier


My Email: michellemercier3703@comcast.net


My Address:


3864 se old st lucie blvd, stuart florida 34996


Let's do a comparison between the known facts of these two start-up organizations,
 Solyndra and All Aboard Florida.


Solyndra owners were well politically connected in Washington and were key political
 players.
Tulsa billionaire George Kaiser was a major political donor and frequent visitor to
 Washington D.C. and state capitals.
They hired lobbyists, lawyers, consultants, contractors and public relations firms
 seeking financial favors from our government.
They were successful. Our government gave them $535,000,000 in loan guarantees.
 Within fifteen months, they were out of cash and nine months later they shut down their
 plant and laid off nearly all their employees.


American taxpayers lost all their money.


Fortress, Inc. a New York based hedge fund's Chairman and principals are politically
 well connected in Washington and Florida.
Their principals have met with Governor Scott several times and their representatives
 with key Washington Congressional officals.
A former Fortress employee is now Governor Scott's chief of staff.
Like George Kaiser, some senior Fortress executives are billionaires. They too have
 hired lobbyists, consultants, contractors, advertising and public relations firms in
 Washington and Florida to THE TUNE OF 3.5 MILLION TO advance their scheme.  


The first federal loan request is identical to Solyndra's.


It is a request for the Office of Budget and Management to grant loan guarantees to All
 Aboard Florida $1.6 billion.  The second request, for approximately $1.6 billion, is for
 a federal loan allocation and authority to sell tax exempt bonds in the market place.
 This right, if granted by Washington to AAF/Fortress, is a subsidy by tax payers to a
 private company.
The All Aboard Florida business plan which would show the sources and uses of funds,
 income statement, cash flow and balance sheet projections are hidden from view.
An attempt to obtain them from Florida DOT under the Freedom of Information Act,
 resulted in an All Aboard Florida law suit against the state, blocking them from being
 released.


Revealing their ridership study between Orlando and Miami has also been blocked from view
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 by their law suit.


In sum, the only difference between Solyndra and All Aboard Florida is their relative
 size.  All Aboard Florida's loan requests are at least three times larger.


Fortress/AAF financial usual strategy is to pay off higher cost financing with lower cost
 financing using taxpayer money. In this case, using undocumented ridership studies on a
 destructive path through coastal towns without a stop.
 
STEP ONE
About nine months ago Fortress raised $405 million from new investors to fund their train
 project. They had to pay investors 12.35% to attract the money. That is an equity rate.
These are equity investors investing in this Florida rail scheme.
 
STEP TWO
In the private activity bond (PAB) request to Treasury, Federal DOT and Wall Street
 underwriters, their Prospectus states, according to Bond Trader, that THE FIRST MONIES
 FROM THE LOAN WILL GO TO PAY OFF PRIOR EQUITY OWNERS.
 
So out of a $1.6 billion tax-exempt loan proceeds, if they receive authority from the Feds, 25%
 OF EVERY DOLLAR will go to prior Fortress/AAF equity owners.  
The balance will go to other general project expenses, which will include lobbyists,
 consultants, contractors, lawyers, advertising and public relation firms.
 
STEP THREE
While these financial schemes are afoot, the direct loan request to the Federal Railroad
 Administration for the RIFF loan is still live and well.  This direct loan or loan guarantee
 from OMB carries the full faith and credit of the United States government.  Therefore, the
 loan rate will fall between 3% to 4% for a 35-year term.  
 
So the $405 million in equity is cashed out by the $1.6 billion loan at 8% to 9%.  That loan is
 then cashed out with 3% to 4% money.
 
So what we see in this financial sequencing is raising money $405 million at 12.35%,
 replacing it will $1.6 billion tax-exempt private activity bonds (PAB) at 8% to 9% then
 replacing that loan with 3% to 4% money.
 
The financial plan is to pay off higher priced loans with lower priced loans and always using
 some type of taxpayer money or taxpayer privilege to do so.
 
Cool for them.  Not so cool for the taxpayer.
 
This is a  public subsidy for an unsafe train that history shows will have insufficient ridership,
 retrofitted to old tracks dangerously running over 340 AT GRADE CROSSINGS through coastal
 towns without a stop in the communities that it will destroy. What is wrong with this picture?
 


Sincerely,
m mercier








From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Current route for the FEC High Speed Rail service from Miami to Orlando, Florida
Date: Thursday, November 6, 2014 6:48:16 AM


 
 


From: Thomas Ladomirak [mailto:ladomirakt@bellsouth.net] 
Sent: Wednesday, November 05, 2014 8:46 PM
To: coments@vhb.com; Winkle, John (FRA)
Cc: floridanotallabord@gmail.com; ladomirakt@bellsouth.net
Subject: Current route for the FEC High Speed Rail service from Miami to Orlando, Florida
 
I feel that the current planned route for the High Speed
 Rail Service by the FEC Railway from Miami to Fort
 Ladurdale to West Palm Beach is OK, but for the West
 Palm Beach to Orlando segment, needs to go west. I
 feel the route should go west along the, Bee Line
 Highway in Palm Beach County ,(State Road 710), to
 Indiantown, FL., in rural Martin County. Than continue
 northwest to Okeechobee and than north to Orlando,FL.
 
With this route, you would avoid the negative effect on
 the urban areas of the whole Treasure Coast and Space
 Coast areas along the east coast of Florida.
 
This High Speed Rail service could follow the route of
 the CSX Rail Service from West Palm Beach to
 Indiantown, FL without to much train traffic delays to the
 the rural areas of Southeast, Florida along the Treasure
 Coast and north to southern Central Florida.
 
Also I understand All Aboard Florida wants to have a
 route from Orlando to Cocoa. I have no problem using
 the right-a-way of the Beach Line Highway also know
 as State Road 528, from Orlando to Cocoa.



mailto:john.winkle@dot.gov
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Thank You, Thomas S. Ladomirak








From: Elaine Stull
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard 32 Trains Per Day
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:25:34 AM


These high speed trains going through the treasure coast of Florida must be stopped.  It will destroy
 these communities.  The value of the properties will be lowered, vibrations from these high speed trains
 will be dramatic, access to hospital emergencies will be affected.  In Vero Beach the majority of the
 population lives west of the train tracks.  The hospital is east of the tracks.  It will be a disaster waiting to
 happen if someone dies while waiting for the train to pass through.
 
We all know it is not about passengers alone.  It is about freight trains.  There are tracks west that could
 be used but All Aboard does not wish to pay to use these tracks.  Please take into consideration the
 devastation it will cause to the towns along the way.  Hopefully you will consider these good citizens.
 
Elaine C. Stull
Vero Beach, Fl 32963
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From: William Ponsoldt
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard Florida is in violation of the 5th and 14th amendments to the constitution of the United States of


 America
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 1:40:09 PM


Gentlemen,
The due process provisions of the above referenced sections of the Constitution state in part---
"Nor shall private property be taken for public use, without just compensation"


We are the small business owners of an office warehouse located in Contractors Showcase on Decker Ave, Stuart
 Florida located 20 feet from the Railroad Tracks.


Please be advised that approval of the All aboard Florida plan as it now exists will constitute a "taking" and we
 expect to be compensated.  Alternatively please reject the project in its current form.


Southeast Capital Fund
By William R. Ponsoldt
772-812-6000
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From: Tom
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not an idea with merits and benefits
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 11:47:39 AM


To whom it may concern:


Quite simply, All Aboard Florida is not a good project since the negatives far out way any benefits.


As a resident of Martin County the project presents myself and my wife additional closings at auto rail crossings
 including all routes to Martin Memorial Hospital in the event of emergencies. The railroad bridge over the St. Lucie
 River will be in a down position much more often than it is now which prevents us from access to the Inlet when we
 are boating. Additional noise from more frequent trains and more danger to humans and animals resulting from
 more and faster trains. And property value have the possibility of going down, not up, as the result of the above.


Nothing can be done to eliminate any of these negatives.


How about the positives for us? There are none. It will not reduce pollution, add jobs to our local economy nor
 provide any goods or services for us.


If you were given these options for yourself and where you live, how would you feel?


Sincerely,


Tom and Barbara Willson
Stuart,  Fl


Sent from my iPad
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From: Kathleen T McCarthy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop the Train
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:09:31 PM


It will divide our town
Delay public emergency services
Disturb the peace
Etcetcetc


Sent from my iPhone
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From: Bill Biggs
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John Winkle; Bill Biggs
Subject: AAF DEIS Comments
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:11:53 AM


 
Riverwatch Marina & Boatyard


200 SW Monterey Rd. Stuart, Florida 34994
772-286-3456


 
 
 
Mr. John Winkle                                                                                                       
Transportation Industry Analyst
Federal Railroad Administration
SE Room W38-311
1200 New Jersey Avenue
Washington, DC   20590
 
 
Dear Mr. Winkle,
 
All Aboard Florida’s proposed high-speed passenger train service from Miami to Orlando
 will in its current form, have an economically devastating impact on the South Florida
 Marine Industry and waterfront residents.
 
My family owns and operates a 400-vessel marina and boatyard located on the South Fork
 of the St. Lucie River in Martin County.  I am also a board member with the Marine
 Industry Association of the Treasure Coast, an industry trade group that promotes boating
 and waterfront activities on the Central Florida east coast.
 
We have 18 commercial marinas and thousands of waterfront residents that operate west
 of the FEC railroad trestle on the St. Lucie River.  There are thousands of others living in
 the southern counties that will be equally impacted.  AAF’s proposed schedule will
 effectively block marine navigation at the St. Lucie River, Loxahatchee River, and New
 River crossings.
 
The information provided to you regarding marine navigation through train bridges by AAF’s
 consultant is so grossly flawed that it is defies analysis.  Marine traffic was based on the
 slowest navigation period of the year.  The data did not take into account peak weekend
 traffic in the summer months which approaches 500 daily trips vs. the DEIS which under
 estimates traffic by 83%.  The model in the DEIS also assumes unrealistic and unproven
 bridge cycle times which vastly underestimates the amount of time the bridge will be
 closed.  The bridged operating models in the DEIS are wrong, your staff needs to
 investigate and study the data for accuracy before your decision can be concluded!
 
Look at the facts, the Jupiter Inlet Navigation District recorded average vessel waiting times
 for the Loxahatchee Bridge of 20 minutes during the month of March 2014.  Two
 passenger trains scheduled hourly would close the bridge for 40 minutes, when a freight
 train is added to the traffic mix the bridge will be effectively closed the full hour and into the
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 next.  This will devastate the South Florida Marine Industry!
 
Our industry group met with officials from All Aboard Florida to discuss their planned
 service.  AAF’s President, Michael Reineinger refused to recognize the enormous financial
 impact to our industry and offered little evidence that would support their ability to mitigate
 the impact to our industry.
 
Solutions are readily available and economically feasible.  The DEIS explored some
 alternative train routes but missed the most promising option.  AAF could detour 25 miles
 northwest of West Palm Beach along Beeline Highway using the CSX rail, and then use
 their FEC track in Indiantown to once again proceed northeast to Fort Pierce.  The higher
 speed attained in the rural area would offset any extra distance traveled to keep the overall
 travel time reasonable.  The track already exists.  If AAF insisted on using their own track,
 a right of way could be granted allowing them to connect.  This route would eliminate all of
 the problems associated with marine navigation from West Palm Beach to Ft. Pierce.  This
 option was ignored or omitted by the DEIS and needs to be investigated by your staff.
 
I am asking the Federal Railroad Administration to investigate the accuracy of the DEIS
 and recognize the devastating impact to Martin County residents and marine navigation on
 our rivers.  At this time I am asking you to withhold funding to All Aboard Florida for their
 planned passenger rail plan.  When the FRA and AAF acknowledges the consequences of
 the passenger rail plan then we can work together to build a solution that works for
 everyone.
 
Sincerely,
 
 
 
William Biggs
Riverwatch Marina & Boatyard
 
 
 








From: Your Realestate advisor
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Impact Study questions All Aboard
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2014 10:39:15 AM


1. Do the high speed trains and freight trains create independent noise impacts or are they
 combined into one impact?  In other words are you taking my ambient reading from my area without
 any trains or with the existing trains on the track?  


2. What is the severe impact level at my specific property 2720 pine cone drive, Melbourne, fl 32940 and when
 was it determined? 


3.  What is the projected impact level at my specific property (above) after the addition of 32 trains (with and
 without quiet zones)?


4.  What type of "mediation" will you be recommending to reduce any noise that is considered above the severe
 level and will it be a mandatory requirement?


5.  What affect will the bridge being constructed on Pineda have on the noise level of surrounding properties?
  Considering reverberating noise created from under the bridge made by the trains.


6.   Will there still be a "frog" on the tracks north of Pineda after the installation of two tracks?


7.  Will there be increased coupling at the tracks north of Pineda after the implementation of the high speed rail?
  Will it create additional noise events and have they been accounted for in your noise studies?


Thank you for responding to each question. They are specific and should be answered specifically.


Jinger Knox
321-288-1689
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: DEiS WPB
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 12:17:08 PM


I don’t know if this constitutes a comment on the DEIS, but I’m forwarding.
 
From: Bertha B. [mailto:bmatics@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 8:49 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: DEiS WPB
 
Just would like to tell you I was extremely disappointed today at the WPB DEIS meeting. First
 I was hoping to meet you. I understand you are in favor of AAF and the Railroad but you
 have been very nice via correspondence. Thank you. Today at the DEIS meeting it felt more
 like a propaganda for AAF, than something that was suppose to be comments on what one
 read on the DEIS. Someone who had NOT taken the time to read the report as I had.. would
 have seen the pretty pictures, plans and videos and said oh wow this is great!!! 
 
 
When I had to give my statement. I FELT intimidated!  I had to give it in a corner, open to the
 public ,  with someone with a timer, the court reporter, and someone from AAF on my right
 and Three people in front of me from AAF giving their how wonderful AAF is speech to
 people who UNLIKE myself had taken the time to read the five hundred some pages.   Is this
 What is considered fair???  I was really disappointed. 
 
There was nothing non partial about this. It was clearly from my perspective put on by AAF
 for AAF and my 40 minute drive down to WPB was a waste of time.   I thought FRA was
 going to be fair about this.  If the FRA gives the RRIF loan to AAF it will be a detriment to
 residents of northern Palm Beach County and anyone North of WPB .
 
  I spoke to Mr.Jose Gonzalez.  He stated MY benefit was to get tri rail 20 years earlier and
 there would NOT be an increase in freight???   The DEIS states there will be.   That is a joke. 
 Tri Rail is a benefit. AAF is a detriment. MY poison  that I will choose to take then will be
 drive my car and go without Tri Rail.  
 
Mr. Winkle if this was suppose to be a public forum. It was a joke!!  I mean no disrespect but
 this was nothing more than more of a push for AAF and its representatives.
 
--
Regards,


  Bertha  


Bertha B.Matics 
Realtor
Keller Williams Real Estate
(561)371-7607
www.BerthaSellsHomes.NET
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From: claubenthal1
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard America Proposal
Date: Tuesday, September 30, 2014 3:27:35 PM
Attachments: All Aboard Florida.pdf


Please click on the attachment regarding the railroad proposal impact on Vista Royale and
 Vero Beach residents.
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September 30, 2014



To Whom It May Concern:



I am writing as an eleven year resident of Vista Royale, a senior community on the south side of Vero 
Beach, Florida.  During our time in Vista, my wife and I have developed a considerable fondness for 
Vero Beach and our development.  We and our neighbors have lived with traffic on U.S. 1 and trains 
that parallel the highway.  We feel both are essential aspects of the life and economy of an area like 
Vero Beach.  Noise is a given as are traffic and crossing signal delays.  They are accepted, but what is 
being proposed by All Aboard Florida is not only of no benefit to our community but is in fact a severe 
threat to our quality of life and property values.  



It would be an atrocity to dump the number of trains per day being proposed into this and other small 
communities from a standpoint of noise, limiting access to east/west roads, and safety.  Maybe it is not 
well known, but railroad activity in and near Vero Beach occurs awfully near many residential areas 
and businesses at this time.  Many of these residents are seniors living in retirement.  To multiply the 
trains coming through here would put a real hardship on these older Americans who are not able to just 
walk away from their property and take even bigger losses than the housing crash has already caused.  
The rail proposal will turn our senior communities into slums in no time.  



It is unimaginable that the All Aboard Florida project has gotten as far as it has already.  This is a big 
money project that is being powered past the public.  It is time to move it out parallel to I-95 or stop it.  
This is so gross that it would make great material for CBS's 60 Minutes show.  They usually call public 
attention to matters of great unfairness and that is what this will be.



We implore you to do all you can to alter this plan to minimize the impact on so many people.



Craig Laubenthal



Dean Emeritus, Ohio University
62 Woodland Drive, #104
Vero Beach, Florida 32962
claubenthal1@columbus.rr.com













From: Mike Boguth
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard Florida
Date: Saturday, September 20, 2014 10:32:55 AM


I am writing to say I am opposed to increased railroad traffic along the treasure coast. I am a homeowner in
 Michigan with a vacation home on Hutchinson Island. As a snowbird, I know my dollars are very important to the
 livelihood of this area's economy. I can assure the people of Martin County, we will NOT be able to sell this area to
 others if our locality becomes a major railway corridor. Those who have a choice where to spend their real estate
 dollars will GO ELSEWHERE.  It is obvious the state of Florida has decided to downgrade and write off the
 Treasure Coast and turn it into a second-rate location. I don't see 32 trains a day running through other coastal cities
 in Florida. It makes NO SENSE. The reports and studies that I have read all agree on one thing, millions of dollars
 will be spent on this project. I have one question. Why not spend money on new tracks through a less populated
 area in the state? If money is being spent anyway, this idea would be much easier to sell to citizens. Why isn't this a
 probability?
Jean Boguth
1357 NE Ocean Blvd
Stuart, FL 34996


Sent from my iPad
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From: Martin Dems Bellsouth
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not for All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, October 23, 2014 12:12:14 PM
Attachments: Dennis Killila (Chair@martincountydemocrats.org).vcf


Against AFF 10-22-14.doc


Attached document is a statement  opposing  approval the All Aboard Florida railroad proposal.
 
Dennis Killilia, Chair
Martin County Democratic Executive Committee
948B SE Central Pkwy.
Stuart FL, 34994
772-221-0405 Office
772-781-0446 Cell
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AAF



Re:
Draft Environmental Impact Statement




Regarding All Aboard Florida’s (AAF) proposal to provide 



Passenger rail service  between Miami and Orlando



To:
Federal Railroad Administration


From:
 Dennis A Killila, Chair Martin County Democratic Executive Committee




1792 SW Shady Lake Terrace, Palm City Fl 34990



Date
October 22, 2014



The Democratic Executive Committee of martin County Florida strongly opposes AAF’s passenger rail service for several reasons



Public Safety:  The railroad route divides several small communities and residential developments located very to close to tracks.  The Railroad right of  way was planned in the late 1800’s when the East Coast of Florida was not developed.  How can a railroad system created over a hundred ears ago be used as a high speed railroad today?  How can that work?


Today the landscape is very developed with several at grade crossings which delay business,  citizen, and emergency vehicle traffic .  The  grade level crossings can be eliminated by requiring railroad  bridges over the crossing.



Marine navigation:  The railroad right of way crosses several waterways flowing into the Atlantic Ocean.  This unique geography has created business and recreational boating activity found nowhere else in the United States. 



At this time several very old at grade railroad draw bridges are in use by the Florida East Coast railroad.  I am not an expert but I do not think they were built for high speed rail traffic.  Some of the bridges look like they belong in an museum.


Local Commuter traffic:  The small communities located along FEC railway need commuter service to the larger urban areas.  The AAF proposal ignores the need.


We support development of high speed railroads in South Florida.  Perhaps a route through central Florida is safer and more acceptable.



Thanks for this opportunity to comment








From: sandi adams
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop the Train
Date: Monday, October 6, 2014 8:55:25 AM


As a new resident of Vero Beach I am so enjoying my life at Vista Royale. I knew about the local
 rail business when I bought my Condo. Now I am hearing about the big train which is scheduled
 to make 32 passes thru Vero Beach and my neighborhood daily.
I feels as tho Vero Beach and its citizens are getting all the noise and personal cost and none of
 the benefits of this Big Train. What is the hurry to get between Miami and Orlando? It must be
 Disney or casino traffic.
Well good for them! They generate employment and entertainment. But what about those of us
 who just suffer the train wizzing by and tying up our intersections and waterways daily? Can you
 come up with some kind of compensation for those of us standing in the backdraft as the train
 goes back and forth? A lot of citizens are slated to pay the cost and reap no benefit.


772-563-8200
www.sandijadams.com
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From: SUNWRENT@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF DEIS Comments
Date: Tuesday, November 18, 2014 11:57:56 AM
Attachments: Final DEIS Comments.docx


Attached are some of my comments regarding the Draft Environmental Statement issued by All Aboard
 Florida.
Jane Schnee
Sebastian, FL
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                                             Comments Regarding


                  All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement





Historical/Cultural Impacts


Indian River County has a world famous archaeological site, “Old Vero Man” which is adjacent to and beneath the railroad tracks.  No mention of this is included in the DEIS.  And other important archaeological sites along  both the East-West and North-South routes have also been omitted.  The impacts to these archaeological sites will be tremendous and must be addressed.





The current bridge over the St. Sebastian River is  being considered as a historical site, yet the DEIS says this bridge will be demolished.





Other historical sites along the railroad route should be identified and studies of the effects of track construction and running of the trains must be conducted.





St. Sebastian River


The Army Corps of Engineers Permit Application #SAJ-2012-01564 (SP-AWP) states, “project is not located in an important Manatee Area”.  This information was obtained from AAF’s DEIS.  However, a report by the federal Marine Mammal Commission (1988) identified the St. Sebastian River as an important manatee habitat and manatees have been reported calving in the St. Sebastian River.  Special provisions need to be made for these manatees.  





There are conflicting statements as to whether the current St. Sebastian River bridge will be demolished or not.  If it is to be demolished, there needs to be details about how it is to be demolished to protect the river quality, the manatees, dolphins, fish, sea grasses and mangroves.





Little mention is given to the effect of noise and vibration on the manatees and river dolphins during demolition of the current bridge, construction of new bridges and the increased trains that will be running across it.  Studies have been done elsewhere that shows bridge construction noise is very detrimental to dolphins and other marine mammals, including manatees.  This needs to be addressed.  Plus the effect the noise and vibrations from the daily running of many trains will have on marine mammals needs to be addressed.  Marine mammals are very sensitive to vibrations and noises and can suffer many physical ailments and death from them.





Florida Scrub-Jays


The construction of new tracks and the running of many additional trains will have a very significant and deadly impact on Florida Scrub-Jays.  But the DEIS incorrectly states “Scrub-Jays are unlikely to cross the tracks”.   Florida Scrub-Jays cross the tracks on a regular basis and there are pictures and many observations by independent monitors along the North-South route  to prove this.   The DEIS cites surveys that have been done showing more Scrub-Jays have been killed along highways by vehicles but assumes that trains will not kill Scrub-Jays – this logic by the DEIS does not make sense.


Florida Scrub-Jays that are accustomed to acquiring food along and near the railroad tracks will be scared away from this food source by many trains going by.  The DEIS does not mention this.





Florida Scrub-Jays nest very close to the railroad tracks and U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service has rules stating that no disturbance of any kind should be done during nesting season.  The DEIS does not address Scrub-Jay nesting season at all and this is extremely important.





[bookmark: _GoBack]The Scrub-Jay surveys conducted in March of 2013 are already out of date because new Scrub-Jay families have moved into areas along the tracks since then, thus new surveys need to be conducted.  Any surveys conducted should involve individuals and government agencies who monitor Scrub-Jays because they are more up to date on Scrub-Jay locations and behaviors  than “outside” surveyors.  I have personally monitored Scrub-Jays in Indian River County as a trained volunteer for 5-1/2 years and have significant knowledge of their whereabouts and behaviors and I have witnessed them crossing the tracks, foraging between the tracks on a regular basis, and being scared away from their food source when a train comes by.





Mitigation for Scrub-Jay mortality and loss of habitat must be done.  The DEIS does not cover this.  There are many Scrub-Jay territories along the route not only in established preserves but on private properties and they definitely will be affected by track construction and an increase in the number of trains and increased noise.  The survey conclusions and the DEIS are incorrect regarding Scrub-Jays and must be corrected.





Gopher Tortoises


The DEIS states that some Gopher Tortoises might have to be relocated, but currently there is limited land available for relocation of Gopher Tortoises.  This needs to be addressed.  





Birds/Wildlife


The Florida Wildlife Commission says that any disturbance within 500 feet of birds foraging and/or nesting  (600 feet for Bald Eagles) will have a negative impact on them.  There are many wetlands and bird species foraging and nesting within 500 feet of the railroad track that are not considered in the DEIS and additional surveys and remedies regarding this need to be done.





With an increase in numbers of trains and the increased speed of these trains, additional wildlife will be killed.  The DEIS does not adequately address how they will deal with this.





Wetlands


There are wetlands very close to the railroad tracks that have not been identified or accounted for in the DEIS.  This needs to be revised and the impacts to the Wetlands themselves and the birds, wildlife, plants therein needs to be addressed.  For example, there is a Wetland in the North Sebastian Conservation Area very close to the tracks that is not mentioned at all in the DEIS (except a marsh was mentioned there in the Scrub-Jay surveys) so there are undoubtedly other Wetlands that have been excluded from the DEIS.





Parks/Recreation Areas


The DEIS states that Parks and Recreation areas will not be affected.  They need to revise this because there are Parks, Recreation Areas and Conservation Areas near the railroad tracks and people, birds, wildlife, plants will all be affected by the construction of new tracks and increased numbers of trains.  For example, in Sebastian, FL Riverside Park is only a block away from the railroad tracks and outdoor music concerts, art festivals and other events are held there on a regular basis.  Obviously parks such as these will be affected.  In addition, people walk through recreation areas, parks and conservation areas to enjoy the quiet and solitude of them – to hear the birds sing and the rustle of leaves.  With constant noise from passing trains the enjoyment will be gone.  This is not addressed at all in the DEIS.





The North Sebastian Conservation Area and many others directly abut the railroad tracks and the birds, wildlife and plants will be affected.





Invasive Plants


There are currently many plants along the railroad bed that the FLEPPC states are highly invasive.  The railroad should have been removing these invasive plants before now and if they are not removed before construction and high-speed trains pass these invasives will be spread and will multiply, affecting parks, conservation areas and private properties, resulting in local land managers and private property owners having the problems and costs of removing them.   Plus, AAF should be required to remove them as they grow in the future.  The DEIS does not address this important issue at all.








ROW Effects





The DEIS erroneously concludes that only people, birds, wildlife, wetlands, parks, conservation lands will be affected if they are within the 100-foot “ROW”.  The noise, wind, vibration will extend far beyond the ROW and needs to be addressed.





Mitigation


The DEIS does not indicate how mitigation will be achieved for various losses.  This needs to be explained in detail.  And, mitigation for Scrub-Jay “take” and loss of useable habitat needs to be done and addressed in detail.








             







From: pmerr8448
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Impact of AAFtrains
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 10:20:07 AM


My name is Peggy Merritt and I live in a manufactured home in Hobe Sound.
 I recently retired as a Realtor after over 30 years in Hobe Sound selling to many
 people that now live close to the "tracks" that run through our neighborhoods. My
 home vibrates when the current trains run through.
Adding the additional trains speeding through Hobe Sound would seriously affect our
 quality of life and our Real Estate values would definitely go down and our "Small
 town atmosphere" would be gone as well as the safety of our roads


Please, Please seriously consider locating these trains west of Martin County where
 they would have a more direct route through a less densely populated area. Thank
 you.
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From: Joan Bizousky
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; john
Subject: FW: Deadline: Email Today or Tomorrow re Stop All Aboard
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:57:53 AM


 


 Date: Tue, 2 Dec 2014 16:53:24 -0500
From: elzer@gate.net
To: elzer@gate.net
Subject: Deadline: Email Today or Tomorrow re Stop All Aboard


Tomorrow is the last day FRA is taking our comments on All
 Aboard's DEIS.  Be sure to voice your concerns.
Send your comments to US DOT and FRA:  They can deny the proposed
 $1.75+Billion tax-exempt bonds and also
the $1.6Billion government loan.    Below is a copy of The Guardians of
 Martin County' letter.


Email to:  "AAF_comments@vhb.com" AAF_comments@vhb.com,
 "john.winkle@dot.gov" <john.winkle@dot.gov>, "Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov"
 <Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov>
cc.  "Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil" <Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil>,
 "David.Keys@noaa.gov" <David.Keys@noaa.gov>, "Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil"
 <Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil>, "Allan.Nagy@faa.gov" <Allan.Nagy@faa.gov>,
 "James.Christian@dot.gov" <James.Christian@dot.gov>, "Benito.Cunill@dot.gov"
 <Benito.Cunill@dot.gov>, "Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov" <Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov>,
 "Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov" <Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov>, "John_Wrublik@fws.gov"
 <John_Wrublik@fws.gov>, "Charles_Kelso@fws.gov" <Charles_Kelso@fws.gov>,
  "CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov"
 <CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov>, "BillNelson@senate.gov"
 <BillNelson@senate.gov>, "Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com"
 <Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com>, "Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov"
 <Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov>, "GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com"
 <GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com>, "MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov"
 <MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov>


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE
Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590


Re: All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement and
 Section 4(f) Evaluation


Dear Mr. Winkle:
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The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., a 501(c)(3) organization which has
 promoted a safe and healthy environment and the unique quality of life
 for Martin County residents for more than a decade, objects to the All
 Aboard Florida (AAF) high speed rail project as currently proposed and
 configured and submits comments with respect to the following
 categories evaluated in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
 (DEIS): Communities and Demographics (Social and Economic
 Community Impacts), Economic Conditions, Environmental Justice,
 Navigation, Public Health & Safety, Threatened and Endangered
 Species, Wetlands and Water Resources.


Introduction


Martin County is located within the North-South Corridor (N-S Corridor)
 identified on Page 4-1 of the DEIS. The County is located approximately
 40 miles north of West Palm Beach and has an estimated population of
 151,263 based on 2013 U.S. Census Bureau projections.


Since there are no station stops planned between West Palm Beach and
 Orlando, Martin County residents will gain no benefits from 32 new trains
 a day traveling at high speed through our community (along with an
 additional 12 to 14 freight trains). AAF will cause economic harm and
 create safety, environmental, noise, and navigation hazards that Martin
 County residents do not currently face.


The stated purpose of the Environmental Impact Statement is to “disclose
 the environmental consequences” of the proposed AAF project “and to
 inform decision-makers and the public of any reasonable alternatives
 that would avoid or minimize adverse impacts to the natural or human
 environment.” The Draft EIS that was drafted by consultants who were
 paid by AAF fails to serve this purpose. It contains inadequate,
 incomplete, and inaccurate information that must be supplemented and
 corrected before decision-makers and the public may fully evaluate the
 impacts of the proposed AAF project.


Communities and Demographics (Social and Economic Community
 Impacts)


AAF will have serious negative social and economic community impacts
 within Martin County.


Incredibly, the DEIS completely omits Martin County and two
 incorporated municipalities which are crossed by the project in its
 discussion of Communities and Demographics. (DEIS 4-103 through 4-
105).


The City of Stuart, which is the County’s largest incorporated municipality
 (pop. est. 15,975) and is the County Seat for Martin County, is not
 mentioned in the DEIS report of impacts of the project on municipalities,







 although there are 10 at grade crossings in the city. The Town of Ocean
 Breeze, also an incorporated municipality within Martin County (pop. est.
 463) which, like the City of Stuart, is literally bisected by the project, has
 also been omitted.


Many of the City’s cultural resources, including the historic Lyric Theater,
 which is listed on the National Register of Historic Places, and the Stuart
 Heritage Museum are within 100 feet of the FECR tracks.


Comments submitted by the City of Stuart and Martin County address
 these issues in detail.


The Guardians of Martin County question the viability of the DEIS
 evaluation of Communities and Demographics affected by the AAF
 project when the largest incorporated municipality in the County and, in
 fact, all of Martin County is glaringly absent from the examination of
 these issues. The omission of Martin County, the City of Stuart, and the
 Town of Ocean Breeze from the DEIS evaluation of Communities and
 Demographics raises serious concerns about the thoroughness and
 veracity of the entire proposed EIS.


Another glaringly false and absurd statement with respect to the impact
 of the project on communities is the assurance in the DEIS that AAF
 “would benefit elderly and handicapped individuals by providing a
 transportation option that will enhance mobility and livability in their
 communities.” (DEIS 5-135)


Martin County has the highest percentage of elderly residents (28.9%) of
 any community within the N-S Corridor. Without any stops in Martin
 County, there is not a single “transportation option” provided by AAF to
 elderly and handicapped individuals. AAF not only fails to “enhance
 mobility and livability” in Martin County communities for elderly and
 handicapped residents, the project promises severe disruption to
 communities in which the elderly and handicapped reside and poses
 potential life-threatening risks.


Economic Conditions


Because the AAF project literally divides Martin County into two sections
 – that section east of the FECR tracks and that section west of the tracks
 – the project creates a severe threat to the economic survival of small
 businesses that rely on customers to cross the tracks for access.


Numerous small shops, restaurants, plants, groceries, and other
 business outlets are located adjacent to or near the FECR tracks. Fast
 and safe access across the tracks is not assured by the project,
 threatening the customer base of many of these small businesses,
 especially in the unincorporated areas of Port Salerno, Hobe Sound,
 Golden Gate and Jensen Beach and the incorporated municipality of







 Stuart, which encompasses the minority community of East Stuart.


Martin County has five “community redevelopment areas” (CRAs) which
 will be impacted by the project. None of the CRAs are identified or
 discussed in the DEIS. The Jensen Beach, Rio, Golden Gate, Port
 Salerno and Hobe Sound CRAs all are adjacent to or bisected by the
 FECR tracks. CRAs are statutorily created areas designed to eliminate
 blight, provide affordable housing, and generate economic development
 and stability within the communities where they are established. The
 DEIS fails to consider the project’s negative impacts to Martin County’s
 CRAs, such as the effect of lower property values caused by AAF on the
 Tax Increment Financing methodology that is used to finance and
 maintain CRA operations.


The economic benefits of the project touted by the DEIS are limited to
 temporary construction work in creating new infrastructure in Martin
 County.


The DEIS analysis that no job loss or neighborhood fragmentation will
 result from the project (DEIS S-17) is not borne out by the experience of
 small business owners and residents in the project area, especially
 those adjacent to or in close proximity to the FECR tracks.


Severe economic damage to existing small businesses will be long-
lasting or permanent. It is likely some will not survive the onslaught of
 increased train traffic that will block access to their businesses and
 create hazardous conditions for their customers trying to cross the
 tracks.


Environmental Justice


The DEIS fails to identify, quantify, or describe minority and low-income
 populations in Martin County that are disproportionately impacted by the
 negative impacts of the AAF project.


The County’s minority and low-income populations are, as in many other
 communities, situated closest to the project and are frequently bisected
 by the FECR tracks.


The East Stuart community within the City of Stuart is historically African-
American. East Stuart hosts two at grade crossings – at Florida Street
 and A1A (Dixie Highway) and at Decker and A1A. The tracks separate a
 densely populated residential area from the commercial area, and it is
 common for residents – especially children – to walk or ride their bikes
 across the tracks several times a day. One of the most beloved and
 utilized organizations within the East Stuart community, the Gertrude
 Walden Child Care Center, which provides services for low-income and
 minority parents and children, is located in the immediate vicinity of the
 project.







Similar situations exist in the Port Salerno, Hobe Sound and Golden
 Gate, where public schools, athletic fields, parks and youth centers such
 as the Boys and Girls’ Club are located in close proximity to the project.
 These communities have a high level of minority residents and
 businesses who are disproportionately impacted by the project, which
 does not directly impact the more affluent communities within the County
 which are not located as near the FECR tracks.


Among the negative effects of AAF on communities with higher
 percentages of low-income, minority, and elderly residents is the
 certainty that delay will be encountered by emergency vehicles crossing
 the FECR tracks to access emergency medical care.


Martin Memorial Medical Center, the largest medical care provider in
 Martin County (and also one of the largest employers in the County), has
 submitted comments objecting to the project noting that emergency
 responders throughout Martin County already “face a unique burden
 from existing freight traffic” on the “rail line [which] slices through the
 center of” the community.


Where the elderly and the very young live and congregate near the
 FECR tracks, the emergency access burden is of special concern and
 likely to result in tragic consequences. As the CEO of Martin Memorial
 Medical Center noted, even if delays caused by increased train traffic at
 crossings throughout the community are brief, “seconds can truly mean
 the difference between life and death.”


In low-income and minority communities, foot and bicycle traffic across
 the railroad tracks is common and presents additional disproportionate
 dangers to these residents.


Property values in lower-income areas are already depressed and will be
 further depressed by the proximity of the project. Noise and vibration
 from increased train traffic will disproportionately impact low-income and
 minority communities located closest to the FECR tracks.


Navigation


Numerous comments have been submitted regarding the serious
 negative impacts to navigation caused by the project and the failure of
 the DEIS to adequately and accurately address these concerns. The
 Guardians of Martin County, Inc., joins the marine industry, local
 governments, and boaters throughout the County in objecting to the
 project as it relates to navigation.


The information contained in the DEIS is indisputably inaccurate with
 respect to the number of vessels which pass through the St. Lucie River
 bridge. Comments submitted by Martin County include accurate counts







 of vessels passing through the bridge during the week and on
 weekends, reflecting more than twice as many vessels as the DEIS
 estimates.


Delays in allowing marine traffic to navigate through the St. Lucie River
 bridge opening will affect boater safety as well as property values for
 waterfront properties that lie to the west of the bridge. Commercial
 marinas and docks that require boaters to navigate through the bridge
 with longer and more frequent closures also will be severely impacted by
 the project.


Public Health & Safety


The DEIS fails to acknowledge that Fire Rescue and evacuation routes
 will be hampered by the project throughout Martin County.


Even in more affluent communities such as Jupiter Island and Sewall’s
 Point, there will be increased delays in the ability of emergency
 responders to reach the medical center located across the FECR tracks.
 Both the City of Stuart and Martin County, which contracts with other
 municipalities to provide fire rescue services, project serious increases in
 emergency response times due to increased train traffic and crossing
 closures.


Delays of as much as an additional 45 minutes are projected for
 evacuation in the event of an emergency at the St. Lucie Nuclear Power
 Plant on Hutchinson Island just north of Martin County. All evacuation
 routes are crossed by FECR tracks. In the event of other emergencies or
 weather events that require evacuation, increased train traffic will
 generate still more delays.


Pedestrian crossings which are frequently used throughout the County,
 especially in low-income and minority areas, will be even more
 dangerous with not only a higher number of trains on the tracks each
 day but increased speed of approaching trains. Pedestrians used to
 gauging the time available to cross the tracks based on the slower speed
 of freight trains will face significantly less crossing time with high-speed
 passenger trains approaching.


Threatened and Endangered Species


The DEIS discounts any impacts to threatened and endangered species
 and inaccurately states that no such species will be affected by the
 project.


The project passes through Jonathan Dickinson State Park (JDSP) in
 Martin County, which is the site of a number of resources which are not
 even mentioned in the DEIS. The Florida Division of Recreation and
 Parks (DRP) has submitted comments identifying species which will







 likely be impacted, such as perforated reindeer lichen ( Cladonia
 perforata ) located within the right-of-way and Curtiss’ milkweed
 ( Asclepias curtissi).


The Division notes that the federally protected eastern indigo snake has
 habitat within the N-S Corridor that will be impacted, as well as the
 Florida scrub jay, gopher tortoise, gopher frog, and Florida mouse. The
 gopher frog is especially likely to cross back and forth across the tracks
 in the park to travel between scrub habitat and wetlands breeding
 grounds.


Expansion of the tracks through JDSP will impact Florida scrub jay
 habitat as well as gopher tortoise on site.


More frequent closings of the rail crossing within JDSP will have severe
 negative impacts since the park has only one public access road.
 Emergency vehicles, campers, and day visitors could be trapped in the
 western part of the park during closures.


The DPR has submitted extensive and detailed comments addressing
 these issues.


Wetlands and Water Resources


As with other environmental impacts, the DEIS minimizes damage to
 wetlands and water resources resulting from the proposed project.


Comments submitted by Martin County detail serious concerns, including
 potential impacts to the Northwest Fork of the Loxahatchee River, which
 is federally designated as a Wild and Scenic River. The DEIS brushes
 off such concerns, suggesting that the lack of proximity to the FECR
 tracks eliminates or minimizes them. The entire Loxahatchee River
 watershed is a significant ecological complex, however, that provides
 unique habitat for endangered, threatened and migratory birds that travel
 throughout the area, including within the right-of-way.


Overall impacts to wetlands throughout the project area have not been
 quantified or addressed by the DEIS, which discusses mitigation of these
 impacts without acknowledging Martin County’s special protections for
 all wetlands. Insufficient data is provided for an accurate evaluation of
 the project’s wetlands impacts.


Impacts to water resources are being considered by the U.S. Army Corps
 of Engineers; however, the Corps has yet to schedule public hearings
 which have been requested by the Guardians of Martin County, Inc., as
 well as Martin County and other governmental agencies.


It is inevitable that impacts to manatee, protected seagrasses, and other
 marine life will be severe as a result of increased train traffic resulting in







 increased bridge closures producing more vessels queuing up to
 navigate through the bridge.


Conclusion


The DEIS failed to objectively and fairly evaluate the CSX Route
 Alternative (DEIS Figure 3.2-1), which would avoid most if not all of the
 negative impacts to Martin County residents and communities. The AAF-
paid consultants simply rejected the CSX Route Alternative out-of-hand,
 citing speculative issues such as “the risk that CSX would not be willing
 to enter into” a shared use agreement for existing infrastructure and
 unsupported conclusions such as the CSX Route Alternative poses “the
 highest potential adverse direct and indirect impacts to wetlands and
 protected species.” (DEIS 3-7)
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., strongly opposes the AAF project
 as proposed. The DEIS is replete with inaccurate, out-dated,
 speculative, and subjective material that appears to have been
 deliberately skewed by the drafters to support an unsustainable, critically
 flawed project.


The Guardians advocates consistency with the Martin County
 Comprehensive Growth Management Plan in all development
 throughout the County. The DEIS inaccurately states that the Plan was
 prepared by the Martin County “Division of Community Planning.” (DEIS
 4-4) There is no such agency within Martin County government. The
 Plan was prepared by the Martin County Growth Management
 Department.


Please insist that the final EIS be delayed until supplemental and
 accurate information is provided that truly reflects the AAF project’s
 impacts on the population and communities along the projected route.


Sincerely,


Peter H. Conze, Jr., President
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc.
www.theguardiansofmartincounty.com
Prepared by Virginia P. Sherlock, Esq.
Counsel to The Guardians of Martin County, Inc.



http://www.theguardiansofmartincounty.org/






From: Wendy Chalupa
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Collision Course
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:36:53 PM


 No All Aboard,


This is completely ludicrous!  The way All Aboard has snuck behind our backs with their
 plans to put 32 high speed trains right through my backyard (Stuart, Fl) is beyond criminal.
  They are going to threaten our safe, quiet little communities with a pollution spewing, high
 speed death rocket. That rocket will resonate with blaring horns, quaking buildings and a path
 of destructive homicide that will threaten our beloved Treasure Coast hour upon hour for the
 rest of our shortened lives!  Our children will then inherit properties that are worth pennies on
 the backbreaking dollars that we purchased them with.  
This has got to be stopped before it begins!


Wendy & Karl Chalupa


Wendy Chalupa
wendywight@aol.com
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From: Loretta Dorn
To: John.Winkle@DOT.gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com; rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com; bill@billnelson.senate.gov; Greg_Langowski@rubio.senate.gov; Congressman.Posey@mail.house.gov; gardiner.andy.web@flsenate.gov; altman.thad.web@flsenate.gov; john.tobia@myfloridahouse.gov; steve.crisafulli@myfloridahouse.gov; ritch.workman@myfloridahouse.gov;


 tom.goodson@myfloridahouse.gov; ananth.prasad@dot.state.fl.us
Subject: All aboard Florida
Date: Friday, November 21, 2014 10:01:54 AM
Attachments: Form AAF Letter.docx


 
 


From: Micco Home Owners [mailto:miccohomeowners@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 18, 2014 11:27 AM
To: Micco Home Owners
Subject: SAMPLE LETTER
 
We know. Everyone is tired of worrying about All Aboard Florida and their 110 mph passenger trains flying through Micco road crossings.  MHOA is working hard to make railroad officials understand our concerns for safety at
 the tracks, as well as to ensure there is no damage to the fragile environment that surrounds us in the Indian River Lagoon and St. Sebastian River.
 
Please take a little time to review the SAMPLE LETTER we have pasted below and attached.  The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) is asking for comments and we think this letter addresses many of the issues Micco
 residents have shared with us. Of course, if you wish to edit or use your own works – please do so.  
 
You may cut and paste the letter into your own email and send to:  John.Winkle@DOT.gov and AAF_comments@vhb.com (fyi: that’s AAF(underscore)@vhb.com
 
We have also provided email addresses for many of Florida’s elected officials who represent us BELOW.  Please copy the important leaders with your letter to the railroad administration too. Just cut and paste their addresses
 into the CC: area of your email.
 
rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com; bill@billnelson.senate.gov; Greg_Langowski@rubio.senate.gov; Congressman.Posey@mail.house.gov; gardiner.andy.web@flsenate.gov; altman.thad.web@flsenate.gov;
 john.tobia@myfloridahouse.gov; steve.crisafulli@myfloridahouse.gov; ritch.workman@myfloridahouse.gov; tom.goodson@myfloridahouse.gov; ananth.prasad@dot.state.fl.us
 
If you prefer to just mail your letter and not send it by email, here’s the address:
 
John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave., SE Room V-38-311
Washington D.C. 20590
 
The DEADLINE for receipt is December 3rd.  Micco Homeowner's sincerely appreciates your help!  See you next year at our January 8th meeting.
 
Here's the sample letter and it's attached too.
 ______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
 
DATE: _____________
TO: John.Winkle@DOT.gov and AAF_comments@vhb.com (AAF_comments@vhb.com)
FROM: ____________________ your email address _________________ ____________________
Mailing address___________________________________________________________________
 
Dear Sir:
 
I am writing with concerns about the All Aboard Florida (AAF) passenger rail project and the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) they have forwarded to the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) for review and
 comment.
 
The DEIS repeatedly refers to the impacts of adding 32 high speed trains as “will be mitigated.” No remedies are discussed for important issues like noise, vibration, air quality, construction staging or the impact more freight
 and 32 passenger trains will have on our natural habitats and wildlife.  There has been a serious attempt by AAF to fool us into accepting their plan with misleading facts or partial truths at area forums.  Additionally, as the
 South Florida Phase 1 segment is moving forward, many people believe there is nothing wecan do to resolve their concerns.  That sentiment has been used by AAF to limit comments and promise local officials concessions
 and/or stations “sometime in the future.” 
 
The new AAF tracks will bisect our community of mostly retired and senior residents. This means increased train activity could virtually cut off the east parts of my neighborhood from western portions. This is a serious
 impediment to the delivery of emergency services.  Neighbors will be separated from neighbors and access to needed community services will be limited by increased delays at crossing.
 
Safety at railroad crossings is also a huge concern.  Add 32 daily high speed trains, PLUS 16 to 20 freight trains to road crossings, that are level to the roadway (grade level) and we have an accident waiting to happen.   
 
Also not adequately addressed is the demolition and replacement of the St. Sebastian River railroad bridge.  AAF states the bridge will remain in its right-of-way.  While the bridge may be in the right-of-way, the tracks are
 being moved east and at landfall will impact homes in the Little Hollywood community.  Among the issues “to be mitigated” are the impacts of bridge construction on the annual winter migration of the Florida Manatee, an
 endangered species. The St. Sebastian River is treated as a stand-alone issue.  No mention is made concerning its use as a watershed by the St. Johns River Management District or that the River is a tributary of – and
 included in - the National Indian River Lagoon Estuary, a Lagoon of national importance and in critical need of restoration.
 
Finally, Florida already has a passenger train that goes from Miami to Orlando and no one rides it.  It’s called Amtrak. 
 
I am asking the Railroad Administration to reject the flawed Draft Environmental Statement and tell All Aboard Florida to do their due diligence and provide needed facts that truly justify this proposal.  Better yet, tell them to
 move their trains west.  Florida voters approved an amendment to the state’s constitution in 2000 authorizing a high speed “bullet” train adjacent to Florida’s Turnpike.
 
Sincerely yours,
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DATE:11/21/2014 _____________


TO: John.Winkle@DOT.gov and AAF_comments@vhb.com (AAF_comments@vhb.com)


FROML.Dorn ___________________ your email address pitasmom921@comcast.net_____________________________________


Mailing address_746 Canary Drive, Barefoot Bay, FL/ 32976__________________________________________________________________





Dear Sir:





I am writing with concerns about the All Aboard Florida (AAF) passenger rail project and the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) they have forwarded to the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) for review and comment. 





The DEIS repeatedly refers to the impacts of adding 32 high speed trains as “will be mitigated.” No remedies are discussed for important issues like noise, vibration, air quality, construction staging or the impact more freight and 32 passenger trains will have on our natural habitats and wildlife.  There has been a serious attempt by AAF to fool us into accepting their plan with misleading facts or partial truths at area forums.  Additionally, as the South Florida Phase 1 segment is moving forward, many people believe there is nothing wecan do to resolve their concerns.  That sentiment has been used by AAF to limit comments and promise local officials concessions and/or stations “sometime in the future.”  





The new AAF tracks will bisect our community of mostly retired and senior residents. This means increased train activity could virtually cut off the east parts of my neighborhood from western portions. This is a serious impediment to the delivery of emergency services.  Neighbors will be separated from neighbors and access to needed community services will be limited by increased delays at crossing. 





Safety at railroad crossings is also a huge concern.  Add 32 daily high speed trains, PLUS 16 to 20 freight trains to road crossings, that are level to the roadway (grade level) and we have an accident waiting to happen.    





Also not adequately addressed is the demolition and replacement of the St. Sebastian River railroad bridge.  AAF states the bridge will remain in its right-of-way.  While the bridge may be in the right-of-way, the tracks are being moved east and at landfall will impact homes in the Little Hollywood community.  Among the issues “to be mitigated” are the impacts of bridge construction on the annual winter migration of the Florida Manatee, an endangered species. The St. Sebastian River is treated as a stand-alone issue.  No mention is made concerning its use as a watershed by the St. Johns River Management District or that the River is a tributary of – and included in - the National Indian River Lagoon Estuary, a Lagoon of national importance and in critical need of restoration.





Finally, Florida already has a passenger train that goes from Miami to Orlando and no one rides it.  It’s called Amtrak.  





I am asking the Railroad Administration to reject the flawed Draft Environmental Statement and tell All Aboard Florida to do their due diligence and provide needed facts that truly justify this proposal.  Better yet, tell them to move their trains west.  Florida voters approved an amendment to the state’s constitution in 2000 authorizing a high speed “bullet” train adjacent to Florida’s Turnpike. 





Sincerely yours,


 Mrs. Loretta Dorn
















From: Eve Tillman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: OPPOSE All Aboard Florida (AAF) high speed rail project
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:32:22 PM


Please deny the All Aboard Florida (AAF) high speed rail project as currently
 proposed and configured. I have attended meetings and reviewed this proposal in
 detail and as a Martin County resident for over 25 years vehemently OPPOSE this
 high speed rail proposal. I concur with the findings that the DEIS failed to objectively
 and fairly evaluate the CSX Route Alternative (DEIS Figure 3.2-1), which would avoid
 most if not all of the negative impacts to Martin County residents and communities.
 The AAF-paid consultants simply rejected the CSX Route Alternative out-of-hand,
 citing speculative issues such as “the risk that CSX would not be willing to enter into”
 a shared use agreement for existing infrastructure and unsupported conclusions
 such as the CSX Route Alternative poses “the highest potential adverse direct and
 indirect impacts to wetlands and protected species.” (DEIS 3-7)
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., strongly opposes the AAF project as proposed.
 The DEIS is replete with inaccurate, out-dated, speculative, and subjective material
 that appears to have been deliberately skewed by the drafters to support an
 unsustainable, critically flawed project.


The Guardians advocates consistency with the Martin County Comprehensive Growth
 Management Plan in all development throughout the County. The DEIS inaccurately
 states that the Plan was prepared by the Martin County “Division of Community
 Planning.” (DEIS 4-4) There is no such agency within Martin County
 government. The Plan was prepared by the Martin County Growth Management
 Department.


Please insist that the final EIS be delayed until supplemental and accurate
 information is provided that truly reflects the AAF project’s impacts on the population
 and communities along the projected route.


Sincerely,


Respectfully,
Eve Tillman



mailto:tillmaneve@gmail.com
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From: Greetings
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop the Train
Date: Monday, November 24, 2014 10:11:47 AM


<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]-->


<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]-->
Gentlemen,
<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]-->
I’m strongly opposed to All Aboard Florida.
<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]-->
This proposal will adversely affect our community in several ways”


1. Traffic.  Automobile across the many crossings in our area.  Long delays to
 excessively long freight trains.  Multiple delays due to frequent proposed passenger
 traffic.


2. Boat traffic on our waterways because of the draw bridges,
3. Noise.  No need for loud horns at all times of the day and night to say nothing of the


 noise from the 100 MPH trains.  This will impact not only the people close to the
 tracks but also those living in proximity of the trains.


4. Envirornenment. 


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Flooding due to raised track beds.
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Shaking of earth around the tracks.
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Endangered species as the trains pass through


 parks.
<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]-->
I feel strongly that the environment studies to date are flawed.
<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]-->
Please do not allow big money dictate wrecking our neighborhoods along the proposed
 right of way.
<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]-->
Very Truly Yours,
<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]-->
William G. James, Jr.
2818 SE Dune Drive  Apt 2207
Stuart, FL  34996
772-334-2343
bjames12564@yahoo.com
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From: Cheryl Rowland
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF DEIS Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 1:05:12 AM


Mr. Winkle,


Please consider this my response to the All Aboard Florida (AAF) Intercity Passenger Rail
 Project, Draft Environmental Impact Statement.
Your draft EIS discusses three different paths for the Orlando to Cocoa corridor of the rail
 project.  Two of the three proposed routes do not reach my property and therefore the
 following response would not have any impact on your findings for those routes.  However,
 the north property line for my primary residence borders the Florida Department of
 Transportation land on the south side of 528 which is under consideration for the proposed
 1B Cocoa Curve option of the AAF East-West corridor project and thus my comments should
 be reviewed for this option only.
I have been told since this is the first passenger train in many years, this study is based on
 estimates not facts.  My concerns as a homeowner along the proposed 1B (Cocoa Curve) path
 are as follows:
Property Values – there is speculation the property values for the homes along the new east-
west corridor, could be reduced in value due to the train system.  Since this is a new endeavor,
 who is responsible to reimburse the homeowners if the property values drop twenty or even
 50 percent.  The report is based on estimates, how will this issue be mitigated?
Noise and Vibration Impact -  the report states “Along the E-W Corridor, noise impacts would
 be primarily due to the increased noise propagation from elevated portions of track. There is
 potential for 105 moderate and five severe noise impacts at residential receptors and one
 moderate impact at an institutional receptor.”   Further you state “Noise mitigation along
 elevated portions of track may include sound barriers on the edge of the elevated structures
 to mitigate potential severe impacts.”   Your table 4.2.2-1 uses examples of transit at 50mph,
 with regard to the EW Corridor where the trains will be at speeds in excess of 100mph what
 affect will the trains have on the noise pollution?
Along the E-W Corridor, there is the potential for vibration impact at 118 residential and 12
 institutional receptors, again the table does not reflect the speed of 100+ mph that the train
 will be running along the EW corridor.  What impact will the train at high elevation and high
 speed have on my residential structure?  I am concerned about the damages the vibration will
 cause, since this high speed rail is new and there isn’t an historical data to confirm the
 findings.
In addition, you cite much is not known on the impact of domestic livestock and wildlife on the
 east coast.  I found the following response to questions about a CAHST and the affect the
 CAHST would have on horses for this particular property.  I have horses and have similar
 concerns about the startling of my animals when the trains pass by on an elevated track at
 100+ mph.  I would like to request that a screening be completed to determine the affects on



mailto:car42759@yahoo.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment





 my animals and my daughter who will be riding them.
 
651-3
See MF-Response-NOISE-1. Also see section 3.4.3.3, Impact Assessment Guidance,
and Section 3.4.5.3, High-Speed Train Alternatives, of the EIR/EIS under the heading
Noise Effects on Wildlife and Domestic Animals for further information regarding noise
effects on wildlife and livestock.
The FRA High Speed Ground Transportation Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment
Manual (2005) considers a Sound Exposure Level (SEL) of 100 dBA the most
appropriate threshold for disturbance effects, such as startling, on wildlife and livestock
of all types. A screening assessment determined typical and maximum distances from
the HST tracks at which this limit may be exceeded. In the vicinity of the
property mentioned in the comment, the CAHST would be constructed atgrade.
Analysis indicated that along at-grade sections, the screening distance for a
single-train pass-by SEL of 100 dBA would be approximately 100 feet from the track
centerline for ballast and tie track and 160 feet in both directions from the track
centerline for slab track. Because fences control access to the right-of-way, and the
right-of-way would be 100 feet wide in rural locations, wildlife and domestic animals
would have to be within approximately 50 feet of the edge of the right-of-way with ballast
and tie track, and within approximately 110 feet of the edge of the right-of-way with slab
track, to cause the animal to startle. Given this, if the horse and wagon rides do not
include entering into this area, there would be no concern that the horses would be
spooked (and therefore no subsequent concerns about the safety of the guests riding
the horses).
651-4
See MF-Response-BIO-1 and MF-Response-BIO-2.
Response to Submission 651 (Lauren J. Knapp, October 12, 2011)
California
Traffic Hazard – Accidents along the exit ramps have been reduced now that FDOT has
 installed additional lighting at the 528/I95 intersection.  What controls are being considered
 to keep car accidents from damaging the support structures, causing possible derailments?
 
Flooding – The north side of my property floods with heavy rains, as the ditches running along
 the outside fence line can’t handle the excessive water, which is in part the runoff from 528. 
 What plans are being made to ensure runoff from the tracks will not add to this issue? 
As a taxpayer, I am concerned about the adverse affects the train will place on Brevard
 County, such as additional cost to maintain the tracks, without the benefit of a stop along the
 route to recoup the negative economical impact.
I would like to receive notification when the FEIS is available.  Thank you for your time and
 attention.
 
Sincerely,







Cheryl Rowland








From: Jane Grant
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Impact of All Aboard Florida on Fort Lauderdale International Boat Show
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 3:00:42 PM
Attachments: Letter from Efrem Zimbalist III.pdf


Attached please find comments from Efrem Zimbalist III, CEO of Show Management, the
 company that produces the Fort Lauderdale International Boat Show, regarding the potential
 impact of All Aboard Florida on the boat show and the local marine services industry.


Jane Grant
Pierson Grant Public Relations
6301 Northwest 5th Way, Suite 2600
Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33309
(954) 776 – 1999, ext. 224
jgrant@piersongrant.com


Partner agencies in 100 cities worldwide
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From: marie
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Comment
Date: Monday, October 6, 2014 12:47:04 PM


I own a condo across a street that backs to the railroad tracks. The train is disruptive but
 usually travels at night.  The vibration and noise of a four fold increase in traffic will impact
 my home value, not to mention my right to quiet enjoyment of my home. 
 
Please vote unacceptable for this project and obnoxious loan.
 
Marie Flaherty
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From: john
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2014 1:39:34 PM


I doubt if my comments will do any good, because there is too much money going in certain individuals pockets.  I
 can’t see any other reason for this, other than money.  You are going to hurt thousands of people’s lives for the
 profit of a few.  You are killing many a small town on Florida’s east coast, but I’m sure you already know that. 
 You probably also know that a lot of local coast people will die in additional accidents because of the trains. 
 Marinas will suffer because of inadequate railroad bridges. Big money people with big boats will leave the coast.
 You already know what will happen.  That is why they have someone without a face in Washington is making a
 decision about a part of the country that he probably knows little about.  Probably doesn’t even know how many
 people or towns will suffer because of him.


I’m just about done.


 Since there is another set of rails in a less populated route that would accomplish the same thing with a lot less with
 a lot less turmoil and pain to thousands of people and a number of towns.  But you haven’t even mentioned that.  
 That shows your, remember the old word character.


In conclusion I want to say I hope that the people that this high speed train kills doesn’t weigh on you mine.


John DeRose Sr.
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: FEC Bridge at St. Lucie River
Date: Monday, November 3, 2014 7:06:37 AM


 
 


From: Barry Douglass [mailto:bldouglass@earthlink.net] 
Sent: Saturday, November 01, 2014 1:42 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA); comments@vhb.com
Subject: FEC Bridge at St. Lucie River
 
 
 
To All Concerned:
 
The proposed closing of the FEC bridge over the St. Lucie Bridge in Stuart, FL for
 32
additional AAF trains per day is not just a little problem of impatient "yachties"
 waiting to pass through. The St. Lucie River stands apart from the New River and
 Loxahatchee River and Miami River because it is not merely a vessel thoroughfare
 through some marine communities. It is the equivalent of the Panama Canal for
 vessels transiting via the Okeechobee Waterway between the Atlantic Ocean to the
 Gulf of Mexico. Just as the Panama Canal is the only way to get from the Atlantic to
 the Pacific without going around notorious Cape Horn, the Okeechobee Waterway
 is the only way for vessels to transit from the Gulf of Mexico to the Atlantic Ocean
 without going south through the Florida Keys (for shallow-draft vessels) or around
 Key West (for deep-draft vessels).
 
The FEC railroad bridge across the St. Lucie River in Stuart is the motor vehicle
equivalent of a traffic bottleneck closing Interstate 95, possibly for the majority of
 each
daylight hour considering AAF plans of 32 transits per day, with most, if not all,
 during daylight hours. In its closed position, the FEC bridge allows passage of
 boats that require vertical clearance of less than of 6.2 feet, only the tiniest of boats.
 The bridge is not just another modern drawbridge. It is an ancient 100-year-old
 mechanism that opens and closes with the speed of its age. It thus requires
 closures commencing well in advance of any approaching train, with sufficient
 advance time to alert and allow slow commercial barge traffic to complete passage
 prior to commencing its downward path. The Environmental Impact Statement says
 a closure cycle takes 15 minutes. That is not what I and others have measured,
 from red light to green light in coordination with opening the old Roosevelt vehicle
 bridge less than 250 few feet to the west of the FEC bridge. Every time I have
 passed through the FEC bridge, it takes at least 30 minutes to complete an open-
and-close cycle.  This is measured from the time the FEC red light heralds an
 approaching train, when vessels must halt their approach and when the old
 Roosevelt Bridge tender will no longer open on request, and includes the time for
 the train to pass sufficiently far to permit commencement of the opening process, to
 the time the green light once again allows passage of vessels and the old
 Roosevelt Bridge tender will once again open on request “after vehicle traffic
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 clears”.  I personally have waited over an hour for the FEC bridge to cycle for the
 passing of multiple trains.  Although the AAF video cartoon shows boats waiting in
 line like cars at a crossing, boats must try to maintain position is the often high tidal
 currents and try to pass through the bridges as quickly as possible to avoid being
 trapped again.  Considering the AAF plans for mostly daylight operations when
 boating traffic is highest, these additional closings will create and serious safety
 issue.
 
Assuming the 30-minutes per closure is correct, the planned 32 AAF trains, mostly
 traveling in daylight results in the FEC bridge blocking marine traffic for 16 hours
 per day, not including the FEC bridge closures for the current 22 freight trains daily
 which require much longer closure times. That effectively closes down Florida’s
 Panama Canal completely to the thousands of vessels that pass through the St.
 Lucie Lock on their passage from the Gulf of Mexico to the Atlantic Ocean. Those
 vessels include the many commercial barges, local marine traffic, the new yachts
 that manufacturers bring to and from the boat shows in Miami, Ft. Lauderdale, St.
 Pete, Newport and beyond, and the yachts of cruisers and snowbirds headed
 across the state to the Bahamas or to the Gulf on their way to Mexico, Texas and
 other states north and west.  In addition there are numerous times when large
 numbers of boats try to pass through the bridges together such as boat parades,
 yacht club and boat manufacturer flotillas, holiday fireworks displays, and others
 which will be dangerously disrupted.
 
The concern about FEC/AAF affecting marine traffic is not just about impatient
 yachties having to wait. The Okeechobee Waterway is a lifeline for Florida vessels
 transiting between the Gulf and the Atlantic, a lifeline that AAF threatens to choke
 to its waterway death and potentially result in serious safety issues at the bridges.
 
 
Barry Douglass
772-287-9334 Home
772-341-0737 Cell
 








From: sdurjan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: OPPOSED TO ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:53:10 AM


This project is being shoved down our throats against our will! Our historic downtown
 is within 100 feet of the FECR tracks! Our community hospital is located on the
 waterfront downtown and must be accessed by crossing the tracks! This will be
 disastrous trying to get critically ill and injured people to the hospital quickly. My
 husband is a retired Lt.firefighter with MCFR, I am a critical care nurse. This will cost
 lives!  We have a large population of boating and fishing enthusiasts, including
 commercial fishing that will be affected by the train draw bridge going up all day
 long! 
I would beg you to please not destroy our community and negatively affect us in so
 many ways! 


Sincerely, 
Susan Durjan
Palm City, FL


 
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE
Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590


Re: All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f)
 Evaluation


Dear Mr. Winkle:


The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., a 501(c)(3) organization which has promoted a
 safe and healthy environment and the unique quality of life for Martin County
 residents for more than a decade, objects to the All Aboard Florida (AAF) high speed
 rail project as currently proposed and configured and submits comments with respect
 to the following categories evaluated in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
 (DEIS): Communities and Demographics (Social and Economic Community
 Impacts), Economic Conditions, Environmental Justice, Navigation, Public Health &
 Safety, Threatened and Endangered Species, Wetlands and Water Resources.


Introduction


Martin County is located within the North-South Corridor (N-S Corridor) identified on
 Page 4-1 of the DEIS. The County is located approximately 40 miles north of West
 Palm Beach and has an estimated population of 151,263 based on 2013 U.S.
 Census Bureau projections.
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Since there are no station stops planned between West Palm Beach and Orlando,
 Martin County residents will gain no benefits from 32 new trains a day traveling at
 high speed through our community (along with an additional 12 to 14 freight trains).
 AAF will cause economic harm and create safety, environmental, noise, and
 navigation hazards that Martin County residents do not currently face.


The stated purpose of the Environmental Impact Statement is to “disclose the
 environmental consequences” of the proposed AAF project “and to inform decision-
makers and the public of any reasonable alternatives that would avoid or minimize
 adverse impacts to the natural or human environment.” The Draft EIS that was
 drafted by consultants who were paid by AAF fails to serve this purpose. It contains
 inadequate, incomplete, and inaccurate information that must be supplemented and
 corrected before decision-makers and the public may fully evaluate the impacts of
 the proposed AAF project.


Communities and Demographics (Social and Economic Community Impacts)


AAF will have serious negative social and economic community impacts within Martin
 County.


Incredibly, the DEIS completely omits Martin County and two incorporated
 municipalities which are crossed by the project in its discussion of Communities and
 Demographics. (DEIS 4-103 through 4-105).


The City of Stuart, which is the County’s largest incorporated municipality (pop. est.
 15,975) and is the County Seat for Martin County, is not mentioned in the DEIS
 report of impacts of the project on municipalities, although there are 10 at grade
 crossings in the city. The Town of Ocean Breeze, also an incorporated municipality
 within Martin County (pop. est. 463) which, like the City of Stuart, is literally bisected
 by the project, has also been omitted.


Many of the City’s cultural resources, including the historic Lyric Theater, which is
 listed on the National Register of Historic Places, and the Stuart Heritage Museum
 are within 100 feet of the FECR tracks.


Comments submitted by the City of Stuart and Martin County address these issues in
 detail.


The Guardians of Martin County question the viability of the DEIS evaluation of
 Communities and Demographics affected by the AAF project when the largest
 incorporated municipality in the County and, in fact, all of Martin County is glaringly
 absent from the examination of these issues. The omission of Martin County, the City
 of Stuart, and the Town of Ocean Breeze from the DEIS evaluation of Communities
 and Demographics raises serious concerns about the thoroughness and veracity of
 the entire proposed EIS.


Another glaringly false and absurd statement with respect to the impact of the project
 on communities is the assurance in the DEIS that AAF “would benefit elderly and
 handicapped individuals by providing a transportation option that will enhance







 mobility and livability in their communities.” (DEIS 5-135)


Martin County has the highest percentage of elderly residents (28.9%) of any
 community within the N-S Corridor. Without any stops in Martin County, there is not a
 single “transportation option” provided by AAF to elderly and handicapped
 individuals. AAF not only fails to “enhance mobility and livability” in Martin County
 communities for elderly and handicapped residents, the project promises severe
 disruption to communities in which the elderly and handicapped reside and poses
 potential life-threatening risks.


Economic Conditions


Because the AAF project literally divides Martin County into two sections – that
 section east of the FECR tracks and that section west of the tracks – the project
 creates a severe threat to the economic survival of small businesses that rely on
 customers to cross the tracks for access.


Numerous small shops, restaurants, plants, groceries, and other business outlets are
 located adjacent to or near the FECR tracks. Fast and safe access across the tracks
 is not assured by the project, threatening the customer base of many of these small
 businesses, especially in the unincorporated areas of Port Salerno, Hobe Sound,
 Golden Gate and Jensen Beach and the incorporated municipality of Stuart, which
 encompasses the minority community of East Stuart.


Martin County has five “community redevelopment areas” (CRAs) which will be
 impacted by the project. None of the CRAs are identified or discussed in the DEIS.
 The Jensen Beach, Rio, Golden Gate, Port Salerno and Hobe Sound CRAs all are
 adjacent to or bisected by the FECR tracks. CRAs are statutorily created areas
 designed to eliminate blight, provide affordable housing, and generate economic
 development and stability within the communities where they are established. The
 DEIS fails to consider the project’s negative impacts to Martin County’s CRAs, such
 as the effect of lower property values caused by AAF on the Tax Increment
 Financing methodology that is used to finance and maintain CRA operations.


The economic benefits of the project touted by the DEIS are limited to temporary
 construction work in creating new infrastructure in Martin County.


The DEIS analysis that no job loss or neighborhood fragmentation will result from the
 project (DEIS S-17) is not borne out by the experience of small business owners and
 residents in the project area, especially those adjacent to or in close proximity to the
 FECR tracks.


Severe economic damage to existing small businesses will be long-lasting or
 permanent. It is likely some will not survive the onslaught of increased train traffic
 that will block access to their businesses and create hazardous conditions for their
 customers trying to cross the tracks.


Environmental Justice







The DEIS fails to identify, quantify, or describe minority and low-income populations
 in Martin County that are disproportionately impacted by the negative impacts of the
 AAF project.


The County’s minority and low-income populations are, as in many other
 communities, situated closest to the project and are frequently bisected by the FECR
 tracks.


The East Stuart community within the City of Stuart is historically African-American.
 East Stuart hosts two at grade crossings – at Florida Street and A1A (Dixie Highway)
 and at Decker and A1A. The tracks separate a densely populated residential area
 from the commercial area, and it is common for residents – especially children – to
 walk or ride their bikes across the tracks several times a day. One of the most
 beloved and utilized organizations within the East Stuart community, the Gertrude
 Walden Child Care Center, which provides services for low-income and minority
 parents and children, is located in the immediate vicinity of the project.


Similar situations exist in the Port Salerno, Hobe Sound and Golden Gate, where
 public schools, athletic fields, parks and youth centers such as the Boys and Girls’
 Club are located in close proximity to the project. These communities have a high
 level of minority residents and businesses who are disproportionately impacted by
 the project, which does not directly impact the more affluent communities within the
 County which are not located as near the FECR tracks.


Among the negative effects of AAF on communities with higher percentages of low-
income, minority, and elderly residents is the certainty that delay will be encountered
 by emergency vehicles crossing the FECR tracks to access emergency medical
 care.


Martin Memorial Medical Center, the largest medical care provider in Martin County
 (and also one of the largest employers in the County), has submitted comments
 objecting to the project noting that emergency responders throughout Martin County
 already “face a unique burden from existing freight traffic” on the “rail line [which]
 slices through the center of” the community.


Where the elderly and the very young live and congregate near the FECR tracks, the
 emergency access burden is of special concern and likely to result in tragic
 consequences. As the CEO of Martin Memorial Medical Center noted, even if delays
 caused by increased train traffic at crossings throughout the community are brief,
 “seconds can truly mean the difference between life and death.”


In low-income and minority communities, foot and bicycle traffic across the railroad
 tracks is common and presents additional disproportionate dangers to these
 residents.


Property values in lower-income areas are already depressed and will be further
 depressed by the proximity of the project. Noise and vibration from increased train
 traffic will disproportionately impact low-income and minority communities located
 closest to the FECR tracks.







Navigation


Numerous comments have been submitted regarding the serious negative impacts to
 navigation caused by the project and the failure of the DEIS to adequately and
 accurately address these concerns. The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., joins the
 marine industry, local governments, and boaters throughout the County in objecting
 to the project as it relates to navigation.


The information contained in the DEIS is indisputably inaccurate with respect to the
 number of vessels which pass through the St. Lucie River bridge. Comments
 submitted by Martin County include accurate counts of vessels passing through the
 bridge during the week and on weekends, reflecting more than twice as many
 vessels as the DEIS estimates.


Delays in allowing marine traffic to navigate through the St. Lucie River bridge
 opening will affect boater safety as well as property values for waterfront properties
 that lie to the west of the bridge. Commercial marinas and docks that require boaters
 to navigate through the bridge with longer and more frequent closures also will be
 severely impacted by the project.


Public Health & Safety


The DEIS fails to acknowledge that Fire Rescue and evacuation routes will be
 hampered by the project throughout Martin County.


Even in more affluent communities such as Jupiter Island and Sewall’s Point, there
 will be increased delays in the ability of emergency responders to reach the medical
 center located across the FECR tracks. Both the City of Stuart and Martin County,
 which contracts with other municipalities to provide fire rescue services, project
 serious increases in emergency response times due to increased train traffic and
 crossing closures.


Delays of as much as an additional 45 minutes are projected for evacuation in the
 event of an emergency at the St. Lucie Nuclear Power Plant on Hutchinson Island
 just north of Martin County. All evacuation routes are crossed by FECR tracks. In the
 event of other emergencies or weather events that require evacuation, increased
 train traffic will generate still more delays.


Pedestrian crossings which are frequently used throughout the County, especially in
 low-income and minority areas, will be even more dangerous with not only a higher
 number of trains on the tracks each day but increased speed of approaching trains.
 Pedestrians used to gauging the time available to cross the tracks based on the
 slower speed of freight trains will face significantly less crossing time with high-speed
 passenger trains approaching.


Threatened and Endangered Species


The DEIS discounts any impacts to threatened and endangered species and
 inaccurately states that no such species will be affected by the project.







The project passes through Jonathan Dickinson State Park (JDSP) in Martin County,
 which is the site of a number of resources which are not even mentioned in the DEIS.
 The Florida Division of Recreation and Parks (DRP) has submitted comments
 identifying species which will likely be impacted, such as perforated reindeer lichen
 ( Cladonia perforata ) located within the right-of-way and Curtiss’ milkweed
 ( Asclepias curtissi).


The Division notes that the federally protected eastern indigo snake has habitat within
 the N-S Corridor that will be impacted, as well as the Florida scrub jay, gopher
 tortoise, gopher frog, and Florida mouse. The gopher frog is especially likely to cross
 back and forth across the tracks in the park to travel between scrub habitat and
 wetlands breeding grounds.


Expansion of the tracks through JDSP will impact Florida scrub jay habitat as well as
 gopher tortoise on site.


More frequent closings of the rail crossing within JDSP will have severe negative
 impacts since the park has only one public access road. Emergency vehicles,
 campers, and day visitors could be trapped in the western part of the park during
 closures.


The DPR has submitted extensive and detailed comments addressing these issues.


Wetlands and Water Resources


As with other environmental impacts, the DEIS minimizes damage to wetlands and
 water resources resulting from the proposed project.


Comments submitted by Martin County detail serious concerns, including potential
 impacts to the Northwest Fork of the Loxahatchee River, which is federally
 designated as a Wild and Scenic River. The DEIS brushes off such concerns,
 suggesting that the lack of proximity to the FECR tracks eliminates or minimizes
 them. The entire Loxahatchee River watershed is a significant ecological complex,
 however, that provides unique habitat for endangered, threatened and migratory
 birds that travel throughout the area, including within the right-of-way.


Overall impacts to wetlands throughout the project area have not been quantified or
 addressed by the DEIS, which discusses mitigation of these impacts without
 acknowledging Martin County’s special protections for all wetlands. Insufficient data
 is provided for an accurate evaluation of the project’s wetlands impacts.


Impacts to water resources are being considered by the U.S. Army Corps of
 Engineers; however, the Corps has yet to schedule public hearings which have been
 requested by the Guardians of Martin County, Inc., as well as Martin County and
 other governmental agencies.


It is inevitable that impacts to manatee, protected seagrasses, and other marine life
 will be severe as a result of increased train traffic resulting in increased bridge







 closures producing more vessels queuing up to navigate through the bridge.


Conclusion


The DEIS failed to objectively and fairly evaluate the CSX Route Alternative (DEIS
 Figure 3.2-1), which would avoid most if not all of the negative impacts to Martin
 County residents and communities. The AAF-paid consultants simply rejected the
 CSX Route Alternative out-of-hand, citing speculative issues such as “the risk that
 CSX would not be willing to enter into” a shared use agreement for existing
 infrastructure and unsupported conclusions such as the CSX Route Alternative
 poses “the highest potential adverse direct and indirect impacts to wetlands and
 protected species.” (DEIS 3-7)
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., strongly opposes the AAF project as proposed.
 The DEIS is replete with inaccurate, out-dated, speculative, and subjective material
 that appears to have been deliberately skewed by the drafters to support an
 unsustainable, critically flawed project.


The Guardians advocates consistency with the Martin County Comprehensive Growth
 Management Plan in all development throughout the County. The DEIS inaccurately
 states that the Plan was prepared by the Martin County “Division of Community
 Planning.” (DEIS 4-4) There is no such agency within Martin County government.
 The Plan was prepared by the Martin County Growth Management Department.


Please insist that the final EIS be delayed until supplemental and accurate
 information is provided that truly reflects the AAF project’s impacts on the population
 and communities along the projected route.


Sincerely,


Peter H. Conze, Jr., President
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc.
www.theguardiansofmartincounty.com
Prepared by Virginia P. Sherlock, Esq.
Counsel to The Guardians of Martin County, Inc.



http://www.theguardiansofmartincounty.org/






From: Diana Berray
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop the all aboard florida!
Date: Tuesday, November 11, 2014 12:22:35 PM


I can't believe this is actually happening. It is the worst thing for Florida.
It will divide my town (Stuart)  in half- going to work will be impossible as the trains will
 cause a blockage.  The noise will be horrible. I seriously have to think of moving out
 of Stuart- where I have lived for 22 years. It will destroy the town, environment,
 boating- everything that is great about this place.  Shame on everyone involved!


If the train needs to carry cargo 32 times a day - then it should use tracks west of
 town and not through the middle of it.   I hope that it never happens or at least not
 through our town.


Diana Berray
David Strom
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From: bobludlum@aquadimensions.com
To: john.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: AAF DEIS Reply
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 6:47:16 PM
Attachments: All Aboard Letter.docx


Robert & Lisa Ludlum
775 NW Flagler Avenue, #301
Stuart, FL 34994
 
November 16, 2014


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590
 


Dear Mr. Winkle:


There are very serious issues omitted in the Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS) that
 should be addressed and alternate solutions considered to the All Aboard Florida (AFF) plans
 to run passenger rail service through the City of Stuart and surrounding communities that will
 not see any economic benefit of the 32 train crossings proposed.


I am a resident of Stuart, Florida, specifically the Harborage Yacht Club and Condominiums. 
 The Harborage Yacht Club and Condominiums are situated on the east side of the Florida
 East Coast Railroad (RR) Tracks between two crossings 3,000 feet apart between Fern Street
 and Alice Avenue.  Our condominium buildings are less than 80 feet from the tracks.  We will
 be irreparably harmed by the All Aboard Florida (AAF) Intercity Passenger Rail Project if it
 is approved to run on the current tracks through this community as proposed.


I have reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS) prepared for AAF and believe
 it falls far short in its analysis of the true impacts to Martin County and City of Stuart
 residents, property owners and boaters.


I do not believe the DEIS adequately addresses our community’s concerns with respect to
 crossing safety, noise pollution, train vibrations, emergency response times, quality of life,
 and disruption of marine navigation,  by the change in operations of a bascule bridge almost
 100 years old.


A summary of our issues that have been underestimated or inadequately addressed include,


 


 


Vehicle and Marine Traffic:


I believe the DEIS understates the navigational use of the St. Lucie River under the RR bridge.
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Mr. John Winkle
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Robert & Lisa Ludlum


775 NW Flagler Avenue, #301


Stuart, FL 34994





November 16, 2014


Mr. John Winkle


Federal Railroad Administration


1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311


Washington, DC 20590





Dear Mr. Winkle:


There are very serious issues omitted in the Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS) that should be addressed and alternate solutions considered to the All Aboard Florida (AFF) plans to run passenger rail service through the City of Stuart and surrounding communities that will not see any economic benefit of the 32 train crossings proposed.


I am a resident of Stuart, Florida, specifically the Harborage Yacht Club and Condominiums.  The Harborage Yacht Club and Condominiums are situated on the east side of the Florida East Coast Railroad (RR) Tracks between two crossings 3,000 feet apart between Fern Street and Alice Avenue.  Our condominium buildings are less than 80 feet from the tracks.  We will be irreparably harmed by the All Aboard Florida (AAF) Intercity Passenger Rail Project if it is approved to run on the current tracks through this community as proposed.


I have reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS) prepared for AAF and believe it falls far short in its analysis of the true impacts to Martin County and City of Stuart residents, property owners and boaters.


I do not believe the DEIS adequately addresses our community’s concerns with respect to crossing safety, noise pollution, train vibrations, emergency response times, quality of life, and disruption of marine navigation,  by the change in operations of a bascule bridge almost 100 years old. 


A summary of our issues that have been underestimated or inadequately addressed include,








Vehicle and Marine Traffic:


I believe the DEIS understates the navigational use of the St. Lucie River under the RR bridge. Marine Traffic, exiting marinas, yacht builders, repair facilities, brokerages, and private docks were under counted.  The Stuart RR Bridge was built in 1920’s.  The track segment through downtown Stuart is the only segment within the project limits that will remain single tracked. The more than threefold increase in train whistle noise pollution and vibrations will adversely impact neighborhoods on each side of downtown Stuart. I believe the effect of increased bridge openings on automobile traffic delays are not fully addressed in DEIS ── the Report only evaluated traffic at two intersections, SE Monterey Road and Colorado/SE Dixie Highway. Fern Street, Alice Avenue and other crossings to the south of the City were not evaluated. On a recent Saturday morning, a freight train stopped across both the Fern Street and Alice Avenue crossings blocked access for over an hour. Additionally the amount of time the crossings will be closed to automobile and marine traffic has been significantly underestimated due to the current and future amount of traffic, the amount of time the bridge must be closed prior to the trains arrival and the reduced speed the trains must achieve to navigate the sharp curve prior to or just after the bridge. It is apparent that replacing the bridge with a taller bridge system to reduce closings is not possible.


Emergency and Safety Personnel Response Times:


The Harborage has 129 two and three bedroom condos and three offices, with residents of all ages. Delays in securing emergency services as both entrances are closed for trains measurably undermine our emergency response times; there is no denying this fact, seconds matter in saving lives. This is not just a slim possibility due to a few minutes once or twice a day, this will be 32 times a day of the possibility of significantly reduced emergency response times.


Quality of Life:


The significant increase in train traffic will impede on ALL aspects of personal and business life in and around our homes and businesses. Our right to quiet enjoyment in our homes will be seriously violated by the increased train traffic limiting ingress and egress to our homes and by the train whistles and vibrations that will degrade our quality of life. While a firm believer in capitalism, there needs to be a very strong consideration to not only nature’s environmental impact, but the same consideration to the impact of the individuals that live and work in that environment when a business is created or expanded in a community. There should be a serious consideration and corporate responsibility to the impact of the lives of the people in the environment that this private for profit business is proposing. An accurate evaluation to the impact we face has not been achieved.





 Property Values


The life disruption, noise and safety concerns from the additional 32 passenger trains that are proposed to be using these tracks will make our property virtually unsaleable. There is a significant monetary impact that we will all endure. Additionally, this will create a substantial property value reduction to the surrounding community that is anywhere near the tracks. This should be accurately evaluated and disclosed in the DEIS. 


There is zero economic benefit to our community. There is only detrimental impacts as outlined above. These are not extremist viewpoints. These are real issues and impacts that we face to our environment which we live in. There are alternate solutions. AAF should move to and share the existing right of way that already offers passenger service to Orlando. Partner with or lease the CSX tracks to the west where there will be significantly reduced or no environmental impacts.


Alternate solutions must be considered if the overall environmental impacts are accurately assessed for not just the Harborage Condominiums, but the surrounding community as well.


Last, there is no justification for a Federal loan guarantee for a project that will ultimately degrade this community and the Treasure Coast. This must be done with private money and private guarantees with a corporate responsibility to the community.


Thank you for your consideration.


[bookmark: _GoBack]Sincerely,
Robert & Lisa Ludlum
Robert & Lisa Ludlum






 Marine Traffic, exiting marinas, yacht builders, repair facilities, brokerages, and private docks
 were under counted.  The Stuart RR Bridge was built in 1920’s.  The track segment through
 downtown Stuart is the only segment within the project limits that will remain single tracked.
 The more than threefold increase in train whistle noise pollution and vibrations will adversely
 impact neighborhoods on each side of downtown Stuart. I believe the effect of increased
 bridge openings on automobile traffic delays are not fully addressed in DEIS -- the Report
 only evaluated traffic at two intersections, SE Monterey Road and Colorado/SE Dixie
 Highway. Fern Street, Alice Avenue and other crossings to the south of the City were not
 evaluated. On a recent Saturday morning, a freight train stopped across both the Fern Street
 and Alice Avenue crossings blocked access for over an hour. Additionally the amount of time
 the crossings will be closed to automobile and marine traffic has been significantly
 underestimated due to the current and future amount of traffic, the amount of time the bridge
 must be closed prior to the trains arrival and the reduced speed the trains must achieve to
 navigate the sharp curve prior to or just after the bridge. It is apparent that replacing the
 bridge with a taller bridge system to reduce closings is not possible.


Emergency and Safety Personnel Response Times:


The Harborage has 129 two and three bedroom condos and three offices, with residents of all
 ages. Delays in securing emergency services as both entrances are closed for trains
 measurably undermine our emergency response times; there is no denying this fact, seconds
 matter in saving lives. This is not just a slim possibility due to a few minutes once or twice a
 day, this will be 32 times a day of the possibility of significantly reduced emergency response
 times.


Quality of Life:


The significant increase in train traffic will impede on ALL aspects of personal and business
 life in and around our homes and businesses. Our right to quiet enjoyment in our homes will
 be seriously violated by the increased train traffic limiting ingress and egress to our homes
 and by the train whistles and vibrations that will degrade our quality of life. While a firm
 believer in capitalism, there needs to be a very strong consideration to not only nature’s
 environmental impact, but the same consideration to the impact of the individuals that live
 and work in that environment when a business is created or expanded in a community. There
 should be a serious consideration and corporate responsibility to the impact of the lives of the
 people in the environment that this private for profit business is proposing. An accurate
 evaluation to the impact we face has not been achieved.


 


 Property Values


The life disruption, noise and safety concerns from the additional 32 passenger trains that are
 proposed to be using these tracks will make our property virtually unsaleable. There is a
 significant monetary impact that we will all endure. Additionally, this will create a substantial
 property value reduction to the surrounding community that is anywhere near the tracks. This
 should be accurately evaluated and disclosed in the DEIS.


There is zero economic benefit to our community. There is only detrimental impacts as
 outlined above. These are not extremist viewpoints. These are real issues and impacts that we
 face to our environment which we live in. There are alternate solutions. AAF should move to







 and share the existing right of way that already offers passenger service to Orlando. Partner
 with or lease the CSX tracks to the west where there will be significantly reduced or no
 environmental impacts.


Alternate solutions must be considered if the overall environmental impacts are accurately
 assessed for not just the Harborage Condominiums, but the surrounding community as well.


Last, there is no justification for a Federal loan guarantee for a project that will ultimately
 degrade this community and the Treasure Coast. This must be done with private money and
 private guarantees with a corporate responsibility to the community.


Thank you for your consideration.


Sincerely,
Robert & Lisa Ludlum
Robert & Lisa Ludlum


-- 
Bob Ludlum, President


Aqua Dimensions Plumbing & Solar, Inc
1651 SW Macedo Blvd.
Port St. Lucie, FL 34984
772-344-8433 office
772-343-7418 fax


Benjamin Franklin Plumbing
1631 SW Macedo Blvd.
Port St. Lucie, FL 34984
1-877-BEN-1776
www.benfranklinplumber.com


 This message and any attachments are intended only for the use of the addressee and may contain information that is privileged and confidential. If the
 reader of the message is not the intended recipient or an authorized representative of the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
 dissemination of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, notify the sender immediately by return
 email and delete the message and any attachments from your system.



http://www.benfranklinplumbingflorida.com/






From: Virginia Duetsch
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop the high speed train
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 11:06:20 AM


Please add my name to any list objecting to the "All Aboard Florida" high speed train going
 through Treasure coast towns. The train will be dangerous, engender noise and other
 pollution, and obstructive to the normal flow of traffic. MOVE THE TRACK WEST OUT
 NEAR 95 WHERE THE POPULATION IS SPARSE AND THE DANGER AND
 POLLUTION LESS IMPACTFUL. We do NOT want the train running through our
 communities.


E. Virginia Duetsch



mailto:evduetsch@gmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Russell Stiriz
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 2:06:58 PM


To whom it my concern;     NO, To AAF.
I don't need a train passing by 32 times a day.


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:Rastiriz1@yahoo.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Patricia Michelle Schlefsky
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: OWNERSHIP OF THE FEC RAILWAY CORRIDOR IS UNCLEAR
Date: Monday, November 24, 2014 6:32:58 PM


My Name: Patricia Michelle Schlefsky


My Email: mishikhan@msn.com


My Address:


1947 Tamara Trail
Vero Beach, Fl
32966


As per the study conducted by the Jupiter Town Council, much of the FEC right of way through Jupiter was established
 through an easement dedicated by the United States of America by act of Congress on March 3, 1875. Limited lands used by
 FEC were acquired through fee simple deeds. Further investigations into the ownership of the FEC rail corridor through
 Jupiter has determined that a portion of the property may not fall under sole ownership of FEC and/or FEC is not a fee simple
 controlling party to title of the railroad right of way.


Perhaps more importantly, the entire rail corridor has been dedicated to the use of the public. For over a century, the FEC has
 used this dedication to the public to its advantage through tax exemptions and the ability to secure public funding for
 improvements and maintenance in the corridor.


In consideration of All Aboard Florida, it is reported that the rail corridor is “privately held” and under the complete control
 and jurisdiction of the railroad company. As such, FEC and AAF purport that state or local governments have no grounds to
 approve or deny the project as the advocate for the “public”. Even though some of the lands may have originally been held in
 private hands, the “public” designation assigned to some of the property may have modified the original private land rights in
 some measure to consider the “public’s interest” in how the right of way is used.


Given these observations, we would like clarification on ownership issues within the corridor to support the position that
 AAF/FEC has the ability to 1) expand capacity within the ROW without any public input and 2) charge local units of
 government lease payments for use of public crossings and necessary improvements to railroad crossings.


Sincerely,
Patricia Michelle Schlefsky


Recipients
Designated Comments Email as Provided In EIS Draft
Office of Rail Road Policy and Development
Department of Rail Safety
Senator Marco Rubio
Senator Bill Nelson
Ananth Prasad Florida Department of Transportation
Congressman Patrick Murphy
Congressman Paul Ryan



mailto:mishikhan@msn.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Peggy Connelly
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Destructive to Treasure Coast
Date: Monday, November 10, 2014 11:41:23 AM


I am a resident of 430 Arbor St. in Sebastian.  At the present time when a train goes across CR 512 in
 Sebastian, we must stop all conversation until the train passes, because the noise is too loud to hear
 each other.  At the present time, I wake up at least once in the middle of the night because of the
 warning horn and train noise.  I can live with that.  But once these trains come through our back yard at
 approximately every half-hour blowing the horn, our quality of life will be destroyed.  It will be impossible
 to sleep in our own home!!!  How can a company ruin so many cities and people’s lives as you will do all
 along the entire treasure coast?  Both the hospitals in our county are east of the railroad tracks and most
 residents live west.  This will ultimately result in delays which may be critical to a person’s survival.  I just
 cannot imagine that there will be enough passengers going to and from Orlando at 1 a.m. through 6 a.m.
 to justify such a ridiculous schedule!  If you really feel the need for a passenger train to Orlando, you
 should consider building it out west with less population and where it wouldn’t destroy people’s lives like
 this will!!!  Our City of Sebastian will be divided by these constant disruptions right through the middle of
 our beautiful city.  I’m afraid that greed will win out over caring about entire towns and people’s lives. 
 Very sad!!!
Margaret Connelly
430 Arbor St.
Sebastian, FL  32958
peggy.connelly@yahoo.com



mailto:peggy.connelly@yahoo.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: FRA Public Comments RE: AAF Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:28:40 PM
Attachments: doc00185720141203125845.pdf


 
 


From: Mike Grella [mailto:mgrella@jupiterinletdistrict.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 03, 2014 12:28 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Cc: George Gentile; William Broome
Subject: FRA Public Comments RE: AAF Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Importance: High
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From: peppy1960@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Impact of trains
Date: Thursday, October 30, 2014 2:05:56 PM


We are opposed to this Boondoggle! Many safety issues, destruction of our cities and towns
 along the Treasure Coast, high speed trains belong on the tracks West .........and we
 understand that freight trains will significantly increase .  Lives could be lost because of the
 delays of emergency vehicles. It does not make sense to have 32 trains+ 'running through
 highly populated areas with no protection and not just the crossings!!! How about the miles
 and miles of unprotected track!!
Move your train out West!!


Marilyn and Jimmy Evans
Hobe Sound, FL


Sent from AOL Mobile Mail



mailto:peppy1960@aol.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Susan Mehiel
To: John.Winkle@DOT.Gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF DEIS Response
Date: Monday, November 24, 2014 1:54:40 PM
Attachments: EIS Mehiel response 11-24-14.docx


(Also attached in Word Doc form)
 
John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue   room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
Response to the AAF DEIS
 
The following is my response to the All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Study released by
 the Federal Railroad Administration.  In this response, I cover three critical areas that should have
 been more professionally and completely covered in the DEIS or were not included in the DEIS at all:
 


1.       Analysis of Ridership Projections
2.      The True Impact on CO2 Amounts
3.      The Environmental Impact of HSR Sharing Freight Rails


As many before me, I found the DEIS sorely lacking in its analysis of the impact of HSR on many
 critical aspects of our local communities.  I also found minimal detail in the analyses of important
 areas of the project or cavalier references to methodology or related studies with no supporting
 documents in the report or appendices.
 
Lastly, I must speak to this process that is conducted by an entity (the FRA) that is supposed to
 represent and protect the interests of the American people and taxpayers.  If it were not for our
 local elected officials and the resources of some generous taxpayers and volunteers, this poor
 excuse for an impact study would have been released to the public with only 45 days to respond
 and would have had little or no professional, expert criticism of its content.  Even 75 days was
 inadequate for a region where a large percentage of the residents and taxpayers are seasonal
 residents and were not even in the area for the first 60 days!
 
What is even more disturbing is that this is not the first DEIS prepared for or released by the FRA
 that addresses a proposed HSR rail project yet none of those other EIS analyses are referenced in
 this work.  My research and the research of other residents has identified a number of DEIS’s which
 address issues and negative impacts common to the AAF project – some were the cause of the RRIF
 loans not being granted.  It appears that the rail transportation experts at the US DOT and FRA
 review each DEIS in isolation and with no previous knowledge of negative impacts caused by
 similar projects.
 



mailto:susanm@ersmd.com

mailto:John.Winkle@DOT.Gov
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TO:	John Winkle


Federal Railroad Administration


1200 New Jersey Avenue   room W38-311


Washington, DC 20590





FROM:	Susan Mehiel


131 Laurel Oak Lane


Vero Beach, FL 32963





Response to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the proposed


All Aboard Florida Orlando to Miami Intercity Rail Project





SECTION 1:  DEIS Analysis of ridership projections





There is only one feature of HSR that signifies success and can be used to justify the inconvenience, disruption and environmental impacts of an express train or HSR system and that is ridership.  If a system cannot attract enough riders, if there is not enough accepted benefit, then the cost to the taxpayers and the threat to health and safety and the environment cannot be justified.





Throughout the process of introducing the concept of AAF to the marketplace, AAF and Florida East Coast (FECI and FECR, sister companies to AAF) executives have refused to specify ridership projections or their formulas for developing projections and have refused to announce ticket pricing – the one main factor that drives all ridership projections.  Once the major environmentally detrimental effects of AAF are known, it is impossible to weigh the costs to mitigate those effects if one does not know the true benefit of the service to the market place.  Having reliable ridership projections are key to determining the extent of its benefit…its value and cost to the residents of the region.





In the DEIS, AAF divides ridership projections into two categories – Phase I, Short Distance Trips (stations in Miami, Ft. Lauderdale and West Palm Beach) and Phase II, Long Distance Trips (trips one way to/from from the SE Florida stations to/from Orlando. 





1. Phase I –  Ridership Projections:


With regard to Short Distance Trips (SDT), there is no specific mention in either the DEIS (3.5.2 Ridership) or the Louis Berger Group, Inc., (LBG) Ridership and Revenue Study  (Appendix) of the existing inter-city Tri-Rail Service operating between Miami and West Palm Beach and its impact on SDT ridership.





Tri-Rail has been in operation for 25 years with 22 stations between MIA and WPB and in 2013 Tri-Rail reported 4.3 million riders (and an operating deficit of approximately $87 million in 2012[endnoteRef:1]).  The weekday rate to travel the length of the line averages $3 (including regular discounts), while AAF documents show an anticipated ticket price for the same trip to be $23.77 for a coach seat.  After 3 years the projected ticket price will be $25.23.[endnoteRef:2]  Charging eight times the amount of the existing rail service would make it difficult to capture a substantial quantity of existing Tri Rail passengers to accomplish the benchmark of 2.2 million annual passengers projected by LBG three years into the project. [1:  South Florida Regional Transportation Authority, Comprehensive Financial Report, 6/30/2012]  [2:  Palm Beach Post, 6/20/2014] 
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The omission of any references to the impact that Tri-Rail would have on AAF as it builds ridership of its Phase I route casts doubt on the accuracy of its SDT ridership projections, ridership projections for the entire project and the AAF financial projections.


Experts in passenger rail suggest that in a comparison of costs to build and operate HSR versus bus systems, buses are a great savings.  In addition, bus service does not take as much CO2 producing activities to operate and build as does building and operating HSR.  To that point, an article in the Sun Sentinel, Sept. 1, 2012 stated:


Persuading commuters to leave their cars at homes has always been a challenge for Tri-Rail. But it's not the only one. Express buses now run a faster, more direct route to downtown Miami than the train, and that competition has raised the stakes.  New fees to switch from Tri-Rail to Metrorail, along with the growing popularity of the I-95 express buses, have undermined the commuter train's ridership, especially on the southern half of the route.


The busiest of Tri-Rail's 17 stations is now Boca Raton.  Ridership at the Boca station jumped by an average of 447 passengers a day in the past five years. Tri-Rail's Metrorail transfer station in Miami, long the dominant station in numbers of riders, slipped to No. 2.[endnoteRef:3] [3:  Sun Sentinel, Tri-Rail Ridership Shifts; September, 2012] 



The price of a ticket on the Express Commuter Bus service from Broward County to the downtown Miami employment centers is $2.35 with discounts for monthly passes.  AAF does not have a Boca station which appears to be a relatively large mass transportation market.  While Tri-Rail has difficulty getting motorists to leave their cars, AAF will have to do so in larger numbers since competing with a growing bus ridership and Tri-Rail will be difficult.


The omission by AAF and LGB of the impact of a popular commuter bus service serving the Phase I market calls into question the credibility of their ridership projections.    Either AAF will compete heavily with Tri-Rail and commuter bus services or they will have to develop an entirely new ridership market out of whole cloth.  





1. Phase II Ridership Projections:


There are two HSR systems in the world that actually make a profit – one in Japan and the other in France.  Acela is the US system most like HSR operating express trains between Boston, New York City and Washington, DC.  (Acela operates at a deficit when you include all overhead and capital expenses required to operate a like system.)  





Rail experts have outlined the most important characteristics found in successful high speed or express rail markets.  These include:





1. Densely populated cities along the route with the heaviest concentration of population near the stations.


While the Los Angeles metro area has the highest U.S. population density, it is dwarfed by European and Asian cities. The least dense major city in Europe, Berlin, has about twice the population density of New York City. Since HSR requires high urban densities, particularly those 
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concentrated close to major rail stations, extending HSR to places without the ability or desire to encourage high densities is unlikely to be successful.[endnoteRef:4] [4:  High Speed Rail in Asia and Europe, Baruch Feigenbaum; Reason Foundation; May, 2013] 






The population densities of Ft. Lauderdale and West Palm Beach, particularly close to the stations sites, do not display the numbers required to support HSR.  The towns and cities along the remainder of the route will never have the population density, nor do they desire the density, to support HSR.  





The safety concerns and negative environmental and financial impacts on the municipalities along the Phase II route, far outweigh any positives brought to the region by AAF.





1. The existence of highly used passenger rail before the HSR is developed


Passenger rail only exists in the Phase I portion of AAF.  There is no existing demand in the Phase II area except in parts of Orlando.   All passenger rail in both phases require large taxpayer subsidizies.





1. A good system of public transportation “feeders” already in place, i.e., buses, taxis, light rail, etc.


In Tokyo and Paris, passengers can arrive at stations and travel by heavy-rail or commuter-rail to nearly all the destinations in the urban area. A short taxi ride or bus ride may be necessary to reach one’s final destination. In the U.S. very few metro areas are sufficiently dense or have the extensive transit systems necessary to make this possible.[endnoteRef:5] [5:                            “] 






With the exception of Miami and the Orlando Airport stations, there are no extensive feeder systems or population densities close to the proposed stations.	For future development of the rail system, the municipalities along the route that would be natural for locating future stations, also do not have population densities required nor do they have feeder systems in place.





Based on the factors unique to successful HSR systems, AAF is destined to not gain enough ridership to be financially successful and will not outweigh the costs in health, safety and environmental destruction in will impose on the region.





Baruch Feigenbaum said it best when he wrote in the article footnoted below:





…the U.S. is a uniquely auto-centric country: it has a much lower gas tax, cheaper gas prices and a much more extensive free highway network than comparable countries around theworld. The U.S. interstate network remains the only large-scale toll-free network in the world forboth cars and trucks. As a result, car travel is deeply embedded in the American economy, culture and geography. Simply building new high-speed rail lines will do nothing to change that.
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1. Projecting AAF Ridership Based on an Existing US Model:





The one rail system in the US that most closely resembles the HSR of Asia and Europe is Amtrak’s’ Acela express trains of the northeast.  Ironically, of Acela’s two main routes – Boston to NYC and NYC to Washington, DC – the NYC to DC route is nearly equal in distance to AAF’s route from MIA to MCO.  In the aggregate, the 2013 estimated populations for the Metropolitan Statistical Area’s Acela serves total 30,584,300[endnoteRef:6] and its ridership estimate for that same year is 3.3 million or about 11% ridership of the market base. [6:  The MSA rank by population as of July 1, 2013, as estimated by the United States Census Bureau] 






ACELA AND AFF MSA 2013 POPULATION ESTIMATES





Boston, MA (NH)		  4,684,300		Miami (FTL, WPB)		5,828,000





NYC Metro (NJ, PA)		19,950,000		Orlando			2,268,000





Washington, DC	(VA)		  5,950,000





The total MSA base for AAF in 2013 was estimated at 8,096,000.  If AAF were to gain the same market share based on the existing population in its Florida market, it would anticipate 890,560 passengers per year for its Long Distance Trips (LDT).  To accept this estimate, one would also have to assume that AAF would have to have established a ridership base over a multi-year period of operations.  





As specific Acela ridership figures are not available by route, a more conservative comparison would be to assume the ridership is divided evenly between the routes (north of and south of NYC) and compare AAF to the NYC – DC route.  With a population base of 25.9 million and a ridership of 1.65 million, the relative market draw would be 6.5%.  Comparing AAF to the southern route of Acela, one can predict a ridership estimate of 526,240 passengers.





AAF executives contend that ridership will be augmented by the vast number of tourists visiting south Florida.  The tourist markets of Boston, NYC, Philadelphia and DC would equal or surpass the tourist statistics of the AAF Florida destinations.  New York and Washington are in the top 10 cities for international travelers and spending while only Miami is included in the list.  New York metro airports are far busier than the Miami airport for domestic and international travel.


The LBG study (Appendix report, p 4) done for AAF projects a three-case scenario average of 2,208,985 Short Distance riders after the first three years of operation.  With an MSA estimate of 5,828,000 (including the populations of greater Miami, Ft. Lauderdale and West Palm Beach) that would mean 37.5% of the entire population would ride the trains annually.  The tourist market would not factor into the SDTs as heavily because Orlando is not a destination of the SDT’s.


The LBG Study projects a three-case scenario average of 1,987,566 Long Distance riders after the first three years of operation.  Based on the comparison of Acela ridership to MSA population, nearly 24% of the combined MSA populations of the south Florida and Orlando markets would be riding the train.  Despite the acceptance that tourists will also be riding the AAF trains, the south Florida markets have 





AAF DEIS Response MEHIEL – 5 








been shown to have none of the other characteristics including dense populations and feeder systems to facilitate ridership growth.





The bottom line on the AAF/LBG ridership projections: “Rail experts estimate that a U.S. HSR line would need ridership of between 6 million and 9 million people per year to break even. Compare that to the high-speed Acela service, which despite operating in the busy Northeast Corridor averages only 3.4 million passengers per year.”[endnoteRef:7] [7:  Reason Foundation, High Speed Rail in Europe and Asia: Lessons for the United States, May, 2013] 






It is impossible to believe that AAF, despite the number of tourists to the south Florida market, will double and triple the market penetration percentages of Acela.  The population density, existing demand and feeder systems do not exist in the markets.  Existing Tri-Rail and Express Bus systems are handling demand for commuter transportation and Short Distance Trips and will suppress ridership development for Phase I of AAF.





Conclusion:  AAF will never meet the LBG projections and hence will not meet any of the beneficial features projected including CO2 reduction, road congestion reduction, financial success – job  and  business growth to the magnitude projected.





SECTION 2:  The True Impact on CO2 Amounts:





1.  Faulty Projections and the Impact on CO2


Related to faulty ridership projections by AAF are the consequential faulty predictions of the benefits of all of these riders boarding the trains.  For months, AAF executives and the AAF website claimed that the trains’ ridership resulted in 3 million less cars on the roads annually.  This is an interesting number since the LBG report on ridership had been completed long before and did not reach a projection of even half of that number by 2030.





In the DEIS, 3.5.2 Ridership Projections, and the LBG Report (Appendix), after 3 years of operation, AAF will account for 1,165,942 cars removed from the roads.  Based on their assumption that each car represents 2.38 passengers, they predict nearly 2.8 million people will be leaving their cars and riding the trains annually.  Considering the above review of their ridership projections, this benchmark will never be met.  Again, the competition of SDT alternatives and lack of population density make their car projections impossible to reach and any benefit to CO2 levels reduced by fewer cars a fallacy.





The CO2 generated to get people to the south county stations and to build parking garages to hold passengers’ cars will far outweigh any CO2 reduction created by the trains.  Because of low population densities close in to stations, AAF will have to draw a large percentage of its ridership from persons living/working farther from the stations.  Riders will have to take cabs, buses or other vehicles to get to the stations burning fossil fuels in the process.  The construction of parking garages near stations to house passenger cars will also generate large amounts of CO2.  In the end, AAF will create far more CO2 and greenhouse gases than it will ever be responsible for  that will never be offset by the trains taking the passengers to MCO rather than the passengers driving their cars.  
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1. Debunking any Environmental Benefits of AAF





Ironically, in 2004 an Environmental Impact Study was conducted for the Florida High Speed Rail Authority which came to a totally different conclusion about the environmental benefits of HSR than did the AAF study.  The Florida Authority planned to develop HSR for a number of areas in the state including the Miami to Orlando corridor.  They developed the Orlando – Miami Planning Study which found that the FEC corridor was the least attractive route for four factors including Travel Time, Capital Costs, Ridership – Revenue and Environment.





As Wendell Cox reports in his study, HSR – The Wrong Road for America, …”The EIS also estimated that either the electric or turbine trains would produce more nitrogen oxide pollution than the cars they would take off the road.  The gas turbine trains in the preferred alternative would also produce more volatile organic compounds than the cars they would take off the road.”





In the end, the Florida HSR Authority EIS concluded, “The EIS concluded that “the environmentally preferred alternative is the No Build Alternative” because it “would result in less direct and indirect impact to the environment.”[endnoteRef:8] [8:  High Speed Rail, The Wrong Road for America, Wendell Cox, Oct. 2008] 






Conclusion:  It is a known industry fact that the construction and operation of HSR and all of the other accompanying facilities and commercial properties results in an array of emitted pollutants far greater than the reduction of emissions from  taking cars off the road.  There are no environmental benefits to HSR in this market.








SECTION 3:  The Environmental Impact of HSR Sharing Freight Rails





In a more timely reference to rail versus environmental benefit, we look to the Wall Street Journal, Nov. 14, 2014 and the column, “Mary Landrieu’s Keystone Lifeline” which reports that “One irony is that rail poses a greater environmental risk and so-called carbon footprint than the 1,200-mile underground pipeline. According to a State Department report this year, distributing the oil via train directly to the Gulf of Mexico would increase greenhouse gas emissions by 41.8%.” [endnoteRef:9] [9:  Wall Street Journal, “Mary Landrieu’s Keystone Lifeline”, Nov. 14, 2014] 






Although this article is about the comparison of oil transported by rail rather than via the Keystone Pipeline and not passenger rail, it does bring to the fore one of the most glaring deficiencies of the AAF DEIS – the fact that the study does not take into account the environmental impact of the entire FEC corridor post AAF development – the more than doubling of freight on the same rails as the addition of the HSR’s 32 trains per day equaling over 54 trains per day.





Under NEPA, the FRA is required to consider the indirect and secondary impacts and the cumulative impacts in combination with those of other reasonably foreseeable actions when conducting the EIS. (NEPA Reg., 40 F.F.R.; FRA NEPA Procedures, 64 Fed. Reg.; USDOT NEPA Procedures, Attachment 2)  All of AAF and FEC’s websites and executives have been quoted for over 3 years regarding the projected increases in freight rail on the FEC line.  State and regional intermodal planning documents including CARGO 2040[endnoteRef:10] and nearly every industry publication has discussed the doubling and more of freight coming out of the Miami and Ft. Lauderdale ports once the Panama Canal is widened. [10:   CARGO 2040, Southeast Florida Regional Freight Plan, 2013 and 2014 updates] 
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The FRA’s DEIS does not take into account the impact on every aspect of the route’s environment with the doubling of freight combined with the addition of a totally new rail system – AAF. 





At least 3 freight rail companies believe strongly that trains running 110 mph should not share tracks with freight. Union Pacific is fighting this issue in the northwest where HSR is being proposed to operate from Eugene to Portland, Oregon.  As the Portland Business Journal reports, “UP has raised safety and liability concerns about expanding passenger rail and stated publicly that it will never allow speeds above 79 miles per hour on its tracks…”





“If (high-speed rail) is something that the public wants to pursue, we would coach you to find a different right of way,” Union Pacific spokesman Brock Nelson said at a December public meeting.


At the same time, CSX in upstate NY is ironically fighting the prospect of HSR on its freight line in another FRA draft EIS.  “The freight railroad opposed alternatives that would use its property to boost top train speeds from the current 79 mph to either 90 mph or 110 mph.  It favored an alternative that would see top speeds reach 125 mph, but only because it would require an entirely new rail line separate from CSX's existing corridor.” (Albany, Times Union)


This has been an issue and growing concern for years.  In the mid-90’s it was reported, “Amtrak wants to upgrade existing U.S. tracks so they can be used as high-speed passenger corridors. Conrail, the principal freight hauler in the Northeast, says high-speed trains are too dangerous to run on its tracks…  ‘we ask that people understand the serious danger and service degradation resulting from (the) combination of freight and passenger services with such disparate speed on the same or adjacent track,’ the Philadelphia railroad said in its policy statement.” (The Philadelphia Inquirer)


The concept of sharing tracks is not only dangerous with the threat of HSR/freight collisions and derailments but also with the potential of freight accidents resulting in hazardous waste catastrophes.  The Florida East Coast freight line is currently carrying liquid asphalt and, if not already, it will be carrying liquid propane and ethanol among other hazardous materials.  Imagine a derailment or other accident involving a freight train carrying one of these materials minutes before an AAF trains reaches the scene careening into the accident at 110 mph.





The extent of industry concern is only magnified by the former National Transportation Safety Board Chairman, Deborah Hersman, who spoke about the problem of rail tankers.  The Associated Press reports the cars are too easily punctured or ruptured, even in low-speed accidents. Their flammable contents are then spilled, fouling the environment and often igniting.  “There is a very high risk here that hasn't been addressed ... We don't need a higher body count before they move forward," Hersman said. However, AP reports that it's likely to be at least months, and possibly years, before new government standards go into effect.
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Conclusion:  It is unconscionable that the FRA would release a DEIS that doesn’t address the impact of HSR sharing freight rail.  The DEIS should be rewritten to include a detailed analysis of this aspect of the project.
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SECTION 1:  DEIS Analysis of ridership projections



 



 



There is only one feature of HSR that signifies success and can be used to justify the inconvenience, 



disruption and environmental impacts of an express train or HSR system and that is 



ridership



.  If a 



system cannot attract enough riders, if there is not e



nough accepted benefit, then the cost to the 



taxpayers and the threat to health and safety and the environment cannot be justified.



 



 



Throughout the process of introducing the concept of AAF to the marketplace, AAF and Florida East 



Coast (FECI and FECR, sis



ter companies to AAF) executives have refused to specify ridership projections 



or their formulas for developing projections and have refused to announce ticket pricing 



–



 



the one main 



factor that drives all ridership projections.  Once the major environment



ally detrimental effects of AAF 



are known, it is impossible to weigh the costs to mitigate those effects if one does not know the true 



benefit of the service to the market place.  Having reliable ridership projections are key to determining 



the extent of i



ts benefit…its value and cost to the residents of the region.



 



 



In the DEIS, AAF divides ridership projections into two categories 



–



 



Phase I, Short Distance Trips (stations 



in Miami, Ft. Lauderdale and West Palm Beach) and Phase II, Long Distance Trips (tri



ps one way to/from 



from the SE Florida stations to/from Orlando. 
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Phase I 
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Ridership Projections:



 



With regard to Short Distance Trips (SDT), there is no specific mention in either the DEIS (3.5.2 



Ridership) or the Louis Berger Group, Inc., (LBG) 



Ridersh



ip and Revenue Study



  



(Appendix) of the existing 



inter
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Rail Service operating between Miami and West Palm Beach and its impact on SDT 



ridership.
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reported 4.3 million riders (and an operating deficit of approximately $87 million in 2012
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).  The weekday 



rate to travel the length of the line averages $3 (including regular discounts), w



hile AAF documents 



show an anticipated ticket price for the same trip to be $23.77 for a coach seat.  After 3 years the 



projected ticket price will be $25.23.
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Charging eight times the amount of the existing rail service would 



make it difficult to capture



 



a substantial quantity of existing Tri Rail passengers to accomplish the 



benchmark of 2.2 million annual passengers projected by LBG three years into the project.



 



 



 



 







The FRA should be ashamed that it released this document under its official title while it is evidently
 clear that the document is written by and for the purposes of a corporation in order that it might
 use the taxpayer guaranteed dollars to build a devastatingly destructive rail project.  When every
 rail expert and most municipal transportation employees recognize this document for what it is, it is
 unconscionable that the USDOT and FRA should be a party to this taxpayer abuse by a multibillion
 dollar hedge fund desperate to increase its asset in order to successfully flip it.
 
Susan Mehiel
131 Laurel Oak Lane
Vero Beach, FL 32963
 


Response to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the proposed
All Aboard Florida Orlando to Miami Intercity Rail Project


 
SECTION 1:  DEIS Analysis of ridership projections
 
There is only one feature of HSR that signifies success and can be used to justify the inconvenience,
 disruption and environmental impacts of an express train or HSR system and that is ridership.  If a
 system cannot attract enough riders, if there is not enough accepted benefit, then the cost to the
 taxpayers and the threat to health and safety and the environment cannot be justified.
 
Throughout the process of introducing the concept of AAF to the marketplace, AAF and Florida East
 Coast (FECI and FECR, sister companies to AAF) executives have refused to specify ridership
 projections or their formulas for developing projections and have refused to announce ticket pricing
 – the one main factor that drives all ridership projections.  Once the major environmentally
 detrimental effects of AAF are known, it is impossible to weigh the costs to mitigate those effects if
 one does not know the true benefit of the service to the market place.  Having reliable ridership
 projections are key to determining the extent of its benefit…its value and cost to the residents of
 the region.
 
In the DEIS, AAF divides ridership projections into two categories – Phase I, Short Distance Trips
 (stations in Miami, Ft. Lauderdale and West Palm Beach) and Phase II, Long Distance Trips (trips one
 way to/from from the SE Florida stations to/from Orlando.
 


A.     Phase I –  Ridership Projections:


With regard to Short Distance Trips (SDT), there is no specific mention in either the DEIS (3.5.2
 Ridership) or the Louis Berger Group, Inc., (LBG) Ridership and Revenue Study  (Appendix) of the
 existing inter-city Tri-Rail Service operating between Miami and West Palm Beach and its impact on
 SDT ridership.
 
Tri-Rail has been in operation for 25 years with 22 stations between MIA and WPB and in 2013 Tri-


Rail reported 4.3 million riders (and an operating deficit of approximately $87 million in 2012
[i]


). 
 The weekday rate to travel the length of the line averages $3 (including regular discounts), while
 AAF documents show an anticipated ticket price for the same trip to be $23.77 for a coach seat. 







 After 3 years the projected ticket price will be $25.23.
[ii]


  Charging eight times the amount of the
 existing rail service would make it difficult to capture a substantial quantity of existing Tri Rail
 passengers to accomplish the benchmark of 2.2 million annual passengers projected by LBG three
 years into the project.
 
The omission of any references to the impact that Tri-Rail would have on AAF as it builds ridership
 of its Phase I route casts doubt on the accuracy of its SDT ridership projections, ridership
 projections for the entire project and the AAF financial projections.


Experts in passenger rail suggest that in a comparison of costs to build and operate HSR versus bus
 systems, buses are a great savings.  In addition, bus service does not take as much CO2 producing
 activities to operate and build as does building and operating HSR.  To that point, an article in the
 Sun Sentinel, Sept. 1, 2012 stated:


Persuading commuters to leave their cars at homes has always been a challenge for Tri-Rail.
 But it's not the only one. Express buses now run a faster, more direct route to downtown
 Miami than the train, and that competition has raised the stakes.  New fees to switch from
 Tri-Rail to Metrorail, along with the growing popularity of the I-95 express buses, have
 undermined the commuter train's ridership, especially on the southern half of the route.


The busiest of Tri-Rail's 17 stations is now Boca Raton.  Ridership at the Boca station jumped
 by an average of 447 passengers a day in the past five years. Tri-Rail's Metrorail transfer


 station in Miami, long the dominant station in numbers of riders, slipped to No. 2.
[iii]


The price of a ticket on the Express Commuter Bus service from Broward County to the downtown
 Miami employment centers is $2.35 with discounts for monthly passes.  AAF does not have a Boca
 station which appears to be a relatively large mass transportation market.  While Tri-Rail has
 difficulty getting motorists to leave their cars, AAF will have to do so in larger numbers since
 competing with a growing bus ridership and Tri-Rail will be difficult.


The omission by AAF and LGB of the impact of a popular commuter bus service serving the Phase I
 market calls into question the credibility of their ridership projections.    Either AAF will compete
 heavily with Tri-Rail and commuter bus services or they will have to develop an entirely new
 ridership market out of whole cloth. 
 


B.     Phase II Ridership Projections:


There are two HSR systems in the world that actually make a profit – one in Japan and the other in
 France.  Acela is the US system most like HSR operating express trains between Boston, New York
 City and Washington, DC.  (Acela operates at a deficit when you include all overhead and capital
 expenses required to operate a like system.) 
 
Rail experts have outlined the most important characteristics found in successful high speed or
 express rail markets.  These include:
 


1.      Densely populated cities along the route with the heaviest concentration of population



http://www.sun-sentinel.com/community/news/bocaraton?track=tax-bocaraton





 near the stations.
While the Los Angeles metro area has the highest U.S. population density, it is dwarfed by
 European and Asian cities. The least dense major city in Europe, Berlin, has about twice the
 population density of New York City. Since HSR requires high urban densities, particularly
 those concentrated close to major rail stations, extending HSR to places without the ability


 or desire to encourage high densities is unlikely to be successful.
[iv]


 
The population densities of Ft. Lauderdale and West Palm Beach, particularly close to the
 stations sites, do not display the numbers required to support HSR.  The towns and cities
 along the remainder of the route will never have the population density, nor do they desire
 the density, to support HSR. 


 
The safety concerns and negative environmental and financial impacts on the
 municipalities along the Phase II route, far outweigh any positives brought to the region
 by AAF.
 


2.      The existence of highly used passenger rail before the HSR is developed
Passenger rail only exists in the Phase I portion of AAF.  There is no existing demand in the
 Phase II area except in parts of Orlando.   All passenger rail in both phases require large
 taxpayer subsidizies.
 


3.      A good system of public transportation “feeders” already in place, i.e., buses, taxis, light
 rail, etc.


In Tokyo and Paris, passengers can arrive at stations and travel by heavy-rail or commuter-
rail to nearly all the destinations in the urban area. A short taxi ride or bus ride may be
 necessary to reach one’s final destination. In the U.S. very few metro areas are sufficiently


 dense or have the extensive transit systems necessary to make this possible.
[v]


 
With the exception of Miami and the Orlando Airport stations, there are no extensive feeder
 systems or population densities close to the proposed stations.     For future development of
 the rail system, the municipalities along the route that would be natural for locating future
 stations, also do not have population densities required nor do they have feeder systems in
 place.
 


Based on the factors unique to successful HSR systems, AAF is destined to not gain enough
 ridership to be financially successful and will not outweigh the costs in health, safety and
 environmental destruction in will impose on the region.
 
Baruch Feigenbaum said it best when he wrote in the article footnoted below:
 
…the U.S. is a uniquely auto-centric country: it has a much lower gas tax, cheaper gas
prices and a much more extensive free highway network than comparable countries around the
world. The U.S. interstate network remains the only large-scale toll-free network in the world for
both cars and trucks. As a result, car travel is deeply embedded in the American economy, culture and
 geography. Simply building new high-speed rail lines will do nothing to change that.







 
 


C.     Projecting AAF Ridership Based on an Existing US Model:
 
The one rail system in the US that most closely resembles the HSR of Asia and Europe is Amtrak’s’
 Acela express trains of the northeast.  Ironically, of Acela’s two main routes – Boston to NYC and
 NYC to Washington, DC – the NYC to DC route is nearly equal in distance to AAF’s route from MIA to
 MCO.  In the aggregate, the 2013 estimated populations for the Metropolitan Statistical Area’s


 Acela serves total 30,584,300
[vi]


 and its ridership estimate for that same year is 3.3 million or about
 11% ridership of the market base.
 


ACELA AND AFF MSA 2013 POPULATION ESTIMATES
 
Boston, MA (NH)                               4,684,300                         Miami (FTL, WPB)                           
 5,828,000
 
NYC Metro (NJ, PA)                         19,950,000                         Orlando                                            
 2,268,000
 
Washington, DC (VA)                         5,950,000
 
The total MSA base for AAF in 2013 was estimated at 8,096,000.  If AAF were to gain the same
 market share based on the existing population in its Florida market, it would anticipate 890,560
 passengers per year for its Long Distance Trips (LDT).  To accept this estimate, one would also have
 to assume that AAF would have to have established a ridership base over a multi-year period of
 operations. 
 
As specific Acela ridership figures are not available by route, a more conservative comparison would
 be to assume the ridership is divided evenly between the routes (north of and south of NYC) and
 compare AAF to the NYC – DC route.  With a population base of 25.9 million and a ridership of 1.65
 million, the relative market draw would be 6.5%.  Comparing AAF to the southern route of Acela,
 one can predict a ridership estimate of 526,240 passengers.
 
AAF executives contend that ridership will be augmented by the vast number of tourists visiting
 south Florida.  The tourist markets of Boston, NYC, Philadelphia and DC would equal or surpass the
 tourist statistics of the AAF Florida destinations.  New York and Washington are in the top 10 cities
 for international travelers and spending while only Miami is included in the list.  New York metro
 airports are far busier than the Miami airport for domestic and international travel.


The LBG study (Appendix report, p 4) done for AAF projects a three-case scenario average of
 2,208,985 Short Distance riders after the first three years of operation.  With an MSA estimate of
 5,828,000 (including the populations of greater Miami, Ft. Lauderdale and West Palm Beach) that
 would mean 37.5% of the entire population would ride the trains annually.  The tourist market
 would not factor into the SDTs as heavily because Orlando is not a destination of the SDT’s.







The LBG Study projects a three-case scenario average of 1,987,566 Long Distance riders after the
 first three years of operation.  Based on the comparison of Acela ridership to MSA population,
 nearly 24% of the combined MSA populations of the south Florida and Orlando markets would
 be riding the train.  Despite the acceptance that tourists will also be riding the AAF trains, the south
 Florida markets have been shown to have none of the other characteristics including dense
 populations and feeder systems to facilitate ridership growth.
 
The bottom line on the AAF/LBG ridership projections: “Rail experts estimate that a U.S. HSR line
 would need ridership of between 6 million and 9 million people per year to break even. Compare
 that to the high-speed Acela service, which despite operating in the busy Northeast Corridor


 averages only 3.4 million passengers per year.”
[vii]


 
It is impossible to believe that AAF, despite the number of tourists to the south Florida market,
 will double and triple the market penetration percentages of Acela.  The population density,
 existing demand and feeder systems do not exist in the markets.  Existing Tri-Rail and Express Bus
 systems are handling demand for commuter transportation and Short Distance Trips and will
 suppress ridership development for Phase I of AAF.
 
Conclusion:  AAF will never meet the LBG projections and hence will not meet any of the
 beneficial features projected including CO2 reduction, road congestion reduction, financial
 success – job  and  business growth to the magnitude projected.
 
SECTION 2:  The True Impact on CO2 Amounts:
 


A.      Faulty Projections and the Impact on CO2


Related to faulty ridership projections by AAF are the consequential faulty predictions of the benefits
 of all of these riders boarding the trains.  For months, AAF executives and the AAF website claimed
 that the trains’ ridership resulted in 3 million less cars on the roads annually.  This is an interesting
 number since the LBG report on ridership had been completed long before and did not reach a
 projection of even half of that number by 2030.
 
In the DEIS, 3.5.2 Ridership Projections, and the LBG Report (Appendix), after 3 years of operation,
 AAF will account for 1,165,942 cars removed from the roads.  Based on their assumption that each
 car represents 2.38 passengers, they predict nearly 2.8 million people will be leaving their cars and
 riding the trains annually.  Considering the above review of their ridership projections, this
 benchmark will never be met.  Again, the competition of SDT alternatives and lack of population
 density make their car projections impossible to reach and any benefit to CO2 levels reduced by
 fewer cars a fallacy.
 
The CO2 generated to get people to the south county stations and to build parking garages to hold
 passengers’ cars will far outweigh any CO2 reduction created by the trains.  Because of low
 population densities close in to stations, AAF will have to draw a large percentage of its ridership
 from persons living/working farther from the stations.  Riders will have to take cabs, buses or other
 vehicles to get to the stations burning fossil fuels in the process.  The construction of parking







 garages near stations to house passenger cars will also generate large amounts of CO2.  In the end,
 AAF will create far more CO2 and greenhouse gases than it will ever be responsible for  that will
 never be offset by the trains taking the passengers to MCO rather than the passengers driving
 their cars. 
 


B.     Debunking any Environmental Benefits of AAF
 
Ironically, in 2004 an Environmental Impact Study was conducted for the Florida High Speed Rail
 Authority which came to a totally different conclusion about the environmental benefits of HSR than
 did the AAF study.  The Florida Authority planned to develop HSR for a number of areas in the state
 including the Miami to Orlando corridor.  They developed the Orlando – Miami Planning Study
 which found that the FEC corridor was the least attractive route for four factors including Travel
 Time, Capital Costs, Ridership – Revenue and Environment.
 
As Wendell Cox reports in his study, HSR – The Wrong Road for America, …”The EIS also estimated
 that either the electric or turbine trains would produce more nitrogen oxide pollution than the cars
 they would take off the road.  The gas turbine trains in the preferred alternative would also produce
 more volatile organic compounds than the cars they would take off the road.”
 
In the end, the Florida HSR Authority EIS concluded, “The EIS concluded that “the environmentally
 preferred alternative is the No Build Alternative” because it “would result in less direct and


 indirect impact to the environment.”
[viii]


 
Conclusion:  It is a known industry fact that the construction and operation of HSR and all of the
 other accompanying facilities and commercial properties results in an array of emitted pollutants
 far greater than the reduction of emissions from  taking cars off the road.  There are no
 environmental benefits to HSR in this market.
 
 
SECTION 3:  The Environmental Impact of HSR Sharing Freight Rails
 
In a more timely reference to rail versus environmental benefit, we look to the Wall Street Journal,
 Nov. 14, 2014 and the column, “Mary Landrieu’s Keystone Lifeline” which reports that “One irony is
 that rail poses a greater environmental risk and so-called carbon footprint than the 1,200-mile
 underground pipeline. According to a State Department report this year, distributing the oil via train


 directly to the Gulf of Mexico would increase greenhouse gas emissions by 41.8%.” 
[ix]


 
Although this article is about the comparison of oil transported by rail rather than via the Keystone
 Pipeline and not passenger rail, it does bring to the fore one of the most glaring deficiencies of the
 AAF DEIS – the fact that the study does not take into account the environmental impact of the
 entire FEC corridor post AAF development – the more than doubling of freight on the same rails as
 the addition of the HSR’s 32 trains per day equaling over 54 trains per day.
 
Under NEPA, the FRA is required to consider the indirect and secondary impacts and the cumulative







 impacts in combination with those of other reasonably foreseeable actions when conducting the
 EIS. (NEPA Reg., 40 F.F.R.; FRA NEPA Procedures, 64 Fed. Reg.; USDOT NEPA Procedures,
 Attachment 2)  All of AAF and FEC’s websites and executives have been quoted for over 3 years
 regarding the projected increases in freight rail on the FEC line.  State and regional intermodal


 planning documents including CARGO 2040
[x]


 and nearly every industry publication has discussed
 the doubling and more of freight coming out of the Miami and Ft. Lauderdale ports once the
 Panama Canal is widened.
 
The FRA’s DEIS does not take into account the impact on every aspect of the route’s environment
 with the doubling of freight combined with the addition of a totally new rail system – AAF.
 
At least 3 freight rail companies believe strongly that trains running 110 mph should not share tracks
 with freight. Union Pacific is fighting this issue in the northwest where HSR is being proposed to
 operate from Eugene to Portland, Oregon.  As the Portland Business Journal reports, “UP has raised
 safety and liability concerns about expanding passenger rail and stated publicly that it will never
 allow speeds above 79 miles per hour on its tracks…”
 


“If (high-speed rail) is something that the public wants to pursue, we would coach you to find
 a different right of way,” Union Pacific spokesman Brock Nelson said at a December public
 meeting.


At the same time, CSX in upstate NY is ironically fighting the prospect of HSR on its freight line in
 another FRA draft EIS.  “The freight railroad opposed alternatives that would use its property to
 boost top train speeds from the current 79 mph to either 90 mph or 110 mph.  It favored an
 alternative that would see top speeds reach 125 mph, but only because it would require an entirely
 new rail line separate from CSX's existing corridor.” (Albany, Times Union)


This has been an issue and growing concern for years.  In the mid-90’s it was reported, “Amtrak
 wants to upgrade existing U.S. tracks so they can be used as high-speed passenger corridors.
 Conrail, the principal freight hauler in the Northeast, says high-speed trains are too dangerous to
 run on its tracks…  ‘we ask that people understand the serious danger and service degradation
 resulting from (the) combination of freight and passenger services with such disparate speed on the
 same or adjacent track,’ the Philadelphia railroad said in its policy statement.” (The Philadelphia
 Inquirer)


The concept of sharing tracks is not only dangerous with the threat of HSR/freight collisions and
 derailments but also with the potential of freight accidents resulting in hazardous waste
 catastrophes.  The Florida East Coast freight line is currently carrying liquid asphalt and, if not
 already, it will be carrying liquid propane and ethanol among other hazardous materials.  Imagine a
 derailment or other accident involving a freight train carrying one of these materials minutes before
 an AAF trains reaches the scene careening into the accident at 110 mph.
 
The extent of industry concern is only magnified by the former National Transportation Safety Board
 Chairman, Deborah Hersman, who spoke about the problem of rail tankers.  The Associated Press
 reports the cars are too easily punctured or ruptured, even in low-speed accidents. Their flammable
 contents are then spilled, fouling the environment and often igniting.  “There is a very high risk here
 that hasn't been addressed ... We don't need a higher body count before they move forward,"



http://www.bizjournals.com/portland/search/results?q=Brock%20Nelson





 Hersman said. However, AP reports that it's likely to be at least months, and possibly years, before
 new government standards go into effect.
 
Conclusion:  It is unconscionable that the FRA would release a DEIS that doesn’t address the
 impact of HSR sharing freight rail.  The DEIS should be rewritten to include a detailed
 analysis of this aspect of the project.
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From: Stephen Winchell
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: OWNERSHIP OF THE FEC RAILWAY CORRIDOR IS UNCLEAR
Date: Saturday, November 22, 2014 2:48:38 PM


My Name: Stephen Winchell


My Email: stephen.winchell@comcast.net


My Address:


1648 Jupiter Cove Dr, Unit 615
Jupiter, FL 33469


As per the study conducted by the Jupiter Town Council, much of the FEC right of way through Jupiter was established
 through an easement dedicated by the United States of America by act of Congress on March 3, 1875. Limited lands used by
 FEC were acquired through fee simple deeds. Further investigations into the ownership of the FEC rail corridor through
 Jupiter has determined that a portion of the property may not fall under sole ownership of FEC and/or FEC is not a fee simple
 controlling party to title of the railroad right of way.


Perhaps more importantly, the entire rail corridor has been dedicated to the use of the public. For over a century, the FEC has
 used this dedication to the public to its advantage through tax exemptions and the ability to secure public funding for
 improvements and maintenance in the corridor.


In consideration of All Aboard Florida, it is reported that the rail corridor is “privately held” and under the complete control
 and jurisdiction of the railroad company. As such, FEC and AAF purport that state or local governments have no grounds to
 approve or deny the project as the advocate for the “public”. Even though some of the lands may have originally been held in
 private hands, the “public” designation assigned to some of the property may have modified the original private land rights in
 some measure to consider the “public’s interest” in how the right of way is used.


Given these observations, we would like clarification on ownership issues within the corridor to support the position that
 AAF/FEC has the ability to 1) expand capacity within the ROW without any public input and 2) charge local units of
 government lease payments for use of public crossings and necessary improvements to railroad crossings.


Sincerely,
Stephen Winchell


Recipients
Designated Comments Email as Provided In EIS Draft
Office of Rail Road Policy and Development
Department of Rail Safety
Senator Marco Rubio
Senator Bill Nelson
Ananth Prasad Florida Department of Transportation
Congressman Patrick Murphy
Congressman Paul Ryan
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments_Reply; Standley, Lisa
Cc: william.fashouer@dot.gov
Subject: FW: FRA, FDOT, and the All Aboard Florida Nightmare
Date: Tuesday, December 9, 2014 11:16:54 AM
Attachments: FRA_Final_Report_Part_2_-_All_Aboard_Florida.pdf


They keep coming . . .


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


Dear Governor Scott and Secretary Prasad:


With the delivery of over 8,000 responses to the draft EIS for All Aboard Florida released by the FRA,
 our concern for the safety of residents along the Treasure Coast grows exponentially. The most
 egregious thing about the EIS is not a single error in analysis or inaccurate projection (of which there
 are many) but the omission of an integral part of the environment in which the new system will be
 operating – high speed trains will be sharing tracks with ever increasing numbers of freight
 trains.  All activity on the FEC corridor should be considered and the FRA and FDOT should not be
 analyzing the effects of 32 speed trains per day ripping through our communities but the impact of
 54 trains per day – 32 HSR and over 22+ freight –  as projected by AAF.
 
Our research has revealed that at least 3 freight rail companies believe strongly that trains running
 110 mph should not share tracks with freight. Union Pacific is fighting this issue in the northwest
 where the Portland Business Journal reports, “UP has raised safety and liability concerns about
 expanding passenger rail and stated publicly that it will never allow speeds above 79 miles per hour on its
 tracks…”  “If (high-speed rail) is something that the public wants to pursue, we would coach you to
 find a different right of way,” Union Pacific spokesman Brock Nelson.
Ironically at the same time, CSX in upstate NY is fighting the prospect of HSR on its freight line in
 another FRA draft EIS.  “The freight railroad opposed alternatives that would use its property to
 boost top train speeds from the current 79 mph to either 90 mph or 110 mph.  It favored an
 alternative that would require an entirely new rail line separate from CSX's existing corridor.”
 (Albany, Times Union)


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


The concept of sharing tracks is also dangerous when you add hazardous waste to the mix.  We are
 aware that the FEC freight line is currently carrying liquid asphalt and, if not already, it will be
 carrying liquid propane and ethanol among other hazardous materials.  Imagine a derailment or
 other accident involving a freight train carrying one of these materials when minutes later an AAF
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Office of Railroad Safety RRS-23 



Highway Rail Crossing and Trespasser Program Division 
 



Background:  



This diagnostic safety review of the Florida East Coast (FEC) Railway corridor, in Brevard 



and Indian River counties, is the second segment that completes the territory of at-grade crossing 



locations for this high-speed passenger rail project known as “All Aboard Florida”. This report is a 



subsequent to that of Part 1, dated March 20, 2014.  



The onsite assessment began on July 15, 2014 and concluded on July 18, 2014. A total of 



eighty-six (86) public and private grade crossings were evaluated. Participants included officials 



from Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT), FEC, All Aboard Florida (AAF), and local city 



and county officials.  



As the AAF passenger rail service route traverses through its grade crossing locations, it will 



begin/end at the Michigan Avenue grade crossing (milepost 170.56) in Cocoa1. As the route heads 



northward, it splits from the FEC corridor and veers along Route 528 towards Orlando on a 



dedicated railroad right-of-way yet to be built. On the existing FEC corridor, there are four 



additional grade crossings north of the split that will be part of the signaling enhancement program 



for this project.  



Scope: 



Train speeds through Brevard and Indian River counties are being designed for 110 MPH.  



Beginning/ending at Dixon Boulevard2 in Cocoa (milepost 171.52), the 110 MPH segment continues 



through Highland Drive SE in Vero Beach (milepost 232.86). There are two areas along this 



segment where train speeds are lowered to conventional rail limits due to civil constraints of 



railroad bridge structures. 



As in previous onsite assessments, all of the existing crossing signaling equipment along this 



segment will be upgraded to the newest technology as described in the Part 1 Report.   



                                                           
1
 The Part 1 report incorrectly references “Cocoa Beach”, where it should have stated Cocoa instead. Cocoa and Cocoa Beach 



are two separate municipalities. The FEC corridor traverses through Cocoa, not Cocoa Beach. 
2
 Although Michigan Ave is the last grade crossing along the AAF route, its maximum speed is 60 MPH due to the train slowing 



down and transitioning to and from the Route 528 corridor. 
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Currently the engineering design plans are at 30%. The next iteration for this segment will 



be at 90%, which is anticipated to be furnished within six months. Accordingly, FRA looks forward 



to reviewing the revised design plans at that time.  



 



Results: 



Of all the 86 grade crossings assessed in Brevard and Indian River counties, there are 64 



crossing locations affected for Sealed Corridor treatments within the 110 MPH territory.  The 



remaining crossings already have Sealed Corridor design elements in place; such as existing one-



way streets, divided roadways, or have medians. In addition to accommodations for the second 



track, the remaining crossings would require their medians to be adjusted in length and be 



equipped with a minimum of 100-feet of non-traversable curbing for each approach.   



As mentioned in the Part 1 Report, officials from All Aboard Florida passenger rail project 



(herein the “Project”) did not initially adopt the “Sealed Corridor” concept as outlined in FRA’s 



Highway-Rail Grade Crossing Guidelines for High-Speed Passenger Rail, Version 1.0 (November 



2009). However, in a letter dated June 4, 2014 to the Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council, 



Florida Secretary of Transportation Ananth Prasad, P.E., stated that AAF will be required “to comply 



with the Federal Railroad Administration’s guidelines for rail crossing safety as specified for higher 



speed passenger rail services.” As a result of Secretary Prasad’s letter, the Project has since directed 



its signals consultants to incorporate all of the Sealed Corridor design treatments where applicable 



along the entire AAF service route. The diagnostic team may have to re-visit the previous 57 grade 



crossings identified in the Part 1 Report to validate and verify compliance.  



 



Safety Recommendations: 



The following are recommendations made to the Project as a result of the on-site field 



assessments during the diagnostic safety review:  



A. Pedestrian gates – there are several locations along the corridor at which sidewalks are 



present on both sides of the railroad right-of-way, but do not continue through the grade 



crossing. However, there is active collaboration between the Project and the respective 



municipality within Brevard and Indian River counties to correct the sidewalk continuity 



problems. There is a commitment on both sides to equip the existing sidewalks with 



pedestrian gate assemblies. Their partnership will also target existing and planned roadway 
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enhancement projects with adjacent sidewalks, including to pre-wire quadrants for 



roadway projects commencing at a later date.  



 



FRA suggests that consideration be given to the installation of pedestrian swing 



gates. This would enable pedestrians on the crossing a means of egress to exit the crossing. 



In order to increase the effectiveness of pedestrian gates, the installation of fencing or other 



means of channelization should also be considered to deter pedestrians from circumventing 



the gates. At Four-Quadrant Gate locations, utilizing the vehicular exiting gate as a 



pedestrian function for sidewalks is not recommended. Separate pedestrian gates should be 



installed at those respective quadrants, and lowered simultaneously with the entrance 



gates.   



 



B. Vehicle Presence Detection – as referenced in the Part 1 Report, Vehicle Presence 



Detection (“VPD”) is a critical safety component for those Three-Quadrant and Four-



Quadrant gated grade crossings for train speeds between 80-110 MPH. Recommending the 



installation of a VPD system along the FEC Railway corridor in Brevard and Indian River 



counties is necessary for the same safety reasons as outlined in the Part 1 Report.   



 



C. Traffic Signal Preemption – throughout the entire diagnostic safety review for this 



corridor, it has been noted that Traffic Signal Preemption (herein “Preemption”) will require 



extensive study prior to finalization of the railroad’s signal plans for this project. 



Preemption has become an issue of significant concern to FRA resulting in the publication of 



Safety Advisory SA-2010-02 and Technical Bulletin S-12-01. The following is quoted from 



the Technical Bulletin: 



 



“Highway traffic signal pre-emption interconnections play a critical role in the overall proper 



functioning of a highway-rail grade crossing active warning system where such 



interconnections exist. There are two basic types of preemption: Simultaneous and Advanced. 



Simultaneous Preemption is that which results in the initiation of the traffic signal cycle at 



the same time the highway-rail grade crossing warning system is activated. Advanced 



Preemption results in initiation of the traffic signal cycle prior to the grade crossing warning 



system being activated. The type of pre-emption installed, and any additional time required for 



pre-emption operation, will be determined and specified by the public agency responsible for 



the highway traffic signal in accordance with Section 8C.09 of the Manual on Uniform Traffic 



Control Devices.” 
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In addition to the requisite for the proper design of both the crossing warning signal 



system and the traffic signal in terms of Preemption provisions, the FRA Safety Advisory 



states the need for on-going monitoring and review of grade crossings with Preemption. 



The Safety Advisory is grounded by two recommendations made by the National 



Transportation Safety Board, identified as I-96-10 and I-96-11, regarding a collision 



between a commuter train and a school bus in Fox River Grove, IL in 1995. The Safety 



Advisory makes four specific recommendations to provide for safety at Preempted 



locations, which can be found accompanying this report. 



 Due to the fact that a number of grade crossings along the corridor are proposed to 



be equipped with Four-Quadrant Gate warning systems, it is important to point out that the 



Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) sets forth additional requirements for 



Preemption where Four-Quadrant Gates are installed. As outlined in Part 8C.06 of the 



MUTCD, it states the following: 



“If a Four-Quadrant Gate system is used at a location that is adjacent to an 



intersection that could cause highway vehicles to queue within the minimum track clearance 



distance, the Dynamic Exit Gate Operating Mode should be used unless an engineering study 



indicates otherwise.”  



“If a Four-Quadrant Gate system is interconnected with a highway traffic signal, 



backup or standby power should be considered for the highway traffic signal. Also, circuitry 



should be installed to prevent the highway traffic signal from leaving the track clearance 



green interval until all of the gates are lowered.”  



“Four-Quadrant Gate systems should include remote health (status) monitoring 



capable of automatically notifying railroad or LRT signal maintenance personnel when 



anomalies have occurred within the system.” 



 



FRA encourages reference to Part 3.1.10 of the American Railway Engineering and 



Maintenance-of-Way Association (AREMA) guidelines. The information provides 



recommended design practices of interconnection between highway traffic signals and 



grade crossing warning systems. This is especially important where station stops or 



railroad interlockings exist within the approaches to Preempted locations. 



 



 











 



Page 5 of 8 



 



 



 



FRA recognizes that the design and operation of preemption interconnections, from 



a traffic signal perspective, are outside the scope of the railroad's direct responsibility. Yet, 



the safety of the railroad, its employees, and the public both on the roadway and on the 



train are directly impacted by these systems and their potential failure to provide sufficient 



time to permit a vehicle or pedestrian to clear the path of an approaching train. Therefore, 



FRA recommends that thorough coordination take place between the public authority 



responsible for the operation of the traffic signals and the railroad (which in this case is 



FEC/AAF).  



 



In summary, due to the inclusion of additional tracks, increase in train speeds, 



station stops and restarts from sidings within approaches to traffic signal interconnected 



grade crossings; it is recommended that a thorough evaluation be made of the Preemption 



needs to determine whether Simultaneous or Advanced Preemption is required at each 



grade crossing location along the entire AAF service route (Miami through Cocoa). FRA also 



recommends that an independent consulting firm with extensive expertise in the field of 



Preemption be part of the assessment in all of the Preempted grade crossing locations. The 



consultant should have expertise in both traffic signal design and operation, as well as grade 



crossing signal design and operation. The consultant must also be knowledgeable in the 



evolving changes to both the MUTCD, and the AREMA Communication & Signal Manual of 



Recommended Practice.  



  



D. 100-foot Non-traversable Medians – for the purposes of the overall diagnostic 



assessment, non-traversable medians are also referred as FDOT’S “non-mountable traffic 



separators”. In particular, there are two State design standards; Type F which channelizes 



storm water runoff, and Type D which has no gutter function. Either design is acceptable as 



long as the curb meets the State’s minimum 6” vertical profile design to prevent motorists 



from driving over the median.  The 100-foot minimum length is measured from the tip of 



the railroad gate arm and extends along the vehicular travel lane. It is recommended that 



“no left turn” signs (or other means of notification) are posted to advise motorists that are 



exiting driveways, parking lots or streets within 100 feet of the gate arm not to travel 



against the flow of traffic to circumvent the purpose of the median and drive around 



lowered gates. 
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E. Sealed Corridor Treatments - the following grade crossing recommended Sealed Corridor 



treatments were collectively agreed upon by the Diagnostic Team. Please note that further 



engineering may require a Four-Quadrant location become a Three-Quadrant layout with a 



median (and vice-versa); however, the Sealed Corridor design element will remain. 



Four-Quadrant Gates (also referred as exit gates) (22) 



Street Name City/Town Milepost DOT # 



4th Street Vero Beach 229.75 272 198 K 



Glendale Road Vero Beach 229.19 272 197 D 



12th Street Vero Beach 228.66 272 196 W 



23rd Street Vero Beach 227.31 272 191 M 



26th Street Vero Beach 227.06 272 189 L 



43rd Street Vero Beach 225.12 272 179 F 



49th Street Vero Beach 224.42 272 177 S 



69th Street Winter Beach 221.80 272 172 H 



Hobart Road Winter Beach 220.70 272 170 U 



Old Dixie Hwy Sebastian 216.00 272 163 J 



Malabar Road Malabar 199.94 272 149 N 



Palm Bay Road Palm Bay 197.46 272 147 A 



Lincoln Avenue * Melbourne 194.07 272 136 M 



Silver Palm Ave Melbourne 193.83 272 133 S 



Eau Galle Blvd. Melbourne 190.10 272 112 T 



Creel Street ** Melbourne 189.92 272 123 L 



Aurora Road Melbourne 189.68 272 122 E 



Masterson Street Melbourne 189.32 272 121 X 



Lake Washington  Melbourne 188.70 272 926 T 



Post Road Pineda 186.86 272 117 H 



Eyster Blvd. Rockledge 175.57 272 908 V 



Peachtree Street Cocoa 172.90 272 096 S 



 
   * - Possible one-way street, to be determined by the city’s re-evaluation of a traffic study. 
 ** - Possible Closure 
  
 
 



100-foot Non-traversable Medians * (15) 



Street Name City/Town Milepost DOT # 



Highlands Drive SE Vero Beach 232.86 272 201 R 



Oslo Road Vero Beach 231.31 272 200 J 



16th Street Vero Beach 228.02 272 195 P 



Barber Street Sebastian 218.03 272 974 H 



Senne Road Grant Valkaria 208.13 272 154 K 



Valkaria Road Grant Valkaria 203.00 272 151 P 



Jordan Blvd. Malabar 201.50 272 150 H 
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University Blvd. Melbourne 195.34 272 144 E 



Strawbridge Ave Melbourne 194.19 272 138 B 



Palmetto Ave Melbourne 194.13 272 137 U 



Hibiscus Ave Melbourne 193.75 272 132 K 



So. Babcock St. Melbourne 192.39 272 128 V 



Parkway Avenue Melbourne 187.91 272 118 P 



Suntree Blvd. Pineda 182.65 272 115 U 



Rosa Jones Blvd. Cocoa 173.51 272 099 M 



 
* Please note: if for any reason the Project and the respective municipality cannot  
   agree on the median treatment, then those location(s) are to be equipped with either a  
   Three-Quadrant Gate with Median or a Four Quadrant Gate system.  
 



 
 



Three-Quadrant Gates (due to a median present on the opposite side) (26) 



Street Name City/Town Milepost DOT # 



1st Street Vero Beach 230.15 272 199 S 



21st Street * Vero Beach 227.48 272 192 U 



32nd Street Vero Beach 226.65 273 047 Y 



41st Street Vero Beach 225.46 272 180 A 



45th Street Vero Beach 224.94 272 178 Y 



53rd Street Vero Beach 223.90 273 108 M 



Winter Beach Rd. Winter Beach 222.32 272 173 P 



Wabasso Road Winter Beach 219.58 272 168 T 



99th Street Sebastian 217.61 272 165 X 



Schumann Drive Sebastian 216.59 272 164 R 



Main Street Sebastian 214.42 272 161 V 



Micco Road Micco 209.23 272 156 Y 



Barefoot Blvd. Micco 208.99 272 155 S 



Shell Pit Road Grant Valkaria 207.13 272 153 D 



1st Street Grant Valkaria 205.61 272 152 W 



Hessey Avenue * Palm Bay 197.36 272 146 T 



East Fee Avenue Melbourne 194.00 272 135 F 



Seminole Ave **  Melbourne 193.89 272 134 Y 



Sarno Road Melbourne 190.58 272 125 A 



Viera Blvd. Bonaventure 180.28 272 976 W 



Ansin Road Bonaventure 179.40 272 110 K 



Carver Road Bonaventure 179.14 272 109 R 



Gus Hipp Blvd Rockledge 177.13 272 926 T 



Barton Blvd. Rockledge 175.02 272 101 L 



Highland Drive Cocoa 172.45 272 866 L 



Dixon Blvd. Cocoa 171.52 272 095 K 



  
  * - Possible Closure 
** - Possible one-way street, to be determined by the city’s re-evaluation of a traffic study. 
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Closed (5)   Please note:  Officials from the city and county are considering closure. 



Street Name City/Town Milepost DOT # 



21st Street * Vero Beach 227.48 272 192 U 



14th Avenue Vero Beach 227.14 272 190 F 



Hessey Avenue * Palm Bay 197.36 272 146 T 



Jernigan Avenue Melbourne 195.02 272 143 X 



Creel Street ** Melbourne 189.92 272 123 L 
 



  * -  Three-Quadrant Gate with Median if unable to close 
** -  Four-Quadrant Gate layout if unable to close 



   
 
 



Private (2 locations within 110 MPH) 



Street Name City/Town Milepost DOT # 



Hawks Nest Vero Beach 223.18 272 175 D 



Rinker Way * Rockledge 176.10 272 908 V 



         
* - Recommend locked gate with procedures seeking permission from the railroad’s  
      Operations Dispatcher to enter. 



 
 
 
Conclusion: 



 Once the construction of the grade crossings are completed, FEC and FDOT must 



immediately update the existing U.S. DOT Crossing Inventory record for each location to reflect the 



updated train counts, increased train speeds, additional signage, new ADDT numbers, etc., where 



applicable. FRA will continue to provide ongoing support and guidance while the Project looks 



towards achieving its goals relating to safe and reliable high-speed passenger rail service.  



 



Report Respectfully Submitted By: 



Frank A. Frey, Gen. Engineer-HSR 



Federal Railroad Administration | U.S. DOT 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
RRS-23 | W33-447        
Washington, DC  20590 
(202) 493-0130 



frank.frey@dot.gov  



 



 
September 23, 2014 












 trains reaches the scene careening into the accident at 110 mph.[i]


 
We continue to be alarmed by the number of at grade crossings on the proposed AAF route.  Again,
 our research reveals route issues are being studied in a FRA Draft EIS in Texas where HSR is being
 proposed to connect Dallas and Houston. Fortunately for the residents on that route, “More than
 100 miles of the 240-mile corridor would be built on elevated tracks to reduce the impact on communities,


 said Travis Kelly, Texas Central Railway’s vice president for government relations.” [ii]


 
Following the FRA’s Phase 1 On-sight Engineering Field Report of grade crossing safety was the
 Phase 2 Report (attached) and we see a troubling pattern developing – additional, expensive, safety
 upgrades required for over 100 northern crossings. To combat the threat to our safety of speed
 trains as best as possible, the FRA is now recommending pedestrian swing gates, pre-emption
 systems and consultant monitoring to name a few.  More worrisome is the fact that the FRA’s
 survey includes ‘recommendations’ and not ‘federal requirements’ and we have yet to see any
 commitment in writing from AAF regarding what they will implement and how much it will cost the
 taxpayers. The fact remains that no HSR in the world crosses this many at grade crossings at 110
 mph.
 
In a letter to me dated May 1, 2014, Secretary Prasad said that “Even though the FRA have the
 ultimate authority on the grade crossing improvements, the Department will have input in the
 final decision and will not permit any  condition that puts communities at risk from the All
 Aboard Florida project.”  However, we have heard from a number of FRA representatives that the
 FRA cannot require implementation of the Part 1 and 2 On-Site Engineering Field Reports and
 cannot stop AAF if they do not comply with FRA recommendations for crossing designs. 
 
We are therefore perplexed when FDOT personnel continue to point to the FRA as the responsible
 agency to approve or deny crossing improvements at 349 crossings between Miami and Cocoa. 
 With the lives of so many residents of the Treasure Coast hanging in the balance, we once again ask
 you to clarify your responsibilities and those of the FRA as they relate to the following document
 notations:
 


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


Florida state law includes:
 


The Florida Department of Transportation has regulatory authority over all public highway-
rail grade crossings in the state…A public highway-rail grade crossing is defined in the
 Florida statute as any location at which a railroad track is crossed at-grade by a public road.
 
The department is mandated to work with the various railroad companies to develop and
 initiate a program for the expenditure of funds for the performance of projects aimed at
 reducing grade crossing hazards. Fla. Stat. Ann.
§ 335.141 (2009).
 
The Florida Department of Transportation, in conjunction with other governmental units and
 the private sector, is tasked with the responsibility of developing and implementing a
 statewide rail program designed to ensure the proper maintenance, safety, revitalization, and







 expansion of the rail system. Among the myriad of duties under the statute, the Department
 is required to administer rail operations and construction, including the regulation of
 maximum train operating speeds, the opening and closing of public grade crossings, the
 construction and rehabilitation of public grade crossings, and the installation of traffic
 control devices at public grade crossings. Fla. Stat. Ann. § 341.302 (2009).
 
CHAPTER 2: CROSSING TREATMENT PROCEDURES


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


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


(17) Exercise such other functions, powers, and duties in connection with the rail system
 plan as are necessary to develop a safe, efficient, and effective statewide transportation
 system. Fla. Stat. Ann. § 341-302 (2009).


There is one last question that must be asked of those planning or overseeing the safety
 requirements of a project like AAF – what is the cost/benefit analysis of preventing a death,
 particularly for a profit making business operating HSR?  The article attached from the US DOT
 gives background on the concept of the Value of a Statistical Life (VSL), “defined as the additional
 cost that individuals would be willing to bear for improvements in safety…that, in the aggregate,


 reduce the expected number of fatalities by one.” [iii]


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


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


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


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


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







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


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


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


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


Our confidence in the FRA to protect the lives of Florida residents is not high.  The agency’s dual
 mission of “promoting rail development” particularly HSR (on freight lines no less) plus acting as a
 rail safety authority creates a clear conflict of interest.  In 2011, the LA Times reported that despite
 major problems of financing, land use, legalities and public sentiment, the FRA is committed to the
 construction of the proposed speed train system.  As CA Congressman Nunes said about the project,
 "It is clear that high-speed rail is not about jobs. It is about corruption, public deception and


 bureaucratic experimentation."[iv]


 
Looking to FDOT for protection reveals its own conflict of interest as it promotes the development of
 passenger rail and Transit Oriented Development.  As a taxpayer funded entity, how do you protect
 the interests of the residents of the Treasure Coast who detest TOD and see the dangerous threat
 that AAF represents to their communities?
 
We believe Congressman Nunes’ description of CA HSR accurately sums up the AAF project here in
 Florida.  Once again we call on you, Governor Scott, and you, Secretary Prasad, to be honest with
 the people of Florida and do all you can to move AAF off the old Flagler coastal route.  You know,
 and we know, that this makes no sense and is a disaster waiting to happen.  Private business or
 not, it is time for you stand with the people of Florida and make an alternative route happen.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Mehiel
Phyllis Frey
Stop the Train Task Force
Indian River County
 
CC: Boards of Commissioners – Indian River County, Martin County, St. Lucie County; Vero Beach City
 Council







[i] http://bigstory.ap.org/article/train-catches-fire-lynchburg-va-derailment
 
[ii] http://www.nytimes.com/2014/11/21/us/both-ends-want-bullet-train-its-those-in-middle-who-object.html?
emc=eta1&_r=1
 
[iii] http://www.dot.gov/sites/dot.gov/files/docs/VSL_Guidance_2014.pdf
 
[iv] http://articles.latimes.com/2011/dec/16/local/la-me-bullet-hearing-20111216
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From: Ronnie Giesing
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop the railroad
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:23:39 AM


Martin county residents do not want the railroad.
Sent from my iPhone



mailto:ronniegiesing@icloud.com
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From: Jeff Duckworth
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Draft Response.
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:32:09 AM
Attachments: AAF Railroad Letter.docx


Please find attached my personal response to The AAF Impact Report.
 
Thank you for interest in the publics view on this proposal.
 
Jef Duckworth



mailto:diligentduck@bellsouth.net
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									Jeffery A Duckworth


									1215 NW Pine Lake Drive


December 3, 2014							Stuart, FL 34994








Federal Railroad Administration


AAF Draft Comments








To whom it may concern,





I am a resident of North River Shores located west of the train trestle crossing the St. Lucie River in Stuart Florida. I am the owner of a waterfront home behind which I have my very moderate 23 foot fishing vessel on a lift. I moved to Stuart from Miami in 1998 to enjoy the waterfront living and ocean access I enjoy as a result of my residence. The proposals set forth by All Aboard Florida would diminish this lifestyle in many aspects. Below I have listed my concerns.





1) As the owner of a relatively small vessel (23’ Sea Ox outboard) my passage through the railroad bridge is only possible with the drawbridge raised. The clearance of this bridge is very low and only very small vessels are able to pass in the down position. As the train traffic stands at this time, there have been countless situations where I have had to wait upwards of 45 minutes for the bridge to open. When planning a day out fishing, a day of recreational boating or a trip to a waterfront restaurant these waits can be quite disruptive and diminish the experience. With the addition of 32 more closings per day, the ability to navigate this bridge in a timely manner will be greatly compromised. These changes would greatly impact the quality of life I now enjoy as a result of having purchased an ocean access residence for my retirement years.





2) Access for emergency vessels would also be greatly affected by the enormous increase of closings created by this proposal. Most Coast Guard, FWC, County Sheriff, Fire Boats and other local public safety vessels will be unable to navigate the bridge when in the down position due to the extremely low clearance. With these increased closures there would be an unacceptable period of time when residence on the water would be denied timely response by any one of these entities if the vessel is situated on the wrong side of the bridge when closed. With this channel being the only connection between the waters of the St Lucie River, when the bridge is closed, marine emergency response will be denied. This could very easily be a life or death scenario.





3) As a result of the changes in the amount of time the navigation through this pass would be compromised, combined with the decreased availability of marine emergency response and the overall ability to enjoy the water, the value of my property would plummet. This would be true for every homeowner and marine business located west of the bridge. There are thousands of homeowners and hundreds of businesses that will undoubtedly be affected by this “private for profit” proposal.





4) While AAF contends they own the property and have the right to expand, I would have to disagree. A century ago when these tracks were laid, they played a very important part of the development of South Florida and Florida in general. At that time there was very limited impact on the lives and properties of others. To use that argument today would be equivalent to me making the claim “that since I own my land I should be able to do whatever I wanted to with it”. Perhaps a sewage treatment plant, a junkyard or any number of things that would adversely affect my neighbor’s property values may be in order. That may be an extreme example, but not really.





5) All of the residents of Treasure Coast would experience property value and quality of life issues with this proposal, not just waterfront property owners and boaters. The tremendous increase in train traffic will greatly increase noise levels, create traffic flow issues, delay and diminish emergency service responses and could create life or death situations. The Treasure Coast is unique in its lifestyles. Very much more of a laid back, quite, relaxing lifestyle than the counties situated further south. That lifestyle is the reason families relocate here. This proposed venture has no benefits that are wanted or even needed by our residents. There will only be negative impacts on the area as a whole. Some of these impacts could destroy the dreams of many people who have made this area their home.





6) This discussion would not be complete without pointing out the huge elephant in the room. Never in the history of passenger rail service in America has there been one instance where the venture has turned a profit. Not even in the densely populated areas of the northeast corridor has there been a successful passenger rail service. What on earth would lead any intelligent human being to believe this proposal would be any different? There is just not a client base large enough to turn a profit. The real issue here is the true motives of this group of investors. With the expansion of the Panama Canal and the guarantee of significant increases in freight arriving at our southern ports, there will be an enormous profit potential for the railroad. In order to realize these profits, the railroads would have to update and add more tracks to handle the increased demand. What better way to accomplish this than to have the Federal Government supply low cost loans in the billons of dollars. Do these businessmen truly believe that we citizens are that naïve to believe this is about supplying a passenger rail service that is really needed? Rail profits have always been and will continue to be based on freight, not on passenger service.  





7) While I am not opposed to any motivated business to build a profitable company or to expand an existing system, I am adamantly opposed to them doing so at the expense of the majority of our citizens, especially under the ruse being employed here. There are many options available where the railroad can create an infrastructure to handle the increase in freight while not lowering the standard of living for the rest of us. Those options include moving the tracks west, partnering with FEC and CSX to use the tracks already in place west of our community, along with others. The profits that would be realized by this additional freight would still exist for these companies although the upfront expense would be greater and properly their responsibility, not the vast majority of our citizens and government.





I ask that as Federal Government employees, responsible to “ALL” the people of this country, that you use due diligence to review this proposal thoroughly. The negative impact this proposal will have on the citizens of the Treasure Coast would be tremendous, far out weighing any benefits. I believe the Impact Studying has many serious flaws. Having been completed by a company hired by AAF is like having a fox guarding the henhouse. It purposely avoids showing the true impacts overall on the area, while touting benefits that have no numbers to back them up. I beg of you to be thorough in your assessment and base your decisions on the good of the majority and not on the profits of a few.





Respectfully Submitted,





Jeffery A Duckworth 













From: Kelly Davidson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:18:57 AM


Im opposed! 
Current train traffic already causing school bus delays. 
More train traffic will not help!
Thanks,
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From: Your Realestate advisor
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Impact study all aboard Questions
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2014 12:27:27 PM


1.  While the overpass is being constructed at the Pineda Causeway there will not be a quiet
 zone at crossing number 272863R (it is not even being considered in the application process).
  Will you be taking that into account when you determine any severe noise impacts on the
 surrounding properties?  What mitigation will be required to account for any severe noise
 impacts caused by the lack of quiet zones during this time?


Jinger Knox
321-288-1689
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From: Mark Loyacano
To: John.Winkle@dot.gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Micco Home Owners
Subject: AAF DEIS a Phase II comments, concerns, opinions:
Date: Tuesday, November 11, 2014 4:14:26 PM


                                                               Mark Loyacano
                                                              Micco, Fl  32976


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E., Room W38-31
Washington, DC 20590


Re: Comments/Concerns/Opinion about Phase II, AAF DEIS
      Sent via e-mail, November 11, 2014


Dear Sir:


AAF's Phase II DEIS is an ignoble effort to adapt the FEC's existing, old-world route system for high speed rail
 passenger service. It is completely understandable why AAF wants to avoid copious extra time, costs, added rigors
 for permit processing and significant acquisition expenses; all needed to implement an alternative Phase II route
 system.


But, currently, Phase II's plan is seriously flawed. Absent from the Grand Scheme, is common sense, logic, and
 adequate safety. Operating high speed rail services at grade level, so close to our people, buildings, and multiple
 road crossings bordering this very busy, old (curvy-in-places), densely populated FEC route system is ludicrous. It
 is still the same low-speed route, conceived over a century ago to serve and help our forebears establish Florida's
 coastal communities. It is the same route that was intended for bringing people, merchandise, supplies and mail
 from up north. Then transporting people,Treasure Coast fish and agricultural produce back to northern markets. It
 served transportation needs  e v e r y w h e r e  along our Treasure Coast. It brought cherished folks here to visit and
 enjoy Florida's natural beauty. It also brought many who stayed; to work and build a quality life here. E v e r y o n
 e  has a "stake" in modern-day Florida.


AAF's Phase II will significantly augment environmental fragmentation of the Treasure Coast's human and wildlife
 populations/habitats. It will be degrading to our quality of life, impair access to everyday-services, inflict economic
 losses to our local business economy and add exponentially higher levels of risk to our safety.


Mr. Winkle, please do not approve the current AAF Phase II plan.There must be better examples of high speed rail
 routes and systems that can offer better guidance for their future development plans. Instead, please help the FRA
 and AAF to do the right thing; fully consider, carefully and logically, again, what the total impact of AAF's Grand
 Scheme will be. Common sense is dearly needed for what is being proposed in AAF's Phase II DEIS. Mr. Winkle,
 please do not allow approval of this plan.


Respectfully,
Mark Loyacano
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From: Walter Blake
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Implimentation of many high speed trains.
Date: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 1:55:24 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
As a resident of Vero Beach, FL, I am writing to you about future plans to add
 considerable more trains going through this town. We have far too many right
 now.
 
There are many articles about the financial motivation driving this project,
 with little to no concern about the human needs of the residents.
 
I have one question of you, Mr. Winkle. Do you have any children or parents?
 If you do, and lived in Vero Beach on the West side of the town, you would be
 very concerned about this ill conceived train plan. Since the hospital is on the
 East side of the tracks, how would you feel if someone in your family needed
 life threatening emergency treatment, but expired because a train was
 blocking them from getting to the hospital? Is the government or the train
 company going to assume any liability?
 
Since central Florida is covered with thousands of acres of vacant land, doesn't
 it just make common sense to consider that corridor for these high speed and
 potentially dangerous trains?
 
Instead of being bullied by politicians and big money, I'm sending you this
 email so that you, Mr. Winkle, show some genuine concern for the safety and
 health of our citizens.
 
God Bless,
 
Walter Blake     
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From: David C. Alsop
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Jocelyne Alsop
Subject: All Aboard FL rail service - NO!
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:18:58 AM


 
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,
 
My wife and I are against sending All Aboard FL express trains through our Towns of Jensen Beach &
 Stuart, FL. Because both towns  are split by the rail, the interruption to traffic,  high rate of noise,
 disruption to boat passage and quality of a visit to our historic towns would be downgraded.  The
 FEC Railroad owns rights to another set of tracks to the west of Stuart.  Let them upgrade those
 tracks and not ruin Our towns.
 
David & Jocelyne Alsop
764 NW Waterlily Place
Jensen Beach, FL 34957
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From: Judy Robb
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:37:35 AM


Time is running out for those of us who oppose this project to let our concerns be heard.  I live in Palm City, a
 "suburb" of Stuart, a charming town I fell in love with 30 years ago.  Part of Stuart's incredible charm is Confusion
 Corner.  It is a tourist attraction.  Tee shirts sold in town celebrate this area.  AAF wants to dismantle Confusion
 Corner to increase the rail line.  How can their greed supersede something so basic to this town?  In addition to this
 travesty, issues having to do with emergency vehicle traffic, noise pollution, loss of revenue from tourism (the
 trains will bypass our area completely,) property values, boating congestion, etc. make this plan a disaster not only
 for Stuart, but the entire Treasure Coast.  Existing rail lines west of the coastal area can certainly be used for both
 passenger and freight traffic.  Please consider the wishes of the many residents of the proposed route.  Do the right
 thing and deny any Federal assistance to the proponents.  Sincerely, Judy Robb
Sent from my iPad
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From: Bob Poller
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; Editor, TCN-Letters
Subject: Object to AAF
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 11:03:42 AM


I live in Port St Lucie, and object to high speed trains in our area.
I have a boat and object to spending 15 or 30  minutes each hour with
bridges open...or the back up of boats, the concentration of yachts and other boats awaiting
 passage through the waterways when the train is past, and bridge span opens.  It would be a
 "Le mans start" for boaters big and smaller, commercial vessels and pleasure boaters.  A
 reason to have owners avoid our area and further impact marine businesses in the area.
I object to being a taxpayer and having All Aboard Florida receive Federal Guaranteed loans
 for their private business.   Go to the banks or investors like other businesses do,and support
 the American financial system.
I object to the "possibility" to use their franchise to transport freight.
I object to the added noise, added risks of accidents, and confusion
at many roundabouts that would increase accidents at crossings.
I object to AAF's and the Federal Railroad Administration's deaf ear
to residents...who do not want additional interruptions in our city's residents.  The demand for
 this high speed rail service serves only
the owners, not the community.    It's brings no business to Florida.


We in the Treasure Coast get no benefits from these trains, only
the risks of disruption, accidents, harm to others driving cars, bikes, 
or walking, and loss of business to locals, plus"possible" loss in property values.
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From: Kathy Sweeney
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop the train!!
Date: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 3:28:04 PM


I live in a 55+  community & God forbid anyone in our community need an ambulance or a fire truck it would never
 get here. I'm very upset that they would contemplate having a train go by 18 times a day along with the freight train
 that goes by already. By my understanding their is a track west of 95 that could be used & not interfere with any
 traffic over there because it's farmland.
Wouldn't it seem more logical to have the train run thru at that site!
I thank you in advance & looking forward to a response
Sincerely


Kathleen Sweeney


Sent from my iPhone
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From: Gerald Holm
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF DEIS
Date: Sunday, November 2, 2014 1:01:48 PM
Attachments: AAF comments.pdf


Attached please find my comments on the All Aboard Florida DEIS.
Gerry Holm
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From: Peg and Jim
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Improve Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 6:34:36 PM


Let's put our state before short term profits.  A beautiful coastal area will ensure our economic growth.  Set a good
 example for others wondering about the sanity of those in charge of Florida's future.
       
Peg Moore
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From: Bill C.
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard FL
Date: Saturday, September 20, 2014 9:18:37 AM


I would LOVE to see a low-consumer-cost train to /Kissimmee/Orlando from
Miami/Ft Lauderdale and WPB.   HOWEVER, it should head west from WPB and NOT
impact the communities and waterways of the eastern coastline, as it is
currently
designed.   PLEASE, IF you want this, send the trains to the west of the
coast!  Thanks!


Regards,
     William E Cooper Jr
     Jupiter FL


--
Sent from my Desktop   
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From: Kevin J. Schevers
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 12:31:46 PM


I cannot fathom the economic viability of this proposed project.  Who would take a train to Orlando
 which according to all of the studies that I have heard would take 3 hours?  Once they get to
 Orlando/Miami they will then need to rent a car or rely on cabs.  Why go through that hassle when
 you can simply drive there in four hours?  This project is doomed and a total waste of tax payers
 dollars.
 
Best regards, Kevin J. Schevers, CRB, ABR
Broker/Owner
Direct (772)361-6292 Fax (772)380-4788


Real Estate Information
kjs@realtyunlimited.com


b Think Green- do not print this email unless necessary
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From: Nancy Toomey
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Objection to AAF
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:53:25 PM


Dear Sir,
We would like to strongly object to All Aboard Florida.  We think it will be bad
 for our environment plus it will make traffic impossible in certain areas of the


 city of Boca.  We live near the 18th St. crossing in Boca Raton.  The freight
 trains are generally longer than 2 minutes now. We have timed them
 frequently.  A couple of times lately I have had to stop for a train twice in one
 day.  If we have 32 trips a day plus more freight trains it will really be
 impossible.  In the season there is so much grid lock at Palmetto and Dixie now
 what will it be if this goes thru?  Having to worry about adding a least 10
 minutes to a trip so that we will be on time does not make us happy. 
 
I hope that when this is looked at closely that people will see this is not a great
 idea.  Who is going to benefit from it?  Who will be using it? It won’t even stop
 in Boca Raton. The future traffic delays are a price to pay for quiet zones. 
  Someone is always trying to shoot down Tri-Rail because it doesn’t make
 enough money.  Are we doing this for traffic to Disney?  Will it ever go past
 West Palm?
 
Pat and Nancy Toomey
 
 
 
Nancy Toomey, CRS. GRI
Lenson Realty, Inc.
561-391-9754
nctoomey@bellsouth.net
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From: Marty
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop the train!
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 7:57:28 PM


This just does not make financial sense.


Martin Majka, owner
Martin A. Majka Construction, Inc
772-341-7261 (cell)
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From: W. E. Ted Guy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF DEIS
Date: Tuesday, October 21, 2014 4:40:07 PM
Attachments: AAF DEIS COMMENTS.pdf


Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
My first comments are attached.  Please disregard the spurious URL about the Cape Sable canals
 that crept in; I could not delete it.
 
W.E. "Ted" Guy, Jr.
643 SW Fuge Rd
Stuart, Fl 34997
(772) 287-4106 (home)
(772) 485-1866 (cell/car)
guywe2@gmail.com
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AAF DEIS COMMENTS 



 



NAVIGATION IMPACTS 



The DEIS estimates that 157 boats per day travel the Okeechobee Waterway through the FEC 
drawbridge.  However, the county webcam at the bridge recorded 12,874 boats in 53 days for an 
average of 243 boats a day earlier this year.  The DEIS drastically underestimates the boat traffic.  With 



some 50 to 60 expected train crossings daily once the All Aboard Florida passenger service begins in 2017, that will 



seriously affect vessel traffic.  (Per Scripps Howard’s Columnist Ed Killer about Oct. 10, 2014 and Jessica Garland’s 



Martin County memo dated Oct. 09, 2014)   



1.   



2. In section 5.2.3.3, the DEIS states that NO commercial barge traffic transits that section of the waterway.  



There are commercial dredging contractors located just upstream of the St. Lucie Lock & Dam that use that 



section of the waterway for access to the AICW and the St. Lucie Inlet.  USCG buoy tenders and USACOE 



inspection vessels also use it.  Occasionally, barges coming from Alabama bound for Cape Canaveral with space 



shuttle parts use it. 



3. Section 5.2.4.2 states that there is no commercial port in St. Lucie County.  That is wrong; there 



is the Port of Ft. Pierce. 



4. On p. 121/146 the DEIS states that wait times (vessel queues) will be reduced.  That is not 



possible with the bridge projected to be down 8 to 9 hours/day with 32 more passenger trains 



and an expected increase in freight traffic.  This same comment applies to a similar DEIS 



statement at p. 143/146. 



ROAD TRAFFIC IMPACTS 



1. Major traffic arterial road crossings in Martin County include Indian Street, Monterey Road and 



Colorado Blvd at “Confusion Corner”.  Mitigation should include highway overpasses at Indian 



St. and Monterey Rd. and an elevated track for AAF at Confusion Corner.  Otherwise, emergency 



vehicles and other traffic 



arehttp://www.dailyjournal.net/view/story/5d83d329bd6148918fe8c1f19a19b030/FL--Cape-



Sable-Canals/ bound to be delayed by more than 32 more trains a day. 



2. Going North from Confusion Corner, the City of Stuart, which has a parking crunch, will lose a 



large number of parking spaces if the FEC is double tracked through downtown Stuart. 













From: Peggy Moore
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Improve the state
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 2:25:18 PM


  If the state wants to create new jobs and improve tourism , it would only make common
 sense to move the tracks away from the coast.  New tracks for freight and the small amount
 of passenger travel would work better than trying to go through town after town on old
 improved tracks.  Rails to trails would increase the tourist trade for all those towns.  People
 come for the beautiful coast and the activities there.  
   The only problem with this change seems to be the cost to the people looking to make the
 big bucks.   Hopefully someone will be able to get a plan to make our state seem progressive
 and not just money hungry.
                             Peggy Moore
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From: Bill C.
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard FL
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 11:10:29 AM


I am NOT opposed to AAF, but rather, I am opposed to the current ROUTE
that takes the trains along the coast, past streets, and residences,
including
railroad bridges spanning the ICW and nearby waters many or all of which
would be negatively impacted by the numerous trains, whether short-lived
or not.  A more western route must be found and or built to accommodate
these trains.  I like the idea, but not the presently defined route.


Thanks
William E Cooper
6801 Mitchell St
Jupiter FL 33458


--
Sent from my Desktop
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From: Greg
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 2:26:01 PM


Anyone who thinks this is about passenger trains needs to think again. This ultimately is about freight. The people
 who allow this atrocity to happen to our coastline will be held accountable in the history of Florida. There can come
 no good out of this for Floridians living along the path of this venture.
To whom it concerns:
Please do not allow this to happen!!
Greg Barnes


Sent from my iPhone
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From: Julie Zahniser
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: zahniser@bellsouth.net
Subject: Objection to All Aboard Florida - emergency access
Date: Wednesday, October 8, 2014 8:52:33 AM


The FRA needs to better consider the impact of 60+ trains per day on access to emergency services.


My husband and I were eating lunch yesterday in Fort Pierce when a man at the table next to us started convulsing. 
 We called 911 and the paramedics were there within minutes.   But if there had been a train, losing additional
 precious minutes would have meant certain death for this man.   Think about that!  


Let the FRA plan this train business right and put the trains west.   They are expanding port of Miami to bring in
 super-freighters.  Those cargo loads need to go up the center of the state, not past our coastal communities where
 the tracks divide our towns in half with the people on one side and the hospitals on the other.  Imagine losing a
 loved one because the ambulance was stuck waiting for a train.


Sincerely,
Julie Zahniser
Fort Pierce, FL


Sent from my iPad
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From: Gaye Pratt
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop the train, please!!!
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:45:38 AM


Please reconsider the current planned train route!  I feel a monorail would
 make the most sense that would be the least   I work in Stuart and cannot
 believe that anyone assessed the impact a train would have in this area, or
 any other area on the Treasure Coast.  A train that goes thru the town
 multiple times per day would effectively shut the town down.  Anyone who
 has EVER been in either Stuart or Fort Pierce would be able to tell at a
 glance that a train would make these towns ghost towns. 


The current amount of train traffic is already an issue.  Just yesterday I had
 to wait for a train to go thru town on my way to work, delaying my arrival. 
 Then 2 hours later, returning from a doctor's appointment, I had to wait
 again as a train went thru town.  I don't care how fast the train is supposed
 to be, stopping traffic to let a train go thru MANY times per day will shut
 Fort Pierce and Stuart down.  


Please stop the train.


Gaye Pratt
2420 SE Marseille St
Port St Lucie, FL  34952
(772)398-1798
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From: Leslie Olson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; "john.winkle@dot.gov"
Cc: Mark Satterlee; "KoriBenton@City-FtPierce.Com"; Robert Bentkofsky; Daniel McIntyre
Subject: AAF DEIS: Cultural Resources pertaining to St. Lucie County
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 1:44:46 PM


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Rail Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue
SE Room W38-311
Washington, D.C. 20590
 
Via E-Mail
 
September 26, 2014
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
Acting as the St. Lucie County Historic Preservation Officer, I have reviewed Sections 4.4.5, 5.4.5 and
 7.2.12 of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for All Aboard Florida as it relates to
 cultural (historical and archeological) resources.
 
Table 4.4.5-1 on page 4-125 lists me as the Certified Local Government contact and states that the
 consultant contacted me regarding Potential Locally Designated Cultural Resources, and that there
 was “No Response” from this office.  I have no record of any written or verbal correspondence from
 the AAF consultant on this project requesting information or comment.  Please have the consultant
 provide the written request to this office as soon as possible.  A review of Tables 4.4.5-9, 4.4.5-10,
 4.4.5-11, 4.4.5-12, 4.4.5-13, and 4.4.5-14, identifying Potential Locally Designated Cultural
 Resources, shows a significant deficiency of identified unincorporated St. Lucie County historical and
 archeological resources within the project area.  The FEC Corridor as it passes through
 unincorporated St. Lucie County is encompassed by a number of identified archeological
 preservation zones, sites, and historic resources.  As these sites are missing from the DEIS, the
 Section 106 review, summarized in Section 5.4.5.2, cannot be considered complete and ready for
 SHPO review. 
 
St. Lucie County staff will create a series on maps listing all potential locally designated cultural
 resources to the consultant after receiving the request from the consultant.
 
In its current form, the DEIS is incomplete.
 
Please feel free to contact me with questions or concerns.
 
Leslie Olson, AICP
Planning Manager
Planning and Development Services
St. Lucie County
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Please Note: Florida has very broad public records laws. Most written communications to or from County officials regarding County
 business are public records available to the public and media upon request. It is the policy of St. Lucie County that all County records
 shall be open for personal inspection, examination and / or copying. Your e-mail communications will be subject to public disclosure
 unless an exemption applies to the communication. If you received this email in error, please notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete
 all materials from all computers.








From: Maryanne Wegerbauer
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: In Opposition
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 1:45:00 PM


I am firmly opposed to the All Aboard Florida proposal in its current form.
 Please consider moving the rail lines far enough inland (west) to alleviate
 the clearly negative impact the high speed trains as proposed would have
 on our Treasure Coast communities.


Maryanne Wegerbauer
4740 47th Court
Vero Beach, FL 32967
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From: Tiscorp@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard FL
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 4:50:51 PM


Sam Goldwyn once said (about a new movie) "How are you going to stop them from NOT coming."  I think
 that there will be very little demand for this 150 year old means of transportation.  Nobody seems to
 dispute  the need for 16 round trips a day despite the competition from auto and air.  Trains only go from
 station to station.  If you are already near a station and are going to a place near another station it might
 be just be wonderful.  But if you have to travel to a station and from another station, there are problems
 that would overcome any advantage of a high speed train compared to an automobile.
 
A family of four, without paying four fares, can leave at their own schedule, not haul luggage, and have
 their own local transportation at their destination. 
 
There is terrorist talk of bombing New York City subways where trains only go 30 miles per hour.  How
 about 120 mph passenger trains traveling over hundreds of miles of unguarded track.  A much easier
 target.
 


Robert Roth
224 Bay Colony Dr N
Juno Beach, FL 33408
561-799-5940
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The convenience of a family of four getting into a car and arriving at their destination, not paying four
 fares, not hauling luggage, and having their own local transportation
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From: dave@creativevirtualmarketing.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Dave Wales
Subject: All aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:32:14 AM
Attachments: bottom.letterhead


I don't think I can say what has not already been said about this ridiculous plan for 35
 more trains per day busting through our communities, that seemingly benefit no one.  I
 do however have one question: where are the people that are in support of this plan? I
 have not seen one politician, or person for that matter who is defending this other than
 the people planning on wrecking our small towns up and down the coast.


Can someone please answer that so we all know who not to vote for in the next election
 cycle?


Dave Wales
480-209-8613
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From: Mary Lynne Jungers
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Objection to All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 8:05:17 PM


Dear Sir;


We, as property owners in Indian River County, are vehemently opposed to All Aboard Florida. We do not believe
 that due diligence was
accurately performed in assessing the environmental impact to the waterways, wet lands, and endangered species of
 Indian River County.
Furthermore, there has ben no impact statement regarding emergency medical services, disaster response planning,
 educational
institutions, cultural institutions, parks and recreation facilities.  In reality, Indian River County itself has been
 excluded from assessing
the environmental impact.
We do not believe that taxpayer dollars should fund a project that is harmful to the community being taxed.
 Additionally, there is no
evidence that the promoters of All Aboard Florida have the funds for this project and ultimately the taxpayer will
 have to provide the
monies needed for this enterprise, an enterprise  which benefits private interests only.
We believe this project should not go forward.


Sincerely,
Thomas and Mary Lynne Kalchthaler
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From: Michael Constable
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop the train
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 4:42:22 PM


We have never been given the opportunity to vote on the train. There is no way this venture will be able to support
 itself.
I live close to the alt. A1A bridge in Jupiter and within ear shot of 5 crossings. The noise will be unbearable.
 Also,the bridge will not withstand that much use. It will have to be left down most of the time severely limiting
 boat traffic.
We pay a lot of taxes to live on the river and this will ruin the area.
Also, fire,ems,and police services will be hampered. I am a firefighter that works in the area around my house and
 response times will be affected.
I hope you take the time to read this. Our way of life is about to change for the worse.


Signed,a very disappointed native:
Mike Constable
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From: Leslie Olson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; "john.winkle@dot.gov"
Cc: Mark Satterlee; "KoriBenton@City-FtPierce.Com"; Robert Bentkofsky; Daniel McIntyre
Subject: AAF DEIS: Cultural Resources pertaining to St. Lucie County
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 1:44:46 PM


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Rail Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue
SE Room W38-311
Washington, D.C. 20590
 
Via E-Mail
 
September 26, 2014
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
Acting as the St. Lucie County Historic Preservation Officer, I have reviewed Sections 4.4.5, 5.4.5 and
 7.2.12 of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for All Aboard Florida as it relates to
 cultural (historical and archeological) resources.
 
Table 4.4.5-1 on page 4-125 lists me as the Certified Local Government contact and states that the
 consultant contacted me regarding Potential Locally Designated Cultural Resources, and that there
 was “No Response” from this office.  I have no record of any written or verbal correspondence from
 the AAF consultant on this project requesting information or comment.  Please have the consultant
 provide the written request to this office as soon as possible.  A review of Tables 4.4.5-9, 4.4.5-10,
 4.4.5-11, 4.4.5-12, 4.4.5-13, and 4.4.5-14, identifying Potential Locally Designated Cultural
 Resources, shows a significant deficiency of identified unincorporated St. Lucie County historical and
 archeological resources within the project area.  The FEC Corridor as it passes through
 unincorporated St. Lucie County is encompassed by a number of identified archeological
 preservation zones, sites, and historic resources.  As these sites are missing from the DEIS, the
 Section 106 review, summarized in Section 5.4.5.2, cannot be considered complete and ready for
 SHPO review. 
 
St. Lucie County staff will create a series on maps listing all potential locally designated cultural
 resources to the consultant after receiving the request from the consultant.
 
In its current form, the DEIS is incomplete.
 
Please feel free to contact me with questions or concerns.
 
Leslie Olson, AICP
Planning Manager
Planning and Development Services
St. Lucie County
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Please Note: Florida has very broad public records laws. Most written communications to or from County officials regarding County
 business are public records available to the public and media upon request. It is the policy of St. Lucie County that all County records
 shall be open for personal inspection, examination and / or copying. Your e-mail communications will be subject to public disclosure
 unless an exemption applies to the communication. If you received this email in error, please notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete
 all materials from all computers.








From: JTCinquemani
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: In Support of All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 3:06:57 PM
Attachments: Support Letter.docx


Please see attached letter of support.
 
Best,
JT Cinquemani
designer, urban planning and architectural design
canin associates
500 delaney avenue
orlando florida  32801
407.422.4040 ph  407.425.7427 fx
www.canin.com


DISCLAIMER OF LIABILITY- The data contained within this transmission and any attachments are the sole property of Canin Associates, Inc. (CA). 
 The user of this data assumes all liability resulting from such use and hereby releases CA from liability of any nature, expressed or implied relating to
 this data.  The information is intended only for the use of the person(s) named above and is subject to change at the discretion of CA.  If not the
 intended recipient, please contact the sender by replying to this email and destroying all copies of the original message.  It is imperative that the user
 check this data for viruses.


please think of the ENVIRONMENT before printing this email
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Mr. John Winkle


Federal Railroad Administration


1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 


Room W38-311


Washington, DC 20590





Dear Mr. Winkle: 





Please accept this letter in support of the All Aboard Florida project. This new intercity, express passenger rail service will have significant economic benefits for the state of Florida through the creation of jobs, generation of economic impact and tax revenues and increased mobility options. The project is receiving international interest and positions Florida as a global competitor. 





Although the system’s current route is confined to central and south Florida, the economic benefits have statewide implications. The Draft Environmental Impact Statement states that All Aboard Florida is set to have $6.4B in direct economic impact to Florida’s economy over the next eight years and generate $653M in federal, state, and local governments revenue through 2021. The project will create over 10,000 jobs on average per year through the rail line construction and over 5,000 jobs on average per year after the rail line construction is completed through 2021.





All Aboard Florida underscores Florida’s relevance as a mega-region and as the first private, intercity passenger rail system in the entire nation. Supporting this project means supporting Florida’s economy, the creation of thousands of jobs, and an improved quality of life for our state. 





Sincerely, 





JT Cinquemani


Designer, Urban Planning and Architectural Design Canin Associates


500 Delaney Avenue


Orlando, Florida  32801


407.422.4040 ph.  407.425.7427 fx.


www.canin.com







From: Patty Gallivan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard FL
Date: Tuesday, September 30, 2014 10:30:17 AM


 Dear Sir/Madam
 
I am a 14 year resident of Miles Grant in Stuart FL.  We live on the eastern
 shore which is turning out to be the wrong side of the tracks.  We will be enormously
 effected by adverse  repercussions of a high speed train roaring through  this area.
 
 1. The noise level will be unbearable most especially since it would be occurring 32
 times a day. As it is the freight trains are noisy but they have been running long
 before we purchased and we knew about it before purchasing. Crossings where the
 All aboard and the state have declared 'Quiet Zones are a joke..they propose no train
 horn.  How is that going to help the noise and vibration of the tracks which are
 enormous in high speed trains? All aboard says that they will reduce the vibration by
 maintaining the wheels and tracks.  Do we really think that will suffice to reduce the
 noise?
 
2.The safety factors are paramount.  We live in a senior community and rescue trucks
 are going to be delayed getting across the tracks to the hospital for about 12 minutes
 out of every hour.  This could mean life or death for somebody.
 
3.  Property values will be greatly lowered by the advent of these trains.  
 
4. Boating is a very big part of this coastal area and it seems ridiculous to assume
 that running trains over ancient bridges and delaying boat traffic 32 times a day
 would be acceptable. Marine activity is a very big part of our financial business
 here and will suffer huge negative effects.
 
Most of all This high speed train will have a very deleterious effect on our quality of
 life.
  
I beg of you to not go through with this. 
I suggest that you  move it towards the center of the state where there is no boat
 traffic and  run it parallel to  I95 and the turnpike.
 
Sincerely,
Patricia Gallivan
5333 SE Miles Grant Rd
I-206
Stuart, FL  34997
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From: MIKE PATTERSON
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:15:57 PM


 Sir,  Please note my objection to the proposal to put a high speed railway at my back door. 
 My husband and I spend our winters in a manufactured home park in Whispering Palms, 
 Sebastian Florida.  I live about a football field from the existing tracks.  To put more trains on
 that line, would be devastating for this community.  All quality of life would cease.  Between
 the noise, dirt, house shaking, it would make it impossible to live here.  The value of our
 home would plummet and we would be forced to just walk away because no one will
 purchase this property.  This is not a grab for passenger rail, as we all know is not profitable,
 but is a means to put more freight through the Treasure Coast.  Joanne and Mike Patterson,
 193 Meanie Circle West, Sebastian Florida 32958
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From: Arlene R Edie
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Objection to All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, October 21, 2014 2:51:00 PM


High speed rail belongs out in the country, not through lovely beach towns up and down the
 Atlantic coast. I moved to Vero Beach because of the beautiful quiet atmosphere. Do not
 disturb my paradise! Arlene R. Edie 
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From: Stewart Smetts
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Stewartsmetts@gmail.com; Eve.samples@tcpalm.com
Subject: Stop this Railroading!
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:45:26 AM


Our condominium community in Stuart Florida is outraged that the AAF proposal is even being considered.  It is
 both devastating to the human environment along the Treasure Coast and is an economic boondoggle for the
 investment group who has likewise been hoodwinked with economic projections that just don’t work.  Investors are
 responsible for their own behavior but it is governmental agencies who are responsible to protect the safety of the
 citizens who stand to lose their communities through lack of that effective oversight and control.  


Please help us.  Here we are in 2014 and we are “up against the railroad”.  We are being railroaded and are desperate
 to preserve the safety, quiet enjoyment, and economic vitality of our community.  The AAF proposal does not even
 consider the already projected three fold increase in freight train traffic in the next few years!  Please get ahead of
 this with leadership to preserve the communities along Florida’s east coast.   Look to provide for current and future
 growth by creating a fully modern rail right of way away from the coastal communities and able to serve
 connections not just to the Orlando and Miami business communities but for freight and high speed rail service to
 the entire eastern coast of the United States, Atlanta, and Chicago.  There are many reasons AMTRAK doesn’t
 work and using historic railways is a primary one.  AAF follows that AMTRAK paradigm and is its own short
 sighted economic disaster. 


The required reviews and reports by AAF have been widely discredited as lacking in scope, content, and credibility. 
 An entirely new environmental impact report is obviously needed to include all of the issues which the local
 governments, agencies, and citizens have now been made aware.  Those questions and concerns must be accounted
 for and cannot responsibly be disregarded by the very people and processes designated to protect our environment.


Thank you for taking my comments.


Stewart A. Smetts
1600 SE St Lucie Blvd, #401
Stuart, Florida  34996


StewartSmetts@gmail.com
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From: Suzi Robinett
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF Disruption by multiple trains in Stuart
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2014 5:39:12 PM


Sirs,


My husband and I have been residents in Stuart for over 12 years.  We were drawn here by the
 small town character, abundant social and educational activities, nearby shopping, doctors
 and medical facilities, libraries, parks and beaches, and all the other pleasantries available
 here.


We are now learning that access to all the above will be jeopardized by the increase of railroad
 traffic through the very middle of our community,
We reside in Circle Bay Yacht Club and Condominiums, located on the south fork of the St
 Lucie River just north of the old Palm City bridge.
We are west of US Hwy 1 and nearly everything we do requires that we cross the railroad
 tracks. The intended plan to run 40 plus trains through Stuart on any given day will surely
 mean a whole lot of wasted time and gas and (since we are retired and over 70 years old) a
 loss of too much of the precious life we have left!


From 6 am, when we cross the tracks to exercise at the YMCA, at noon to lunch in downtown
 Stuart, to visiting the eye doctor or foot doctor or the library or going to the Elliott Museum or
 to Stuart Beach or Florida Oceanographic to volunteer, we will encounter delays and
 frustration.  Getting around Confusion Circle in downtown Stuart is already a challenge.  I
 can only imagine what tripling the number of trains will do to increase that ordeal.


Historic downtown Stuart has evolved into a delightful destination for shopping, dining,
 boating, concerts, etc.  Imagine all of that with 2 trains charging through every hour.  A slice
 of Luna's pizza or a cup of Stuart Coffee or breakfast under the awning at the Oceola Cafe on
 Flagler Street will no longer be a very pleasant experience.


Stuart is only one of many small communities that will suffer, wither and disappear if this
 travesty of greed is allowed to proceed.  Please take into consideration the quality of life of
 thousands of Floridians who presently live within 2 miles of the railroad tracks.  There has to
 be another solution to carrying freight and passengers to Orlando, a solution that will not
 destroy what so many have worked so hard to achieve.  


Suzanne Robinett  
1950 SW Palm City Rd. 12-301
Stuart, FL 34994
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From: Max Jaramillo Fertig
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Include a bike path...
Date: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 1:57:46 PM


Sirs:


Please consider a bike path parallel to the tracks all the way up from Miami to Fort Lauderdale
 to West Palm and beyond.


Such a modest investment; so many dividends.


Thank you for your time,


Max Jaramillo
2154 SW 25th Terrace
Miami, FL 33133
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From: Mary Ellen
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard FL
Date: Thursday, October 30, 2014 1:55:18 PM


I live in Jensen Beach FL and DO NOT WANT this planned high-speed train to
 come through the Treasure Coast. There is plenty of land west of I 95 for you
 to lay tracks and get to Orlando. Yes, it would take money and time, but it
 would also same many lives and quality of life for those of us who live near the
 tracks.
 
Mary Ellen Costa
9950 S.Ocean Dr.
Jensen Beach FL 34957
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From: Eliana C. Mukherjee
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:58:00 PM


I am opposed to the FRA’s granting a $1.6 billion loan for All Aboard Florida (AAF). AAF
 Project impacts have not been properly or fully evaluated in the Draft Environmental Impact
 Statement, especially with respect to need for the Project, noise, safety, wildlife, and marine
 navigation. Lacking appropriate evaluation based on accurate data, impacts and mitigation
 cannot be properly identified or alternatives evaluated. The Project should be halted until
 evaluation of impacts and alternatives is complete.


Sent from my iPhone
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From: Joan Wilgus
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Objection to All Aboard train
Date: Monday, November 10, 2014 7:51:11 PM


This is for the record.  I am opposed to the All Aboard train running thru Vero Beach for several reasons:


1.  32 trains/ day is more than one per hour in addition to the other train traffic which necessities closing the
 crossing.  Although the literature claims that it takes only one  minute for the train to pass a crossing, it does not
 consider the time it takes to have the train crossing prepare for the actual train crossing the tracks.  Vero Beach is a
 vibrant community and the frequent crossing is definitely a safety hazard in addition to the aggregation it will add
 to local citizens.


2.  The tracks are not suitable for high speed trains.  The cost of retro-fitting the tracks cannot be an advantage.  The
 train going through the middle of the state west of I95 makes more sense as freight already runs on those tracks. 


3.  The noise from the trains cannot be diminished.  We live less than a mileaway from the tracks and can still hear
 the current running trains. We don't want to hear them 24/7.


4.  People try to outrun the train now by going around the gates.  What will happen when there are high speed
 trains?


These trains have absolutely no advantage to Vero Beach and other communities in its path.  We object to it
 strongly.  Why would you try to split so many small towns along the coast in half by running these trains?  The few
 jobs that may be created are in Miami and Orlando.  Another no advantage to Vero Beach.  Surely, there is a more
 direct route than on the coast, 


Thank you,
Joan Wilgus


Sent from my iPad
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From: SUNWRENT@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; andrew.w.phillips@usace.army.mil
Cc: john_wrublek@fws.gov; charles_kelso@fws.gov; elizabeth_landrum@fws.gov; brian_powell@fws.gov;


 bpowell@ircgov.com
Subject: AAF EIS Comment
Date: Wednesday, November 5, 2014 8:50:37 PM


A serious oversight in the All Aboard Florida Environmental Impact Study is the dramatic impact the
 construction of an additional track and the huge increase in number of trains will have on the North
 Sebastian Conservation Area in Indian River County.  This conservation area directly abuts the railroad
 track for approximately one (1) mile in Indian River County.
 
The North Sebastian Conservation Area was specifically set up for habitat for Florida Scrub-Jays, Gopher
 Tortoises and the protection of the endangered scrub habitat. Also there are  various wetlands
 there (some of the wetlands  are very close to the railroad track and many species visit it including Wood
 Storks, Roseate Spoonbills, Great Blue Herons, Green Herons, Egrets, etc., etc.). 
 
The population of Scrub-Jays in the North Sebastian Conservation area increased by 55% from July 31,
 2013 to July 31, 2014, far above the State average, making it extremely important.
 
I have been monitoring Florida Scrub-Jays in Indian River County for 5-1/2 years and am very familiar
 with their presence and behavior.  The Scrub-Jays at North Sebastian Conservation Area regularly
 cross the railroad tracks to gather food from vacant lots and grassy areas (particularly during nesting
 season to gather worms and insects in the grassy areas needed to feed their babies).  And they actually
 forage right along the tracks.  I have pictures documenting this behavior if you need it for your records. 
 This will obviously result in increased fatalities of Scrub-Jays with increased numbers of high-speed
 trains.  Also, many other birds and animals, including Gopher Tortoises, cross the tracks going to and
 from this Conservation Area which will result in more deaths.
 
Additionally, I have observed, during acorn-gathering season that the Scrub-Jays collect acorns right
 along the railroad track.  When a train horn sounds they get scared and fly away.    With many trains
 going by the Scrub-Jays will be losing a large portion of their essential food -- acorns from Scrub-Oaks.
 
In addition to the North Sebastian Conservation Area, Scrub-Jays are known to live right along the
 railroad tracks on private properties in Micco, FL (Brevard County).  Valkaria also has scrub habitat right
 along the railroad tracks.  It's also possible the Scrub-Jays that live on the Vero Beach Airport property
 adjacent to the railroad tracks will be affected.
 
So, it is totally incorrect in the Environmental Impact Statement and the Army Corps of Engineers permit
 application that Scrub-Jays will not be affected on the North-South route.  There will be a dramatic effect
 on them, and we just cannot allow a conservation area that has been very successful in increasing
 numbers of Scrub-Jays to have increased kill by trains, interrupted nesting due to construction of new
 tracks and high-speed trains, and a good portion of the Scrub-Jays food source unavailable to them.
Sincerely,
Jane Schnee
1022 Foster Rd. - Apt. A
Sebastian, FL 32958
(772)589-3201
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From: JOSEPH P EMMICK
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard FL
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2014 11:25:49 AM


I am opposed to All Aboard FL and its expansion of high
 speed passenger trains.  This project benefits private
 corporations at the expense of taxpayers.  This project
 is detrimental to smaller communities along the FL east
 coast.  It will negatively impact the quality of life in these
 communities.  It will also have a negative impact on
 boating throughout Florida's east coast and on the
 tourism industry connected to our use of the waterways.


Denise Emmick
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From: Charles Scaife
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 2:13:35 PM


I have a house 100 ft from the tracks
Imagine 32 trains a day to take people from Miami  to Orlando
What happened to rental cars, planes, and busses.My property will
De value by 50 percent.
Charles Scaife


Sent from my iPhone
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From: ALLEN JAGGARD
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Increased rail traffic
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 12:08:02 PM


We are residents at 9053 SE Anstis PL, Hobe Sound FL 33455. We live 1/2
 block west of the railroad line and as such are directly affected by
 every train that passes by.


The proximity of the rail road line to our home affects us in three
 specific ways:


     1. The vibration from the trains is felt within our house and is
 the source of cracks in our floors and foundation. Increased rail
 traffic will aggravate this situation.
 
     2. The sound of every train is heard within the house, which
 coincidentially is a block house with double pane hurricane windows.
 The addition of an additional 32 trains passing by would add to an
 already environmentally offensive noise problem.


     3. The plans for All-Aboard Florida have no economic benefit for
 Martin County and seems mostly to be oriented towards increasing
 revenues for the tourist industry in Orlando. The negative impact to
 areas other than Orlando far exceeds any possible benefit to the few
 areas served by planned train stations.


     In addition to the aforementioned reasons for our objecting to AAF,
 there is no conceivable way that the project can be cost beneficial. It
 is an economically unsound, ill-conceived, and environmentally
 offensive project that needs to be cancelled forthwith.


Sincerely,


Karen T. Jaggard


Allen C. Jaggard
9053 SE Anstis PL.
Hobe Sound FL 33455
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From: Michael Swan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Objection to High Speed Rail in Indian River County, Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 5:45:14 PM
Attachments: image006.png


Dear AAF
 
I am opposed to the proposed High Speed Trains that are being proposed to run through Indian
 River County along the current FEC tracks.
 
The tracks have historically allowed the use of passenger and freight trains that have never travelled
 at the speeds being contemplated by the high speed trains.  The current tracks are in the middle of
 high density populations and will not safely support a high speed train.
 
We do not allow any vehicles to travel at the rate of speed being proposed by the current project. 
 The required safety measures for the multiple crossings have not been contemplated by the current
 proposal.
 
I ask that you deny the necessary permits for said project until the necessary safety and
 environmental issues are fully addressed.
 
Thank you,
 
Mike Swan
 
Michael J. Swan, Esq.
 


     
ROSSWAY SWAN TIERNEY BARRY, P.L.
 
THE MODERN ONE BUILDING
2101 INDIAN RIVER BOULEVARD, SUITE 200
VERO BEACH, FL  32960-7701
TELEPHONE:  (772) 231-4440 EXT. 108
FACSIMILE:   (772) 231-4430
 
GABLES INTERNATIONAL PLAZA
2655 LE JEUNE ROAD, PENTHOUSE 1-C
CORAL GABLES, FL 33134
TELEPHONE:  (305) 443-5020 
FACSIMILE: (305) 443-0016
 
mswan@verobeachlawyers.com
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From: Ken Scott
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF EIS Response
Date: Wednesday, November 26, 2014 10:03:15 AM


John Winkle
FRA Environmental Specialist
Office of Railroad Policy and Development
1200 New Jersey Ave. SE
Washington, D.C. 20590
(202) 493‐6067
john.winkle@dot.gov


 


This letter is in response to the EIS for AAF’s proposal for high speed rail. I am opposed to
 this project and if allowed it will negatively change the quality of life for the majority of residents of
 the Treasure Coast.


I am initially concerned that the EIS was prepared by a consultant hired by AAF, using AAF
 parameters and analysis. It’s natural to assume that one can get the answers they want if they
 provide you the data to evaluate.


AAF states that its purpose is to provide reliable and convenient passenger rail
 transportation between Orlando and Miami by maximizing the use of existing transportation
 corridors. We already have an existing rail line for this purpose (AMTRAK). There are many other
 ways to accomplish this without the negative impacts that AAF’s proposal causes. AAF is owned by a
 venture capital group that is only interested in increasing the value of their asset without regard to
 the harm that it will cause to the residents of Florida. Although one can argue that public
 transportation is needed, it is not needed at all costs. The cost in loss of quality of life and property
 values to the surrounding communities will be too great. This is only a good deal for AAF.


Route Alternatives: The evaluation of route alternatives only concerns AAF’s determining
 factors. Their evaluation only determines that their proposed route is best for them.      3.2.1 “Any
 alternative requiring extensive acquisitions would have substantial cost, delay and risk which affect
 the determination of whether an alternative is commercially viable.”     Whether or not a project is
 commercially viable should not be a determining factor on whether this project should move
 forward. The entire Treasure coast should not be made to suffer to provide for a profitable
 enterprise for a private company. Moving this project to the I-95, Turnpike or CSX route alternatives
 would eliminate the negative impact of increased rail traffic at over 100 at grade crossings for the
 proposed AAF route. The FEC corridor was originally developed along the east coast of Florida when
 no other viable transportation for freight was available. It was never intended for the number of
 trips that AAF is proposing. Just because it’s there shouldn’t mean that AAF can do whatever it
 wants without regard to the residents it will negatively impact. I’m sure that not even Henry Flagler
 would think this is a good idea.


At Grade Crossings: The number of at grade crossings (159 in the N-S Corridor) is
 inconsistent with typical high speed rail. This high number of at grade crossings, coupled with the
 number of trips that AAF is proposing (both freight and passenger) will cause significant
 complications and dangers for those residents living on the wrong side of the tracks. Increased wait
 time for emergency service will be unavoidable and will assuredly result in loss of life. The increase
 in speed of trains traveling through this corridor will make traveling across the tracks a daily
 problematic experience. It is conceivable with the increase in freight traffic and the addition of
 passenger that a number of major crossings could be closed for more than 25% of each hour. This
 will create access problems for businesses east of the tracks resulting in a negative economic
 impact.  This will result in increased traffic congestion as traffic backs up waiting to be able to cross
 the tracks. There are numerous locations that this will result in unsafe traffic conditions. It is stated
 in the EIS that the Seaway Drive crossing in Fort Pierce will have one of the longest wait times of any
 crossing. How can this not negatively impact traffic flow as traffic backs up on US1 waiting to travel
 east on Seaway Drive? The residents of St. Lucie Village will conceivably be parked on Old Dixie
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 Highway as the increased right of way will leave not even room for one car to be clear of traffic.
 These are only a couple of examples of problematic intersections, I’m sure that there are many
 more.


The current accident data in the EIS is based on freight traffic traveling at 30 mph or less.
 These numbers will certainly increase when speeds increase to 75-100 mph. This kind of traffic
 speeding through small congested downtown areas should not be allowed. It is also likely to cause
 damage through increased vibration to Historic structures located near the tracks in both
 downtown Fort Pierce and Stuart.   


Navigation: The St. Lucie Bridge might well be permanently closed if this project moves
 forward. With the increase in traffic from passenger and freight this crossing will be virtually
 impassable to boat traffic. The congestion this will create for boaters that must use this crossing will
 undoubtedly cause frustration and accidents. It will also have a negative economic impact with
 resulting decrease in property values for those property owners that use this waterway for ocean
 access.    


Conclusion:  AAF is a bad deal for the residents of the Treasure Coast.


                          


           Sincerely,


           Ken Scott


          Fort Pierce, FL                                                           


 


 








From: FRANCES MULLANE
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard FL
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:45:06 AM


I want to put in my 2 cents about the proposed train.  I am in favor of high
 speed trains.  I have a European background and have used trains most of my
 life.  I also know true high speed is close to 200 mph and is able to make
 relatively frequent stops.. Just check out the AVE in Spain from Madrid to
 Sevilla.  A commuter train going at 180 mph! 
 
You cannot do this on old tracks as AAF plans to do.  Also the location.  Parts of
 it are in storm surge areas or close to it.  You certainly would be taking a huge
 chance riding this during a hurricane or thinking this was a smart evacuation
 route.  There is a reason the turnpike is down the center of the state.
 
A Hi speed train needs to follow I-95 and the Turnpike in the center of FL on
 NEW tracks.  Forget the fancy buildings and all of that.. just fast trains.  The
 buildings should be nice, tasteful and accommodating but that can be achieved
 with less than they are planning.  Money is going to the wrong place.  If the
 train is down the middle it will be pretty safe from the worst weather and
 would serve as a safe way to evacuate S FL in the event a major storm
 threatens.  It would be great to have the stations near exits for the turnpike or
 I-95 so it would be easy to go from train to car or taxi.  To have the present
 idea of ending at the Orlando Airport is insane.  Airports are bad enough to get
 in and out of without adding this.
 
As much as I would take a train if it was right.. this will never be right.  I have
 no interest in Orlando.  Would like to go to Miami.  But I don’t know if a family
 with kids are going to be interested in paying for multiple tickets and going to
 Orlando from Miami… exactly what is there in Miami that the kids want… and
 then wind up taking ground transportation or rent a car to get to Disney and
 the hotels.  All costing more money.  This will be a very very pricey way to get
 to Disney from Miami and probably not one anyone will do more than once. 
 
Insane is all I can say and I also say deceitful because in the end they will not
 have the revenue to pay the bonds and in the end the taxpayer is going to get
 stuck.  This deal stinks of fraud and corruption.  FL is the scam capital of the
 world.  It is definitely trying to keep the honor with this proposal.  Trains are
 great.  CA has a true high speed LA to SF.. makes sense.  Tourists Yes.. but
 also business people are taking that trip all the time and it is faster at those
 speeds than flying.  LA and SF are not kiddie destinations so for tourists or non
 business people it will be affordable because only paying for one or two
 tickets.  I have been to both places and this was a super idea.  I have had to
 Fly LA to SF and I would imagine this has to be better.. walking probably was
 better.
 
Look at Asia and Europe and see their trains and understand why this is a joke. 
 An insult on American intelligence.  I would use Amtrak except you cannot get
 anywhere but certain dedicated routes…  This AAF should be the start of a
 nationwide hi speed train network and remove congestion from airports.  I
 should be able to take a train to ATL and switch to a direct train to the west
 coast. Maybe 3 routes N S and center with stops at major places…  It would be
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 great but until Americans understand how to use trains they are doomed to be
 like Amtrak… you can’t get there from here.  If you check out the Interstate
 highway network you would then know how trains should be routed and it is
 about time.
 
Thanks for listening.
 
Frances








From: JBThirteen@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; debbie.mayfield@myfloridahouse.gov; negron.joe.web@flsenate.gov
Cc: JBThirteen@aol.com
Subject: All aboard Florida
Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 4:29:35 PM


My husband & I have resided in the Vista Royale community in Vero Beach for the
 past 15 years. We are in a very large community of over 2200 persons. We are
 located off of US 1 in Vero Beach. We will be directly affected with not only the noise
 issue but also our daily shopping & travels throughout the Indian River area. We are
 very concerned about the decline in our property in the Vista Royale Community. We
 have many senior citizens in this community that will be very concerned about their
 property values. Please put a stop to this train project from going forward.
Thank You
Joseph & Barbara Monaco
76 Royal Oak Drive
Unit 207
Vero Beach, Florida 32962
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From: ANTHONY LANG
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Independent review
Date: Friday, October 3, 2014 11:39:01 AM


Dear sirs;


There are too many unanswered questions in this process.  And independent review
 of the impact and remediation planned should be conducted so that ALL parties may
 be satisfied.  Any review conducted by politicians or the railroads is bound to be
 predjudiced and weighted toward their opinions and desires.


This proposal only benefits two major metropolitan areas and puts the rest of the
 citizens of Palm Beach County at risk or at the very least, great inconvenience!


Anthony Lang
14691 Edna Way
Delray Beach, FL 33484


http://www.flickr.com/photos/allpa_561/
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From: Wayne A. Mills
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Objection to expansion of rail traffic
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 4:16:50 PM


We leave on North Hutchinson and daily cross the railroad tracks at the North Bridge at the Fort Pierce Inlet and
 cross over to Dixie Hwy.  We find the increased passenger rail traffic a major inconvenience, but we totally object
 to the unmentioned increase in freight traffic with trains averaging 100+ cars and sometimes up to 200 cars coming
 from the expansion of import traffic into Miami.  Nowhere in the discussions or press coverage has AAF given the
 public any information or projections on that element in the expansion.


We are very sympathetic to our friends and neighbors to the south in Stuart where the trains come right through their
 downtown areas too.  Given the passenger trains are small and fast is not the end of the world for us, but the
 unmentioned increase in freight traffic is the elephant in the room.  Why won’t AAF  disclose there plans in that
 regard.  If it is approved there should be a limit to the amount of freight trains that already cause major backups and
 added risks to fire and rescue services along the tracks.
Thank you.
Wayne A. and Delores J. Mills
5051 N. Hwy A1A, Unit 14-6
Fort Pierce, Florida 34949
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From: Lydia Schulman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF EIS
Date: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 11:08:03 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle,


There are so many unwarranted assumptions and overlooked community concerns in the
 recently released EIS on AAF that I hardly know where to begin. I'll limit myself to two
 points:


Re: Public health and safety. "Positive train control" may reduce train collisions, but what's
 going to happen to the children, elderly, and pets who inevitably will stray onto unprotected
 tracks with 110-mile trains speeding through? In my town, Vero Beach, most of the current
 tracks are unprotected--no fences--and there are no plans to provide complete coverage of the
 tracks. Besides, erecting fences along the totality of the tracks would make our beautiful town
 look like a prison.


And what's going to happen when emergency vehicles get blocked by trains which will close
 crossings an 
(under-)estimated 1.7-2.8 minutes several times an hour (counting all passenger trains and
 expanded freight traffic)? Elderly people with medical emergencies will be DEAD ON
 ARRIVAL at the hospital.


When the existing tracks were built there was no great concentration of homes and businesses
 near the tracks. Decades later when I-95 was built, it was built way to the west of the towns
 along Florida's east coast for good reasons. AAF is now proposing to run multiple, frequent,
 high-speed trains RIGHT THROUGH THE CENTERS OF OUR TOWNS.


Re: property values and commerce. In contrast to the claims in the EIS, local realtors are
 predicting significant declines in the values of properties--homes and businesses--near the
 expanded tracks. Please listen to their estimates, not the projections of "experts" miles
 away.This will most hurt the lower-income and minority residents who lives in those homes,
 businesses who employ a majority of the communities' working people, and, naturally, the
 municipalities, whose tax revenues will decline.


In other words, the proposed high-speed rail plan may look good to investors safely crunching
 numbers in their Manhattan offices, but it will be a disaster for retired people, poor people,
 local businesses, and everyone else who actually lives  along the AAF tracks.


Sincerely, Lydia Schulman
a concerned citizen of Vero Beach
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From: Sandra Raynor
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard FL
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:53:02 PM


This is to advise you that we are vehemently opposed to having the train come through Martin
 County as currently planned.  Our opposition is primarily because of its negative impact on
 our quality of life.  This impact includes, but is not limited to:
    1) the negative impact on our residents by blocking access to Martin Memorial Hospital and
 the majority of our physician offices
    2) the negative impact on our access to local stores and businesses – 32 trains a day!!
    3) the negative impact during emergencies such as hurricane evacuation routes
    4) the negative impact on our traffic
    5) the higher risk to residents caused by high-speed trains in an already congested area
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From: Marie
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard Florida
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 4:44:11 PM


Please do not move forward with this plan. The impact on our neighborhood will be devastating. We live within
 blocks of the railroad and the increased number and speed of trains will ruin our quiet, rural area and negatively
 impact the lives of it's residents.
We plead with you to reject the plan


Alex and marie Gitsas
8188  SE Swan ave
Hobe Sound, fl


Sent from my iPhone
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From: nnmcalpin@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Independent study
Date: Friday, October 3, 2014 12:17:35 PM


  I want to have my serious concerns added to the many citizens of south Florida, in,
 first, the concept of high speed trains in our area. You will destroy the small town life
 and lively hood, compromise our safety with blocking access to medical/rescue
  help,   just imagine if it's your child that needs medical immediate help, or perhaps
 your elderly mother or father.  And snag, block traffic for extreme amount of time
 waiting to cross the tracks.
 
 But the reason I'm writing at this moment is concerning the impact study report being
 drafted by YOU.  That's like having the wolf guarding the hen house !  Of course you
 are going to spin your report, no, make that...story....to color it all in favor of what you
 want.  We need an INDEPENDANT study drafted,  with INDEPENDANT facts, the
 real story. If you truly believed what you are saying to us, the people risking
 everything for your economic gains,  then you wouldn't be afraid of the TRUTH, if
 fact, you would encourage it.
 
I'm hoping you will stand up to the plate, and do the right thing, have an independent
 group find the facts.  Better yet, put the darn train out in our western corridor, then
 you would most likely be welcomed with open arms.
 
Nancy McAlpin
nnmcalpin@comcast.net
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From: Sandra Wilcox
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Objections to AAF
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 2:20:23 PM


We vehemently object to AAF.  We live east of these tracks.  There is nowhere we go where
 we don’t cross these tracks:
our hospital, our doctors, even our grocery stores.  All these passenger trains will divide the
 City of Stuart, as we’re sure will be done to Hobe Sound.  We believe our property values will
 drop, businesses will suffer and our way of life will be changed for the worse. 
 
Millions of dollars were spent to refurbish old downtown Stuart, which is a thriving theater,
 dining and shopping mecca.  These trains will isolate this historic gem.  We suggest that
 someone from your department go downtown and see what chaos these trains will cause. 
 (Take Colorado Avenue off Federal Highway.)  And maybe that someone should do so when
 there’s a theater event or at rush hour. 
 
Another area that will be affected is Jensen Beach, also a thriving small business area.  You get
 there by taking Jensen Beach Boulevard off Federal Highway.
 
One other consideration is the lawsuits derived when someone dies due to lack of emergency
 medical services because they didn’t get to the hospital in time due to railroad crossing
 closures.  Does the environmental impact study paid for by AAF cover that scenario?
 
We are not anti-passenger train service.  But In the middle of the state, please.  Or along
 Route 95 or the Florida Turnpike.
 
We sincerely hope these objections are duly noted and acted upon, especially the suggestion
 of a personal visit to downtown Stuart and Jensen Beach.
 
Milton and Sandra Wilcox   
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From: Dutlinger, G. Buster
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: buster32926@gmail.com
Subject: AAF Engineering short fall concerns
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2014 7:10:40 PM


My name is Granvil M Dutlinger I live at 5300 Palmetto Ave Cocoa Fla 32926.
 
My home is one of the few homes who lays directly connected to the south side SR528
 right of way where AAF wants to run their trains. My Largest concern about the AAF
 project is how the noise and Vibrations of trains going over 100 MPH less than a 100
 feet from my home will affect the foundation of my home and my in ground pool. There
 Has Not be enough engineering and/or studies done in the EIS to show the residents
 Palmetto Ave that their homes will not be adversely affected in any way by AAF
 project.
 
Unlikely elsewhere along AAF route where there has been preexisting tracks with
 trains running on a daily basis for 100 years. The surrounding land has had time to
 adjust to the Vibrations and settle in prior to any homes or buildings being built in the
 area of the tracks.  
 
Our properties and homes have never exposed to anything close to the magnitude that
 AAF trains will subject them to every day. So what happens homes when these trains
 go roaring by 32 times a day. Also their last train of the night leaving the Miami
 station will be passing by my home around midnight every night of the week 365 day a
 year.
 
There are web sites out there that show a comparison of a train passing by to a 4.0 to
 4.9 earthquake. So think about what just a 4.0 vibrations will do to our homes when
 exposed 32 times a day every day.
 
What are their plans for the drainage? Because all of our properties along Palmetto
 Ave and SR528 drain directly where the want to put the tracks? Putting in a drain
 pond a mile away will not stop them from flooding out my yard when it rains.
 
I have many more concerns and questions about the AAF project but the Vibrations are
 the most pressing ones that need to be satisfied before this project is allowed to
 proceed.
 
 
 
Granvil Dutlinger | Product Sourcing | PIRTEK USA
Ph: 321.504.4422 | FAX: 321.504.6009
501 Haverty Ct., Rockledge, FL 32955
Gdutlinger@pirtekusa.com | www.pirtekusa.com
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From: David and Sharon Redmond
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard FL
Date: Saturday, November 1, 2014 6:23:27 AM


The planned route for aaf defies common sense. The route will kill the small towns going up the coast. If
 aaf is a good business development idea, another route must be found, otherwise, aaf will do more harm
 to business and the quality of peoples lives than good.
 
David and Sharon Redmond
Vero Beach, FL



mailto:dredmond6@comcast.net
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From: Claude Gerstle
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, September 23, 2014 5:44:05 PM


All aboard Florida's plan is a disaster waiting to happen. The high-speed passenger train
 should never share track with freight trains and should not be built across 100-year-old
 Bridges. The AAF should not be granted any federal loans for their plan


Claude Gerstle
7749 Villa d Este Way
Delray Beach, FL 33446
201-886-7113



mailto:cgerstle22@gmail.com
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From: Kate Pingolt Cotner
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Dylan Reingold
Subject: Indian River County Comments to the DEIS for the All Aboard Florida passenger rail project (Miami-Orlando)
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 3:28:04 PM
Attachments: Indian River County"s Comments to FRA.pdf


Dear Mr. Winkle,
 
I have attached Indian River County’s comments to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
 concerning All Aboard Florida’s proposed passenger rail service between Miami and Orlando,
 Florida.  Please be advised that Indian River County has also sent a hardcopy of its comments with
 exhibits via Fed-ex. The hardcopy should be arriving tomorrow.
 
Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.
 
 


Kate Pingolt Cotner, Esq.
Assistant County Attorney
Indian River County
1801 27th Street
Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3365
kcotner@ircgov.com
Phone: (772) 226-1406
 
Under Florida law, e-mail addresses are public records. If you do not want your e-mail address released
 in response to a public-records request, do not send electronic mail to this entity. Instead, contact this
 office by phone or in writing.


P Before printing this e-mail, think if it is necessary. Think Green!
 



mailto:kcotner@ircgov.com
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The Board of County Commissioners of Indian River County, Florida 



Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f) Evaluation for the              



All Aboard Florida, Orlando to Miami, Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 



The Board of County Commissioners of Indian River County, Florida (the “Board”) respectfully 



submits these comments to the Federal Railroad Administration (“FRA”) with regard to the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement (“DEIS”), and Section 4(f) Evaluation dated September 2014 



prepared for All Aboard Florida, Orlando to Miami, Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project (the 



“Proposed Project”).  The Proposed Project’s sponsor, All Aboard Florida – Operations LLC 



(“AAF”), has applied for $1.875 billion dollars in federal funds through the Railroad Rehabilitation 



and Improvement Financing (“RRIF”) program, which is administered by the FRA. 1 



The DEIS was prepared to assist the FRA in satisfying its obligations with respect to the Proposed 



Project under the National Environmental Policy Act (“NEPA”), 42 U.S.C. § 4321 et seq., and 



applicable NEPA requirements, including the regulations adopted by the Council on Environmental 



Quality (“CEQ”), appearing at 40 C.F.R. Parts 1500-1508,  FRA’s regulations appearing at 49 C.F.R. 



§ 260.35, FRA’s “Procedures for Considering Environmental Impacts” published at 64 Fed. Reg. 28545 



(5/26/1999) (“FRA NEPA Procedures”), and Order 5610.1C “Procedures for Considering Environmental 



Impacts” issued by the United States Department of Transportation (“USDOT”) (9/18/1979) 



(“USDOT NEPA Procedures”) (attached as Exhibit A).  



NEPA requires that “to the fullest extent possible” an environmental impact statement (“EIS”): (i) 



disclose and assess the impacts of major federal actions significantly affecting the environment; and 



(ii) consider the reasonable alternatives to such actions and mitigation measures that would avoid or 



minimize those impacts.  See 42 U.S.C. § 4332; 40 C.F.R. § 1502.1.  The fundamental purpose of 



these requirements is to ensure that federal decision-makers understand the short and long-term 



impacts of their actions, and how such impacts might be addressed, before they take action.  



For the reasons discussed in detail below, the Board believes that the DEIS does not take a “hard 



look” at the environmental impacts of the Proposed Project, and fails to provide FRA with the 



information needed to satisfy its obligations under NEPA.  In particular, the Board has identified a 



number of potentially significant environmental impacts that were not adequately addressed in the 



DEIS, and others that were not examined at all.   



Moreover, the DEIS contains information intended to satisfy Section 106 of the National Historic 



Preservation Act (“Section 106”), 16 U.S.C. § 470 et seq., which requires federal agencies to consider 



the effect of their undertakings on historic resources, through a consultation process that requires 



that local governments be invited to participate.  FRA failed to follow this mandatory process by 



electing not to invite most local governments, including Indian River County (the “County”), to 



participate.  As a result, the DEIS missed several historic resources within the County, and probably 



many others in localities that also were not invited to join in the Section 106 consultation.  FRA 



                                                           
1
  On March 15, 2013, AAF submitted two RRIF loan applications to FRA for a total of $1.875 billion. 
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cannot, therefore, satisfy its Section 106 obligations based on the information presented in the 



DEIS.   



Likewise, the Section 4(f) Evaluation prepared for the Proposed Project is fundamentally flawed. 



That analysis is supposed to assist FRA in protecting  publicly owned parklands, recreation areas, or 



historic sites of national, State, or local significance. Under  Section 4(f) of the Department of 



Transportation Act of 1966, Pub. L. 89-670 (1966) (now codified at 49 U.S.C. § 303(c)), FRA is 



prohibited from approving any project that would “use” a Section 4(f) resource unless it finds: (1) 



there is no prudent and feasible alternative to using that resource; and (2) the program or project 



includes all possible planning to minimize harm to the resource resulting from the use.  49 U.S.C. § 



303(c); FRA NEPA Procedures § 12, 64 Fed. Reg. 28552.  As discussed in the comments below, the 



Board believes the Section 4(f) Evaluation fails to identify or assess the effects of the Proposed 



Project on significant Section 4(f) resources, and does not provide FRA with a sound basis for 



issuing findings under Section 4(f).   



Similarly, the DEIS does not provide the analysis needed for a consistency determination under the 



federal Coastal Zone Management Act (“CZMA”), 16 U.S.C. § 1451 et seq.  



In light of the serious deficiencies the Board has identified in the DEIS and Section 4(f) Evaluation, 



the Board is deeply concerned that the Proposed Project has already advanced well beyond the 



preliminary planning stage, and gives the appearance of becoming a fait accompli.  FRA has allowed 



AAF to segment the environmental review of the Miami to West Palm Beach component (“Phase 



I”) from other portions of the Proposed Project, and construction of Phase I has begun without a 



cumulative analysis of the impacts of the Proposed Project as a whole.  Moreover, according to 



FRA’s “On-Site Engineering Report – Part 2 for All Aboard Florida” at 2 (9/23/2014) (attached as 



Exhibit B), engineering plans for portions of the Proposed Project running through (at least) 



Brevard and Indian River Counties are expected to be advanced to 90% by March 2015.  Perhaps 



most alarming are statements within the DEIS itself that FRA has already made key determinations 



with regard to the Proposed Project at such an early point in the environmental review process that 



it did not even have the benefit of NEPA documentation to inform its decision-making.  For 



example, the DEIS states “FRA has determined that the significant delays, costs, and risks associated 



with the use of elevated structures make raising any of the corridor bridges not feasible.”  DEIS at 



5-27.   



The Board notes that NEPA prohibits federal agencies and applicants for federal agency approvals 



or funding from taking actions that would limit the choice of alternatives or otherwise signal 



premature approval of the application in advance of completion of the NEPA process.  See FRA 



NEPA Procedures § 7(c), 64 Fed. Reg. 28549; 49 C.F.R. § 260.35(e); 40 C.F.R. § 1506.1. Typically, 



agencies within the USDOT use preliminary design work to prepare relevant NEPA documentation, 



in recognition of the fact that advancing design beyond that stage could tip the agency towards a 



commitment to a particular course of action without a fair and balanced consideration of reasonable 



alternatives.   
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To summarize the problems identified in these comments, the DEIS is grossly inadequate and 



precludes a meaningful analysis of the Proposed Project.  The Board, therefore, requests that no 



further action be taken by FRA to advance the Proposed Project, unless and until a supplemental 



DEIS is prepared, and the subsequent requirements of NEPA, Section 4(f), Section 106 and the 



CZMA are fully satisfied. See 40 C.F.R. § 1502.9(c); FRA NEPA Procedures § 13(e), 64 Fed. Reg. 



28554.  



Set forth below are the Board’s comments on the DEIS and Section 4(f) Evaluation.  Also attached, 



and incorporated into the Board’s comments, are the technical comments prepared by CDM Smith, 



the environmental consultant the Board retained to review the DEIS and Section 4(f) Evaluation. 



  



1. Alternatives:  The Alternatives Analysis Provided in the DEIS is So Narrowly 
Circumscribed by AAF’s Financial Interests as to be Meaningless.  



The alternatives analysis is supposed to be “the heart of the environmental impact statement.”  40 



C.F.R. § 1502.14.  Accordingly, agencies are directed by the CEQ Regulations to “[r]igorously 



explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives” that might avoid or minimize the 



impacts disclosed in an EIS.  Id.  While every conceivable alternative need not be examined, a “range 



of reasonable alternatives” meeting the purpose and need of the action must be considered.  Id.2  



One example provided by USDOT guidance of the sorts of alternatives to be considered are those 



“related to different locations … which would present different environmental impacts.”  USDOT 



NEPA Procedures, Attachment 2 at 3.    



Notwithstanding the significant impacts that operation of a high speed  train along the Florida East 



Coast Railroad (“FECR”) corridor would have on the densely populated east coast of Florida, the 



DEIS lacks a comparative environmental analysis of even one alternative route.  Instead, it short 



circuits the alternatives analysis by narrowly defining the “purpose and need” for the Proposed 



Project based on AAF’s preferences, and then screening out all the other available routes in a 



“tiered” approach as failing to meet that sharply circumscribed purpose and need.  



Thus, the DEIS states that “AAF identified its primary objective for the Proposed Project, which is 



to provide an intercity rail service that is sustainable as a private enterprise.” DEIS at 2-10 (emphasis 



added).  “Sustainable,” according to the document, means that operation of the rail service can 



“meet revenue projections” and “operate at an acceptable profit level.” Id.; DEIS at 3-1. Stepping 



off from the objective of providing a profitable rail service, the DEIS then applied “AAF evaluation 



criteria” including “six critical determining factors.” Prominent among those factors were those 



relating to project economics, including the ease with which AAF could acquire property, the ability 



to “commence construction in the near term to control costs,” and limiting the “costs of 



                                                           
2
  Likewise, USDOT guidance states that an essential element of an alternatives analysis should be a “rigorous 



exploration and an objective evaluation of the environmental impacts of all reasonable alternative actions, 
particularly those that might enhance environmental quality or avoid some or all of the adverse environmental 
effects.” USDOT NEPA Procedures, Attachment 2 at 3.    
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development, including cost of land acquisitions, access, construction, and environmental 



mitigation.”  Id. at 3-2.  The document then applies such “critical determining factors” to other 



available routes.  Given the fact that AAF had already secured from its parent corporation the land 



interests needed for the Proposed Project, and AAF put forward a wholly unrealistic build year of 



2016, it is no surprise that the analysis came to the preordained conclusion that all the other 



alternatives are so meritless as to not warrant substantive analysis in the DEIS. 



By creating a screen that is tilted in one direction only, the DEIS side-stepped the fact that the 



Florida High Speed Rail Authority in a 2003 alternatives evaluation entitled “Orlando-Miami Planning 



Study” rated every other route as superior to the FECR corridor than would be used by the Proposed 



Project. That study compares the FECR route to three other potentially available north-south 



corridors in the following table:  



 



Route Travel Time Capital Cost Ridership / Revenue Environmental 



CSX  Fair  Good  Fair  Fair  



I-95  Good  Fair  Good  Good  



Turnpike  Good  Good  Fair  Good  



FECR  Poor  Poor  Good  Poor  



 



 Orlando-Miami Planning Study at 1-6 (attached as Exhibit C).  



Thus, under three of the four criteria applied in that study -- travel time (a factor cited as critical in 



the DEIS on page 3-5), capital cost and environmental impacts -- the FECR corridor was rated at 



rock bottom.  It is only in terms of revenue that the Proposed Project tied with another alternative 



and was rated favorably.  Thus, if the DEIS were to look beyond the economic interests of AAF, the 



sponsor of the Proposed Project, to salient issues such as environmental impacts, other routes 



would certainly merit detailed consideration in the DEIS.  However, those routes were ruled to be 



off limits under self-serving criteria of AAF’s own devising.  



The truncated approach utilized in the DEIS does not conform to the requirements of NEPA for 



one fundamental reason: it is not the project sponsor’s purpose and need that should control the 



alternatives analysis, but the agency’s purpose and need in taking the action that is the subject of the  



NEPA review. Thus, AAF’s desire to turn a profit should not dictate the alternatives considered by 



FRA in determining how it should expend federal rail funds. Guidance issued by CEQ states that  



“[i]n determining the scope of alternatives to be considered, the emphasis is on what is ‘reasonable’ 



rather than on whether the proponent or applicant likes or is itself capable of carrying out a 



particular alternative.  Reasonable alternatives include those that are practical or feasible from the 
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technical and economic standpoint and using common sense, rather than simply desirable from the 



standpoint of the applicant.” CEQ, “Forty Most Asked Questions Concerning CEQ’s NEPA Regulations” 



Question 2a, 46 Fed. Reg. 18026, 18027 (3/23/1981).  



The Board does not dispute that the economic objectives of the Proposed Project sponsor may be  



taken into account by the agency in defining its purpose and need, and in identifying the alternatives 



for consideration in an EIS. However, those interests should not be given such weight as to exclude 



other relevant considerations. This is especially so with respect to high speed rail in Florida, where a 



number of potentially viable options have been carefully studied in planning documents that have 



been previously prepared in relation to other projects. According to the Orlando-Miami Planning Study, 



CSX, I-95 and the Florida Turnpike corridors present far fewer environmental impacts and a much 



sounder basis for public investment than the FECR corridor. However, the referenced alternatives 



were summarily dismissed in the DEIS without any sort of analysis considering whether the chosen 



FECR alternative would cause the most negative impacts to: (a) the health and safety of the citizens 



of the Treasure Coast of Florida, (b) the historical and archeological sites along the Treasure Coast 



of Florida and (c) the fragile Indian River Lagoon.3  FRA cannot simply ignore other legitimate 



alternatives simply because AAF, the sponsor of the Proposed Project, would like it to do so.   



 



2. Cumulative and Secondary Impacts: The DEIS Fails to Assess the Cumulative and 
Secondary Impacts of the Proposed Project, in Combination with Reasonably 
Foreseeable Future Actions.  



Under NEPA, FRA is obligated to examine not only the direct and immediate effects of the 



Proposed Project, but also its indirect or secondary impacts and its cumulative impacts, in combination 



with those of other reasonably foreseeable actions.  See CEQ’s NEPA Regulations, 40 C.F.R. §§ 



1502.16, 1508.8; FRA NEPA Procedures §§ 10(b), (14(n), 64 Fed. Reg. 28550, 28554; USDOT 



NEPA Procedures, Attachment 2 at 4; see also CEQ, “Considering Cumulative Effects under NEPA” 



(1/1997) (attached as Exhibit D).  With respect to indirect effects, the CEQ regulations are clear 



that impacts that are caused by an action, but “are later in time or farther removed in distance, but 



are still reasonably foreseeable” must be thoroughly considered in an EIS.  40 C.F.R. § 1508.8.  



More particularly, the growth-inducing impacts of a transportation project must be carefully 



examined.  Id.  The CEQ regulations are equally clear with respect to cumulative impacts, requiring 



that the effects of an action must be “added to [those of] other past, present and reasonably 



foreseeable future actions regardless of what agency (Federal or non-Federal) or person undertakes 



such other actions.” Id. § 1508.7; see also id. § 1508.27(b)(7).  These principles have been applied by 



                                                           
3
 The Indian River Lagoon is North America’s most diverse, shallow-water estuary. It spans approximately 156 



miles along Florida’s east coast. The total estimated annual economic value of the Indian River Lagoon is $3.7 
billion, supporting 15,000 full and part-time jobs and providing recreational opportunities for 11 million people 
per year.  The Proposed Project calls for building a new bridge over the St. Sebastian River. The St. Sebastian 
River is located in Indian River County. It is one of the Indian River Lagoon’s natural tributaries. 
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the courts in numerous cases to invalidate EISs for failure to assess indirect and cumulative project 



impacts.  



Inexplicably, the DEIS makes no serious attempt to address the indirect or cumulative impacts that 



would result from the Proposed Project. For example, indirect or secondary impacts on land use are 



passed over with the statement that “[t]he project would not result in induced growth; no changes to 



land use due to induced growth would occur.”  DEIS at 5-4.  Although the DEIS mentions that the 



Phase 1 Environmental Assessment (“EA”) addressed “development in the vicinity of” the 



proposed stations in West Palm Beach, Fort Lauderdale and Miami, id. at 5-5, close examination of 



the information provided in that document, in light of other statements made by AAF, make clear 



that no meaningful attention has been paid to the secondary development associated with either 



phase of the Proposed Project.  



Thus, according to the DEIS, the EA indicated that at “West Palm Beach and Fort Lauderdale, 



there will be 10,000 square feet of retail space within the station. At Miami, the [Proposed] Project 



includes 30,000 square feet of retail within the station, and additional 75,000 square feet of transit‐



oriented retail, 300,000 square feet of office space, 400 residential units, and a 200‐room hotel.”  Id. 



at 5-5.  Indeed,  the Phase 1 EA does recite the same information, and includes a bare-bones (and 



inadequate) analysis of the environmental impacts that would result from this development.  



However, nowhere in either the DEIS or the EA is any meaningful information or analysis provided 



concerning the additional development that would be induced by the Proposed Project and this 



transit oriented development.  



The obligation to address the potential effects of such induced development cannot be avoided on 



the basis that it is speculative.  In a “Preliminary Offering Memorandum” dated June 4, 2014, AAF 



confirmed that there are current plans for construction going well beyond the ancillary development 



identified in the DEIS and EA, and that sufficient information with respect to such planned 



development is available for a thorough analysis of its impacts. In particular, that document 



disclosed that: (i) AAF owns 21 acres in the areas surrounding the proposed stations; (ii) that it 



anticipates demand for 3.5 million square feet of development on those parcels; and that it expects 



to build 2 million square feet of that new development contemporaneously with the Proposed Project.  



That initial development is to include 1.3 million square feet in Miami, and 345,000 square feet in 



both Palm Beach and Fort Lauderdale.  AAF also believes there is demand for subsequent future 



development totaling 1.5 million square feet including a 1.1 million square foot “super tower” for 



the area adjacent to the Miami station, and an additional 345,000 square feet of residential space in 



Fort Lauderdale.  Thus, the development disclosed in the EA is a fraction of the currently planned 



and future development resulting from the Proposed Project.  Given the specificity of AAF’s 



articulated intentions, sufficient information is available for a detailed environmental review of the 



traffic, air pollution, construction, noise and neighborhood character impacts of this reasonably 



foreseeable future development. The DEIS is deficient in that it failed to include such a review. 



The DEIS is also lacking in its analysis of cumulative impacts. For example, it fails to address the 



cumulative impacts of the Proposed Project together with those of the Tri-Rail Coastal Link Project, 
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another major initiative that is likely to have significant impacts along 85 miles of the FECR 



corridor. Under that project, 25 or more commuter round trips will be added to the very same tracks 



to be used for the Proposed Project.  Those additional trains will serve 25,000 passengers each day, 



at 20-25 new stations. The DEIS specifically excludes this important project and its overlapping 



impacts from the environmental analysis, stating that it is in the “preliminary planning stage.”  DEIS 



at 5-163. Attempting to justify this characterization, the document goes on to state that the “[t]he 



Tri‐Rail Coastal Link Study is being undertaken by the Florida Department of Transportation 



(“FDOT”), and is evaluating the use of the FECR Corridor for the Tri‐Rail service, which currently 



operates on the CSX‐controlled railroad right‐of‐way west of the FECR Corridor.”  Id. One would 



gather from these statements that the Tri-Rail project is in the very early stages of planning, and that 



the information required for a cumulative impacts analysis of such a speculative project is not 



available.  But that characterization is wholly inaccurate.  An example of the degree to which the Tri-



Rail Coastal Link Project has advanced is the Letter Agreement dated April 25, 2014, between AAF 



and South Florida Regional Transportation Authority (“SFRTA”), the sponsor of Tri-Rail Coastal 



Link Project, which provides the details for the shared use of the rail corridor between the two 



entities for the provision of high speed and commuter rail. See 



www.ircgov.com/Public_Notices/Rail/Tri-Rail-Non-Compete.pdf (also attached as Exhibit E)  



In addition, substantial Federal and State resources have been expended in the planning and 



environmental review of the Tri-Rail Coastal Link project, and there is no informational impediment 



to a cumulative environmental review.  In particular, many studies have already been completed for 



the Tri-Rail Coastal Link Project, including several issued by FDOT such as the Final Conceptual 



Alternatives Analysis/Environmental Screening Report running for 387 pages issued in 2009 (attached as 



Exhibit F); a 189 page Detailed Environmental Screening Report  issued in 2010 (attached as Exhibit G); 



and a 168 page Final Alternatives Analysis Report issued in 2011 (attached as Exhibit H).  Thus, detailed 



information has been compiled with respect to that project, its alternatives and environmental 



impacts as a result of years of exacting analysis. Moreover, a final Preliminary Project Development Report 



(attached as Exhibit I) for the Tri-Rail Coastal Link was submitted to FRA’s sister agency, the 



Federal Transit Administration (“FTA”), in April 2014.  Clearly, a project to which such an intense, 



federally supported planning effort has been devoted is “reasonably foreseeable” within the meaning 



of NEPA.  In fact, the website for the Tri-Rail Coastal Link project (http://tri-



railcoastallink.com/frequently_asked_questions.html, also attached as Exhibit J) states that its 



sponsors have “closely collaborated” with the AAF team, and puts the estimated timeframe for 



completion of the Tri-Rail Coastal Link project within the same timeframe that would reasonably be 



expected for the Proposed Project, if it advances.  It is also notable that AAF’s June 4, 2014 



“Preliminary Offering Memorandum” indicates that use of the FECR corridor by Tri-Rail Coastal 



Link may cause delays to construction of the Proposed Project, and lead to operational and safety 



risks that require careful study in a cumulative environmental review. 



It is well settled that when several proposals for related actions that will have cumulative or 



synergistic environmental impacts upon a region are pending concurrently before an agency, their 



environmental consequences must be considered together.  The Tri-Rail Coastal Link project and 





http://www.ircgov.com/Public_Notices/Rail/Tri-Rail-Non-Compete.pdf


http://tri-railcoastallink.com/frequently_asked_questions.html


http://tri-railcoastallink.com/frequently_asked_questions.html
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the Proposed Project are both pending before USDOT agencies, and the Proposed Project has been 



specifically identified as being related to the Tri-Rail Coastal Link Project. See  Tri-Rail Coastal Link’s 



Preliminary Project Development Report at 1-14.  Moreover, this case is not a circumstance where the Tri-



Rail Coastal Link project is so speculative as to preclude a meaningful cumulative impact analysis.  



On the contrary, a wealth of detailed planning and environmental information has been available for 



years, and that information should have been tapped in assessing the combined impacts of these 



related projects and whether the Proposed Project, if approved, would adversely affect the operation 



of the Tri-Rail Coastal Link.  The DEIS is fundamentally flawed in that it failed to do so.    



 



 
3. DEIS Assumptions:  The DEIS is Based on an Unrealistic Build Year and Assesses 



Critical Impacts Only on Opening Day, Thereby Failing to Analyze Projected Full 
Operational Impacts  



The analysis presented by the DEIS is founded upon fundamentally flawed assumptions that 



provide no basis for an accurate projection of long-term impacts.  



First, 2016 is not a proper baseline year for the analysis since that date is a mere two years from 



today.  Given that FRA will be reviewing comments on the DEIS in December 2014, it is wholly 



unrealistic to believe that all of the following items can be completed by 2016: 



 concluding the NEPA review process;  



 securing all permits and approvals, including those from the United States Army 



 Corps of Engineers, Federal Aviation Administration, United State Coastal Guard 



 (“USCG”), Federal Highway Administration (“FHWA”), United States Fish and 



 Wildlife Service, National Marine Fishery Service, plus those from multiple state and 



 local agencies;  



 finalizing all design documents;  



 letting all construction contracts; 



 constructing:  



o a new station in Orlando; 



o a new vehicle maintenance facility; 



o dozens of new overpasses, bridges, tunnels, ramps, and related infrastructure 



 and safety features; 



o upgrading/expanding 170 highway-rail grade crossings, including designing 



 and installing safety infrastructure; and  



o hundreds of miles of rail bed and new track; and 



 performing diagnostic and system testing of all individual elements and system wide 



 operations for performance and safety. 
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Nothing in the DEIS gives any indication that extraordinary arrangements have been put into place 



to accomplish the tasks required for completion of the Proposed Project within such a compressed 



timetable.  In fact, the document does not even call for, or analyze, after-hours work during the 



construction period. In light of the impossibility of meeting a 2016 opening date, prior to issuing the 



DEIS, AAF publicly shifted the opening date to 2017 even though the DEIS was keyed to 2016.  See 



Orlando Business Journal, “3 Reasons Why All Aboard Florida in Orlando Was Delayed” (7/9/2014) 



(attached as Exhibit K).  However, even 2017 seems like a pipedream, given the long list of items 



that must be satisfied and the sheer magnitude of the construction that must be completed before 



the system could become operational. See, e.g., id. (which notes that approval of new station at the 



Orlando Airport still has many hurdles to overcome and would take three years to construct from 



final approval). 



Utilization of an unrealistically early baseline year would result in the understatement of certain 



critical impacts, including and possibly most notably, noise.  The reason for this is that the 



significance criteria set forth in the relevant guidance are based upon a sliding scale that is keyed to 



ambient noise levels as they are expected to exist in the baseline year.  See FRA’s “High-Speed Ground 



Transportation Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Guidance Manual” (the “FRA Noise Manual”) at 



Chapter 3 (9/2012); FTA’s “Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment” at Chapter 3 (5/2006).  



Under those criteria, the higher the noise levels are during the baseline year, the lower the 



incremental increase need be to create a significant impact.  Id.  As the DEIS indicates, freight and 



vehicular traffic are expected to increase along the FECR corridor in the coming years, and other 



projects (including but not limited to Tri-Rail Coastal Link) can be expected to come on-line in the 



near future. Accordingly, existing ambient noise will increase and the noise increment that would 



produce significant impacts will decrease as time goes on.  Therefore, noise impacts may be 



understated if an unrealistically early baseline year is utilized in the analysis.  For these reasons, FRA 



should require AAF to prepare and submit a well-grounded conceptual development schedule for 



the Proposed Project that either justifies utilization of the 2016 baseline year or provides for a more 



realistic timetable for completion. In the event a later baseline year is identified, the noise analysis 



must be revised to reflect background conditions in that year.  



In addition, as a result of the illusory 2016 build year the DEIS omitted any real discussion of 



construction, including its duration, sequencing, staging, techniques and impacts, claiming that the 



activities and impacts associated with building the Proposed Project would all be extremely short 



term.  As discussed in the comments below, the details regarding the construction of this massive 



$1.875 billion dollar project, as well as the impacts that would be experienced during the period of 



construction, need to be brought to light and analyzed under a realistic construction schedule. 



There is a second fundamentally flawed assumption running through the DEIS analyses of noise, 



vibration and navigation, in that they focus on operations of the Proposed Project as of an opening 



day, rather than on operating conditions as they will be when the rail line is in full operation. Thus, 



the DEIS assesses the effects of 16 round trips per day, which reflects the number of trips needed to 



service passenger demand as of 2016. According to the All Aboard Florida Ridership Revenue Study 
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Summary Report prepared by the Louis Berger Group in September 2013 (the “LBG Study”), which is 



attached as Appendix 3.3-F to the DEIS, approximately 1 million riders are expected as of 2016.  



DEIS App. 3.3-F at 4.  However, the DEIS itself reports that ridership is expected to grow sharply 



in the first few years of operation, and level off at 3.5 million passengers as of 2019.  Id. 



Moreover, what the DEIS does not mention is that the LBG Study predicts ridership levels for 2019 



to range from a low of 3.5 million (in what is characterized as the “base case” which ignores 



developments that are “subject to some uncertainty”), to 4 million (in the “business plan case,” 



which takes into account AAF’s plan to expand ridership), to a high of 5.1 million in the 



“management case” (which accounts for more aggressive marketing strategies by AAF).  Id.  



Moreover, even in the “business plan case” the study predicts ridership to rise to approximately 5.5 



million by 2030. Id.  Thus, based upon AAF’s own study, ridership is expected to be more than 5 



times the ridership expected when service begins in 2016.  



Most of the operational impacts of rail projects – including  but not limited to noise, vibration and 



navigation delays at draw bridges – are caused by train pass-by incidents. Since the significance of 



the impacts depends, in important part, upon the number of passbys, the adequacy of the analysis in 



an EIS for a rail project depends upon the accuracy of the prediction of how many passbys will 



occur.  Under NEPA, an EIS must examine both the short-term impacts of a project, and also the 



reasonably foreseeable effects of that project over the long-term. Accordingly, the DEIS should 



have examined the anticipated effects of the Proposed Project not only upon the commencement of 



service but also over the longer term horizon. There is nothing in the DEIS to indicate that 16 



round trips per day would meet ridership demand over the long term, or was properly used as the 



touchstone for the impacts analysis in the document.4  



The Board does not dispute the appropriateness of including in the DEIS an analysis of short-term 



operational impacts of the Proposed Project, utilizing a realistic commencement date baseline year. 



However, it believes that a second baseline year of 2030 or later must also be assessed to capture the 



long-term impacts of the Proposed Project, in combination with other projects expected to be on 



line as of that time. This is particularly important because it can reasonably be anticipated that the 



new two-track FECR corridor created by the Proposed Project will be much more heavily used at 



that time for both passenger and freight traffic. The DEIS itself indicates that freight traffic is 



expected to increase sharply upon completion of the Panama Canal improvements, DEIS at 5-17, 



and other projects such as Tri-Rail Coastal Link can be reasonably expected to be operational a few 



years after the Proposed Project comes on line. Since it fails to present such a “horizon year” 



                                                           
4
 The DEIS itself makes no mention of traffic and transportation impacts in any years other than 2016 and 2019. 



However, buried in Appendix 3.3-C, entitled “Grade Crossing Details,” is a brief description of some limited 
analyses performed for both 2016 and 2036. As discussed below, that analysis was not only obscured by its 
placement in an appendix to the DEIS, it also revealed exceptionally significant impacts, the implications of 
which should have been disclosed and thoroughly examined in the DEIS.  It should be noted that the 
discussion in that appendix indicates that there would be a range of 16-19 passbys per day.  See, e.g., DEIS App. 
3.3-C at 4-1.  
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analysis the DEIS is woefully deficient in its assessment of the long-term cumulative operational 



impacts of the Proposed Project on noise, vibration and other critical issues.   



 



4. Climate Change: The DEIS Fails to Satisfy FRA’s Legal Obligation to Adequately 
Analyze the Effects of Climate Change on the Proposed Project 



The Proposed Project sponsors are seeking $1.875 billion in low interest federal loan funds to 



facilitate construction of a high speed rail line in a corridor that lies completely within Florida’s 



coastal zone and skirts in and out of the existing flood plain along 128.5 miles of the Atlantic Coast 



of Florida.  Although the DEIS makes passing reference to the sorts of risks posed by climate 



change in locating a major new transportation facility in that area, it provides no meaningful analysis 



of such risks or the alternatives or mitigating measures that might minimize or avoid them.  



Thus, the DEIS notes that “[t]ransportation systems [such as the Proposed Project] are vulnerable to 



extreme weather and climate change effects such as … sea level rise, and more intense storm events 



…” DEIS at 5-71.  More particularly, the document acknowledges that “[t]he N-S and WPB-M 



Corridors of the [Proposed] Project are vulnerable to climate change effects in the near future.  Both 



of these corridors are along the Florida coast and cross several coastal water bodies. Bridge 



structures, particularly those with lower elevation, will have increased vulnerability over time, and 



potential infrastructure damage may result from flooding, tidal damage and/or storms.” Id. at 5-72.  



Nevertheless, the DEIS offers only the most cursory examination of the vulnerability of the 



Proposed Project to sea level rise or the more intense storm surges the document itself 



acknowledges will occur in the near future.  The DEIS subjects only two of the 18 bridge crossings 



required for the N-S corridor to any sea level rise analysis at all, and with respect to those facilities it 



simply compares their elevations to expected sea levels in 2030 and 2060.  From this comparison, 



the DEIS finds that the bottom chord of one of the bridges would be under water at high tide 



during a 100 year storm in 2030, with no mention at all of impacts in 2060. Id. at 5-75.  The vague 



conclusion drawn from this lackluster analysis is that the “vulnerability [of the Proposed Project 



bridges] will increase as sea level rises” and “there may be increasing periods of time where the train 



is out of service during storm events.” Id.  Nothing is said regarding the nature and extent of the 



property damage that may be caused to the bridge structures, or whether other components of the 



Proposed Project located within the substantially expanded future floodplain would also be at risk.  



Moreover, not a word is mentioned as to whether and how public safety would be put at risk in 



operating a high speed rail service within the corridor under such conditions, or mitigation 



opportunities.   



The truncated analysis presented in the DEIS with respect to this issue stands at odds with firmly 



established federal policy on how climate change is to be accounted for in agency planning.  In 



President Obama’s 2009 Executive Order (“E.O.”) 13514 “Federal Leadership in Environmental, Energy, 



and Economic Performance,” all federal agencies, including USDOT and FRA, were directed to establish 



Climate Change Adaptation Plans.  See 74 Fed. Reg. 52117, 52121, 52124 (10/8/2009).  The 
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President subsequently instructed federal agencies to “ensure that climate risk-management 



considerations are fully integrated into federal infrastructure … planning” in his “Climate Action 



Plan” issued in June 2013 (attached as Exhibit L).  Shortly thereafter, the President issued E.O. 



13653, “Preparing the United States for the Impacts of Climate Change,” which required all federal agencies 



to “reform policies and Federal funding programs that may … increase the vulnerability of natural 



or built systems, economic sectors, natural resources, or communities to climate change related 



risks” and to  “integrate consideration of climate change into agency operations and overall mission 



objectives ….” E.O. 13653, §§ 2 and 5, 78 Fed. Reg. 66819 - 66821 (11/6/2013). 



USDOT complied with these directives by first issuing a Policy Statement in 2011, requiring 



integration of climate change adaptation strategies “into [its] core policies, planning, practices and 



programs.”  USDOT, “Policy Statement on Climate Change Adaptation” at 2 (6/2011) (attached as 



Exhibit M).  This policy also requires USDOT to use “best-available science” and apply “risk 



management methods and tools” in assessing and planning for climate change.  Id.  USDOT then 



issued a Climate Adaptation Plan which characterized the problem unique to transportation as 



follows: 



Transportation infrastructure is inherently long-lived. Bridges, 



tunnels, ports and runways may remain in service for decades, while 



rights-of-way and specific facilities continue to be used for 



transportation purposes for much longer. In addition to normal 



deterioration, transportation infrastructure is subject to a range of 



environmental risks over long time spans, including wildfire, flood, 



landslide, geologic subsidence, rock falls, snow, ice, extreme 



temperatures, earthquakes, storms, hurricanes and tornados. 



Infrastructure designers and operators must decide the magnitude of 



environmental stress that any particular project will be able to 



withstand over its lifetime.  



USDOT, “Climate Adaptation Plan: Ensuring Transportation Infrastructure and System Resilience” at 3 



(5/2013) (attached as Exhibit N) . 



To deal with this problem, USDOT found that “newly constructed infrastructure should be 



designed and built in recognition of the best current understanding of future environmental risks. In 



order for this to happen, understanding of projected climate changes would need to be incorporated 



into infrastructure planning and design processes, across the many public and private builders and 



operators of transportation infrastructure.”  Id. at 6.  More particularly, the agency committed to 



“take actions to ensure that Federal transportation investment decisions address potential climate 



impacts in statewide and metropolitan transportation planning and project development processes as 



appropriate in order to protect federal investments,” id. at 5, and indicates that “FRA will consider 



potential climate impacts and adaptation during rail planning and corridor program development.” 



Id. at 15. 
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The short shrift paid by the DEIS to the climate change-related implications of siting a federally 



funded high speed rail corridor in the coastal zone and flood plains of Florida falls far short of the 



careful  planning envisioned by the President, and the commitments made by USDOT.  It also does 



not conform to the requirement under NEPA that agencies consider thoroughly the “reasonably 



foreseeable” short- and long-term environmental impacts of their actions. In the event these 



deficiencies are not corrected, billions of dollars in federal resources could be poured into a project 



that would be under an ever-increasing threat from future sea level rise and storm surges, with no 



serious attention paid to the ensuing consequences to public safety or the investment itself, and with 



no consideration paid to the measures that could be taken to avoid them. Indeed, according to the 



DEIS no action would be taken at all to assure that the Proposed Project is designed to withstand 



the future risks of sea level rise. On the contrary, AAF has announced its intention to build 



according to a construction design that would “maintain existing elevations where feasible,” DEIS at 



S-14; and has specifically rejected the USCG request that alternatives be considered to raise the 



clearance beneath certain low bridges. Additionally, according to the DEIS, FRA has concluded that 



it would not be feasible to raise the clearance beneath certain bridges due to the significant delay it 



would cause to the Proposed Project, the overall costs and the risk associated with elevating the 



structures.  Id. at 5-27.5  One can only assume from this conclusion that the short-term success of the 



Proposed Project is being given greater weight than the overall safety of the public and of the federal 



investment.  Moreover, since other viable high speed routes were screened out of the analysis, no 



consideration whatsoever has been given to alternatives, such as the utilization of the interior CSX 



corridor for high speed rail, that would avoid such risks altogether. The effects of future sea level 



rise and storm surges on the Proposed Project are “reasonably foreseeable” impacts, and the DEIS 



was materially deficient in failing to address them. 



 



5. Floodplains: Locating the Proposed Project in Floodplains Is Not Demonstrated to 
be the Only Practicable Alternative. 



The Proposed Project would result in the siting of long stretches of a multi-billion dollar high speed 



rail line in Florida’s currently mapped floodplains, which can be expected to expand as a result of 



FEMA’s ongoing “coastal flood risk study” for the East Coast of Central Florida.  In addition, the 



Proposed Project’s encroachment on floodplains would only increase with time as sea level 



continues to rise.  FRA should not approve such a risky endeavor without first taking a hard look at 



other practicable alternatives, as required by the directives discussed below. 



The very real risks of floodplain encroachment to humans and infrastructure were first recognized 



by President Carter in E.O. 11988, “Floodplain Management,” which was intended to “avoid [the 



federal government’s] direct or indirect support of floodplain development wherever there is a 



practicable alternative.”  42 Fed. Reg. 26951 (5/25/1977).  This order requires federal agencies that 



                                                           
5 This determination appears to the Board to be premature, since the NEPA process has not yet been 



completed. Moreover, there is no hard data presented in the DEIS to support the rationale for such a 
determination.   
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propose to support or allow floodplain development to first consider alternatives to such 



development.  Id. at 26952. As mandated by E.O. 11988, USDOT issued its own floodplain 



directive, which sets forth the department’s policy with regard to floodplains.  USDOT Order 



5650.2 “Floodplain Management and Protection,” (4/23/1979) (“USDOT Floodplain Order,” attached as 



Exhibit O).   Under that directive, all USDOT agencies, including FRA, must take certain steps 



before supporting a project that would result in a “significant encroachment” – a term that includes 



likely future damage to transportation infrastructure in a floodplain that could be substantial in cost 



or extent.   Id. at 4, 8.  



There can be no doubt that the Proposed Project would result in a “significant encroachment” on 



floodplains.  According to the DEIS, more than a thousand acres of the study area for the Proposed 



Project lie in floodplains, with 332 acres in the E-W corridor and 472 acres on the N-S corridor.  



DEIS at 4-76 (Table 4.3.4-1).   



For FRA to provide RRIF funding for the Proposed Project it must satisfy certain requirements 



under the USDOT Floodplain Order.  First, it must ensure that the EIS “reflects consideration of 



alternatives to avoid [a significant] encroachment.”  USDOT Floodplain Order at 8.  Next, the 



responsible individual at FRA must make a written finding that the proposed significant 



encroachment is the only practicable alternative.  Id.  Such a finding “requires a careful balancing and 



application of individual judgment” which should “include the full range of environmental, social, 



economic, and engineering considerations” where “special weight should be given to floodplain 



management concerns.”  Id.  In addition, the finding must  include a description of why the 



Proposed Project must be located in the flood plain, including the alternatives considered and why 



they were not practicable.  The finding must also include a statement that the action conforms to 



applicable state and/or local floodplain protection standards.  Id.6            



The DEIS is entirely bereft of the information needed to satisfy FRA’s obligations under E.O. 



11988 or USDOT Order 5650.2.   For example, due to the so-called “tiered” approach that AAF 



employed to screen out any meaningful alternatives analysis, neither in the few scant pages dedicated 



to floodplains nor anywhere else in the DEIS is there any detailed consideration of other possible 



routes.7  Moreover, the DEIS does not so much as identify, and certainly does not discuss, 



applicable state and/or local floodplain protection standards, so FRA would be wholly unable to 



find that the Proposed Project conforms to such standards.  Accordingly, approval of the Proposed 



Project on the current record would run counter to the letter and spirit of a federal policy aimed at 



ensuring that federal dollars are not spent on infrastructure projects most vulnerable to the risk of 



flooding, unless there is no other practicable alternative. 



                                                           
6 Similar requirements are reflected in  FRA’s own NEPA Procedures.  See FRA NEPA Procedures § 14(n)(8), 



64 Fed. Reg. 28555.  Under those procedures, the agency may only facilitate floodplains development  if: (i) the 
head of the agency finds that the only practicable alternative to the project is to site it in the floodplain; (ii) the 
agency designs or modifies the project to minimize potential harm to or within the floodplain consistent with 
E.O. 11988, and (iii) the agency prepares and circulates a notice containing an explanation of why the action is 
proposed to be located in the floodplain.  Id.   



7 See the Board’s Comment 1, above. 
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6. Construction Impacts: The Identification and Discussion of Construction Impacts is 
Virtually Absent from the DEIS. 



It is well established that a NEPA EIS must discuss and evaluate the construction impacts that 



would result from a proposed action.  See, e.g., FRA NEPA Procedures, 64 Fed. Reg. 28556 (an FRA 



NEPA EIS “should identify and assess the impacts associated with the construction period of each 



alternative” (emphasis added)); USDOT NEPA Procedures, Attachment 2 at 13.   



Proceeding from the unrealistic premise that the Proposed Project would be constructed by 2016, 



the DEIS provides only the most superficial description of the construction-related activities that are 



anticipated, and little substantive assessment of the “temporary” construction period impacts those 



activities would cause. Thus, no details whatsoever are provided concerning the schedule for the 



work, the sequence of activities, the nature of those activities, the number and types of equipment 



that would be used, the level of truck traffic that would be generated in delivering materials to and 



disposing of waste from the work sites, the routes such trucks would take, road closures, detours, 



staging and storage area locations, or other matters critical to a meaningful impacts analysis. As a 



result, nothing of substance is discussed with respect to the impacts of construction activities on 



surrounding land uses, traffic, emergency response, or other critical issues.  



Thus, the DEIS brushes aside construction-related land use impacts with a few words about “short-



term construction easements on privately owned properties,” and the assurance that “pre‐



construction land use patterns would return once the construction period concludes.”  DEIS at 5-5. 



Not a word is mentioned about the nature and extent of the disruption that would be caused to 



adjacent homes and businesses during the period that a massive infrastructure project is being 



constructed through the heart of downtown and residential areas.  Indeed, rather than addressing 



the socioeconomic impacts of Proposed Project construction at all, the DEIS merely comes up with a 



few numbers on the economic benefits and jobs that could be generated by the work.  DEIS at 5-



130.  



Likewise, the DEIS dismisses out of hand the traffic-related impacts of construction activities, 



stating that “the Project would result in minor, short-term impacts to freight rail transportation, 



regional highways and local vehicular traffic during construction.” DEIS at 5-14.  With respect to 



freight traffic, the document reaches that conclusion based upon the assurance that “[n]ew track 



construction … would be performed according to best management practices” without specifying 



what those BMPs might be or how they might avoid disruption to freight traffic. Id. With respect to 



vehicular traffic, the document mentions that there would be road closures, but states that 



“typically,” they would last no more than a week. No discussion appears at all as to whether there 



are certain roads that would be closed for a longer period; nor does the DEIS address whether 



police, fire or EMS emergency response would be delayed as a result of the road closures (and if so, 



what could be done to mitigate that impact).  Moreover, no analysis is presented with respect to 



whether construction-related truck traffic would cause significant congestion on the roadways 



surrounding work sites and staging areas.  Instead of disclosing construction period traffic impacts 



and identifying the mitigation measures to address them, the DEIS simply waves the issue away with 
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the assurance that “[p]roper planning and implementation and maintenance of mitigation measures 



(e.g., maintenance of traffic plans) will be specified and required for construction.”  Id. 



Given the magnitude of the effort required to build the Proposed Project, and the failure of the 



DEIS to include even a conceptual schedule backing up the contention that work would be 



completed by 2016, one can only assume that Proposed Project construction would extend over a 



period of many years. While the DEIS provides no information with respect to possible staging 



areas, it must also be assumed  that  such areas would be major facilities that are intensely busy over 



much if not all of that construction period. The potential environmental impacts associated with 



such activities and facilities should not have been dismissed with platitudes. Rather, they should have 



been carefully assessed, and specific mitigation measures should have been proposed to minimize 



them to the extent practicable.  



Predictably, the half-hearted analysis included in the DEIS yields only the most amorphous 



mitigation measures. To provide a few examples, no mitigation at all is proposed to address the land 



use, socioeconomic and community character impacts of extended construction activities and 



prolonged conditions of disruption on affected commercial districts and residential areas; equally 



lacking are mitigation measures addressing vehicular traffic impacts during the construction period; 



transportation impacts on freight traffic are wished away with unspecified BMPs; and the only air 



emissions mitigation identified in the document relates to dust control, with no meaningful measures 



identified to address the effects of equipment and vehicular emissions of particulate matter of  less 



than 2.5 microns (“PM2.5”) or NO2. Such issues are dismissed with the statement that “[p]otential 



emissions associated with construction equipment will be kept to a minimum as most equipment will 



be driven to and kept at affected sites for the duration of construction activities.” DEIS at 7-5. 



While such a practice may help reduce emissions related to the transport of such equipment, left 



unaddressed is the considerably more important issue of emissions from such equipment while 



operating at the work site.  That issue cannot be put to rest by describing construction-related air 



impacts as “temporary,” because the health-related standards issued by the United States 



Environmental Protection Agency for the relevant pollutants are short term standards (i.e., 24 hours 



for PM2.5 and 1 hour for NO2).
8  It is well established that diesel construction equipment emits PM2.5 



and NO2 in quantities that may result in serious air quality and public health impacts.   



For these reasons, the DEIS does not take the “hard look” at construction period impacts that 



NEPA demands.    



  



                                                           
8
 Although some analysis is presented in the DEIS with respect to Noise and Vibration impacts during 



construction, that analysis is deficient for the reasons discussed in the Board’s Comment 7.B below, and in the 
attached comments prepared by CDM Smith. 
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7. DEIS Impact Analyses: The DEIS Fails to Properly Evaluate Two of the Most 
Potentially Significant Impact Areas to Local Communities: Transportation and 
Noise and Vibration 



 
A. Traffic:  The DEIS Omits Mention of the Results of its Own Transportation 
 Appendix, Which Predicts Significant Impacts to Local Traffic Conditions Even 
 Though It Is Based on an Inadequate Analysis.   
 
The N-S Corridor of the Proposed Project would cross 159 roadways at-grade through five counties 



between Cocoa and West Palm Beach.  DEIS at 4-15.  The DEIS concludes – after only the briefest 



discussion of localized traffic impacts – that increased train traffic will “result in minor increased 



traffic delays at existing roadway crossings.”  Id. at 5-11.  But that conclusion is belied by the 



information tucked away in an appendix to the DEIS entitled “Grade Crossing Details,” which 



consists of a report prepared by Amec Environmental & Infrastructure, Inc., in September 2013 



entitled “Transportation and Railroad Crossing Analysis for the All Aboard Florida Passenger Rail Project from 



Cocoa to West Palm Beach, Florida”  (the “Amec Report”).  DEIS App. 3.3-C.  Even though the Amec 



Report is rife with methodological errors and shortcomings, it presents a bleak picture for local 



traffic conditions if the Proposed Project were to advance.  For example, some intersection 



approaches would experience delays of up to 45 minutes per hour, snarling local traffic, impeding 



emergency vehicular movement and potentially causing other significant impacts to air quality and 



the socioeconomic well-being of the affected communities.9  See DEIS App. 3.3-C at 3-22.  One can 



only imagine how dark the picture really would be if the analyses were conducted properly and 



reported accurately in the DEIS. 



Close examination of the information presented in the Amec Report reveals that even based on a 



skewed and incomplete evaluation, there would be very significant impacts to local traffic conditions 



at the at-grade crossings along the N-S Corridor.  For example, at the FECR grade crossing at Oslo 



Road in Indian River County, the Amec Report estimates that in 2016 there would be a westbound  



queue of 1299 feet every time a passenger or freight train passes by.  Id.  Notably, there is only 350 



feet on Oslo Road between the FECR crossing and US 1.  See id. at 3-8.  Thus, the vast majority of 



vehicles would be backed up onto or beyond US 1, in queues that would extend hundreds of feet in 



both the southbound and northbound directions.  Moreover, US 1 southbound at Oslo Road has a 



limited 150 foot right-hand turning lane and northbound US 1 at Oslo Road has two dedicated left-



turn lanes each measuring 325 feet, for a total length of 650 feet.  Accordingly, a 1299 foot queue is 



likely to consume the 350 feet on Oslo Road between the FECR crossing and US 1, the 150 foot 



south bound dedicated US 1 right turn lane, and the north-bound left turn capacity on US 1.  There 



is no discussion about how this queue would function, and the Amec Report is devoid of any 



discussion of impacts on the north and southbound US 1 lanes.  In addition, the Amec Report 



predicts that an additional year 2016 westbound queue of 3066 feet (for a passenger train passby, 



3072 feet for a freight train passby) would form at the intersection of Oslo Road and US 1.  Id. at 3-



                                                           
9
  For example, eastbound delays at the Oslo Road and US 1 intersection in Indian River County would be 700 



second at least three or four times per hour in 2036.  DEIS App. 3.3-C at 3-22. 
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22.  As noted above, this intersection is 350 feet away from the Oslo Road and FECR crossing, but 



neither the DEIS nor the Amec Report make any attempt to discuss how this intersection could 



operate with a combined queue for both intersections that would extend almost 4400 feet.   



These impacts are predicted to significantly worsen in 2036.  For example, in that year the eastbound 



queues that are predicted to form at the intersection of Oslo Road and US 1 each time either a 



passenger or freight train passes by would extend more than 7000 feet -- well over a mile.  Id.   



Moreover, impacts of this magnitude would not be confined to Oslo Road, or the handful of other 



intersections considered in the Amec Report.  Rather, they can be expected up and down the entire 



corridor, as trains come and go more than 50 times a day.  



No hint of these significant traffic impacts appears in the body of the DEIS. In fact, the document 



as written reports information for 2016 and 2019, and does not address potential 2036 traffic 



impacts reported in the Amec Report at all.  See DEIS at 5-6 to 5-14.  Likewise, the ripple effect of 



the long queues predicted on local intersections – on the ability of police, fire and EMS vehicles to 



respond to emergencies; on traffic safety; or on economic conditions in affected business districts – 



is not addressed in the DEIS.  And nothing is said in the DEIS or its appendices about how such 



impacts could be mitigated or avoided.  



Moreover, the analysis presented in the Amec Report is unsupported by technical data or modeling 



results, and is deficient in several respects. Set forth below are a few examples of the deficiencies 



that riddle the Amec Report.   



 The number of intersections evaluated was an inadequate sample population.  



The Amec Report examined just 6% of the at-grade intersections along the N-S Corridor (10 



out of 159 at grade crossings, or 2 intersections for each of the five counties that would be 



bisected by the N-S Corridor).  DEIS App. 3.3-C at 3-1.  No justification was given for why 



so few intersections were considered.  Since every intersection is unique, a more reasonable 



sample size should have been selected.    



 Only half of each intersection was evaluated.   The Amec Report only examined 



eastbound and westbound movements through intersections, and failed to consider the 



impacts to the north-south movements in the four-way intersections evaluated.  See, e.g., id. at 



3-22.  This is an egregious omission given that many of the intersections that would be 



affected by the Proposed Project involve significant regional north/south arterial roadways 



and there is little doubt that the predicted eastbound and westbound delays and queues 



would impact the north/south intersection movements, and perhaps regional mobility in 



general.  It is standard protocol for a traffic impacts analysis to consider all movements in an 



intersection.  Without such a full intersection analysis, it is impossible to understand the true 



impacts of the Proposed Project on local traffic. 



 The wrong baseline was used for impacts evaluation.  The Amec Report failed 



to generate “no action” traffic operations for 2016 or 2036.  The impacts of the Proposed 











 



Page 19 
1824679  November 25, 2014 



 



Project should be assessed as compared to a no action condition.  An appropriate no action 



condition would be normal traffic operations plus freight movements as compared to 



normal traffic operations, plus freight and passenger train operations.  The increment that 



would be derived by comparing such scenarios should have been generated for both 2016 



and 2036.  However, the Amec Report presents no comparison to a typical no action 



condition.  Instead, it used a “weighted average” approach, that discounted the impacts of 



the Proposed Project by averaging the delay and queue lengths that would be created by the 



Proposed Project with those from typical traffic operations and freight movements. 



 No impacts discussion was provided.  The Amec Report contains no discussion 



of the tables appearing at pages 3-1 to 3-26 within the report.  Instead, it discusses the 



maximum crossing closure time, choosing to ignore the predicted queues and delays that 



would result from the closures.   



 Only the PM peak hour was modeled.  The Amec Report confined its analysis to 



the PM peak hour.  Id.  However, the AM peak hour (which would include school and 



commuter traffic) or weekend midday peak hour could well represent a worst case scenario 



for many intersections.  All three peak hours should have been examined.     



 Downtimes, based on maximum speeds, may be underestimated.  The 



downtime for each crossing was estimated based on passenger trains from the Proposed 



Project traveling near maximum predicted speeds.  Id. at 4-4 to 4-5.  It is unknown if the 



maximum predicted speeds could be safely achieved and maintained along the entire length 



of the proposed N-S Corridor, therefore a more realistic speed should have been used that 



would have resulted in longer down times and a more conservative analysis.  



 Impacts for freight and passenger trains are similar.  Even though the Amec 



Report goes to great lengths to highlight that the proposed passenger trains will be shorter 



and faster than freight trains, the delay and queue impacts are very similar for a passenger 



train and a freight train crossing.  See, e.g., id. at 3-22.  This is not explained in the Amec 



Report.   



The Proposed Project has the potential to disrupt traffic at intersections along the entire length of 



the N-S Corridor between Cocoa and Miami.  Notwithstanding the flaws in the Amec Report, that 



study provides some sense of the magnitude of the traffic impacts that can be expected.  The Board 



urges FRA to undertake a careful study of those potential impacts, following standard analytical 



methodologies, and the socioeconomic, public safety, and other impacts that could also be expected 



to result.  Those analyses should be presented in a supplemental draft environmental impacts 



statement.    
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B. Noise and Vibration:  The DEIS Failed to Follow FRA’s Own Guidance in 
 Performing Noise and Vibration Impacts Analyses, And as a Result Underestimates 
 Potential Impacts.   
 
The noise analysis appearing in the DEIS does not take the “hard look” that NEPA requires for a 



major high speed rail project in the final stages of project planning. As noted above, the analysis 



focuses solely on noise conditions in 2016, the year assumed for the commencement of operations, 



and gives no consideration to conditions in later years. Moreover, even the 2016 analysis was wholly 



inadequate. For example, no  monitoring was performed of existing noise levels at sensitive 



receptors affected by  the Proposed Project, and no detailed assessment was provided as to how 



noise levels in the vicinity of such sensitive receptors might change once high speed rail operations 



begin. The general calculations presented in the document  provide no specific indication of whether 



and where significant noise impacts might occur, or what reasonably might be done to mitigate 



them.  



As noted in the Board’s Comment  3 above, the FRA Noise Manual sets forth the ground rules for 



the  assessment of noise impacts from FRA projects under NEPA.  According to that document, a 



“General Noise Assessment” of the sort appearing in the DEIS is to be performed “commensurate 



with the level of detail of available data in the early stages of major investment planning and 



environmental clearance.” FRA Noise Manual at 4-4. In contrast, according to the FRA Noise 



Manual: 



 
[a] Detailed Noise Analysis is appropriate for assessing noise impacts 



for high-speed train projects after the preferred alignment and 



candidate high-speed train technologies have been selected. At this 



point, the preliminary engineering has been initiated, and the 



preparation of an environmental document (usually an 



Environmental Impact Statement) has begun. Information required 



to perform a Detailed Noise Analysis includes type of vehicle 



equipment to be used, train schedules, speed profiles, plan and 



profiles of guideways, locations of access roads, and landform 



topography, including adjacent terrain and building features. 



 
FRA Noise Manual at 5-1.   
 
All such information should have been readily available at this point in the planning process for 



Proposed Project, given the fact that AAF is planning to begin construction next year. Thus, instead 



of the generalized calculations presented in the DEIS, under FRA’s own manual the analysis should 



have included: 



 



 Identification of noise-sensitive receivers, which depend on the land use in the vicinity of 
the proposed project.  
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 Estimation (based upon measurements taken at representative locations) of the existing 
noise exposure at each noise sensitive receiver or cluster of receivers using the methods 
presented set forth in the manual. 



 Determination of the technology applicable to the project: steel-wheeled high-speed or 
very high-speed electric (locomotive hauled or EMU), steel-wheeled fossil fuel, or 
maglev.  



 Determination of noise exposure in terms of “sound exposure level” (“SEL”) under 
reference operating conditions.  



 Adjustment of  the subsource reference SELs to the anticipated operating conditions of 
the project (i.e., train consist and speed).  



 Development of an SEL-versus-distance relationship for each subsource that includes 
the effects of shielding along the path. 



 Determination of total SEL at each receiver by combining the levels from all subsources.  



 Assessment of noise impact at each receiver or cluster of receivers.  
 



Id. at Chapter 5.   



The DEIS compounds the deficiencies resulting from use of the wrong methodology by  departing 



from the approach one would expect to see in a DEIS, where project impacts are first identified and 



all practicable mitigation is then identified to address them.  See FRA Noise Manual at 5-25 (“In 



general, mitigation options are chosen from those listed [in the FRA Noise Manual], and then 



relevant portions of the project noise are recomputed and reassessed to account for this 



mitigation.”). Instead of following this straightforward protocol, the DEIS builds mitigation into its 



impact analysis and notes that “159 grade crossings where severe, unmitigated impacts would occur” 



would be “eliminated” by a commitment to install wayside horns, hereby concluding that “the 



Project would have no permanent noise impacts” as a result of that commitment.  DEIS at 5-46, 5-



49.  That conclusion is not only based upon the use of faulty methodology.  It also short-circuits 



FRA’s obligation to consider mitigation measures other than wayside horns to mitigate the severe 



impacts that were mentioned in passing.  According to the FRA Noise Manual, among the measures 



that should have been considered are vehicle noise specifications, wheel treatments, vehicle 



treatments, vehicle body design, guideway support, operational restrictions, path treatments, noise 



buffers and ground absorption.  These alternative and/or additional measures should have been 



considered by FRA.  FRA Noise Manual at 5-25 to 5-31.  



 



8. Section 106 and Historic Resources: Localities were Excluded from the Section 106 
Consultation and Significant Historic and Archeological Resources were Ignored by 
the DEIS.  



Under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, P.L. 89-605, codified at 16 U.S.C. § 



470 et seq. (“NHPA”), federal agencies must take into account the effect of their undertakings on 



historic resources that are either listed or eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic 



Places (the “National Register”).  The federal agency must do so in accordance with procedures 
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adopted by the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (the “Advisory Council”) appearing at 36 



C.F.R. Part 800 (the “NHPA Regulations”), unless the agency substitutes the NEPA procedures for 



those required under the NHPA.  See 36 C.F.R. § 800.8(c).  Here, FRA elected not to substitute 



NEPA procedures for those of the Advisory Council.  See DEIS App. 4.4.5-A.2 at 1 (“M. Hassell 



stated that FRA has decided not to use the substitution approach for streamlining the NEPA and 



NHPA Section 106 consultation process.”).10  



The NHPA Regulations require a federal agency to engage in a consultation process to identify 



historic properties potentially affected by the undertaking, assess its effects on those resources, and 



seek ways to avoid or minimize any adverse effects that are identified.  The NHPA Regulations state 



clearly that “[a] representative of a local government with jurisdiction over an area in which the 



effects of an undertaking may occur is entitled to participate as a consulting party.” 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(3) 



(emphasis added). Accordingly, the regulations provide that the “[t]he [federal] agency shall invite 



any local governments …” to join in the consultation.  Id. § 800.3(f)(1) (emphasis added).  



Notwithstanding such clear and explicit mandates, FRA did not invite the County to participate in 



the Section 106 consultation for the Proposed Project.  On the contrary, it appears that a conscious 



decision was made to not invite the participation of the County and scores of other affected local 



governments.  Thus, the DEIS states that only “four Certified Local Governments (CLG) and two 



local informants were … contacted regarding information on locally designated historic resources.”  



DEIS at 4-125.  The reason for this, according to the minutes of the March 28, 2013 meeting 



between the State Historic Preservation Office (“SHPO”) and AAF, is that SHPO “felt that … due 



to past consultations with affected communities (i.e., West Palm Beach, Fort Lauderdale, Miami) 



additional separate meetings are unnecessary.”11  DEIS App. 4.4.5-A.1 at 2.  



Thus, only a handful of “certified” local governments were invited to participate in the consultation, 



leaving numerous other local jurisdictions (which – like Indian River County – are not certified) out 



of the discussions.  As noted in minutes for a July 8, 2013 SHPO-AAF meeting that included the 



few consulting parties, including FRA, “[f]or the prior EA, county and local historic preservation 



staff were invited” to participate in the consultation, but for this phase no such invitation would be 



extended because the “project will not involve new station locations that would extend into historic 



districts.”  DEIS, App. 4.4.5-A.2 at 1.  



The exclusion of virtually all local authorities from the Section 106 consultation was wholly 



improper.  There is no basis in the NHPA Regulations to limit participating local governments to 



                                                           
10



 The DEIS states on page 4-124 that “FRA is coordinating compliance with Section 106 with preparations of the 
DEIS” (emphasis added).  Under the NHPA Regulations, “coordination” is distinct from “substitution.”  
When the historic review is coordinated with the NEPA review, the Part 800 NHPA procedural requirements 
must be satisfied, along with those under NEPA.  When the federal agency seeks to streamline its review by 
substituting NEPA procedures, those procedures are followed “in lieu” of those required under the NHPA 
Regulations.  



11
 The NHPA Regulations require FRA to consult with SHPO and representatives of local government with 



jurisdiction over an area in which the effects of the Proposed Project may occur.  36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(1), (3).  
They do not contemplate cutting localities out of the process because SHPO advises that local consultation is 
“unnecessary.”     
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those that are “certified.”12  Moreover, it cannot be argued that the NEPA scoping process provided 



a hypothetical opportunity for local governments to provide input regarding the effects of the 



Proposed Project on cultural resources, as scoping is no substitute for active participation in a 



Section 106 consultation.  It should be noted that Indian River County, like most localities without a 



proposed station, were not directly notified about, or invited to participate in, the scoping process.  



See DEIS App. 8.1-B at App. B.  FRA could not have expected localities to infer from the generic 



scoping notice that their only opportunity to provide the information on potentially affected 



resources, adverse effects and mitigation measures would be to attend and testify at the scoping 



sessions. This is especially so because in Indian River County’s case, such sessions were not even 



convened in the county. The publication of a scoping notice does not satisfy FRA’s regulatory 



obligation to invite local authorities to join in a Section 106 consultation.  



Moreover, FRA was not justified in excluding multiple local authorities from the consultation on the 



basis that the Proposed Project will not affect cultural resources. On the contrary, one of the 



primary reasons for including local authorities in the process is to assist in the identification of 



resources that might otherwise be overlooked.  That is exactly what happened here: in the absence 



of input from informed local authorities, the parties failed to identify a number of significant cultural 



resources or the effects that the Proposed Project would have on those resources.  For example, no 



mention is made in the DEIS of two significant archaeological sites that may lie in or adjacent to the 



FECR right-of-way in Indian River County: 



The Vero Man site. This site is located along the Main Relief Canal (Van Valkenburg 



Creek), where project work would be performed to upgrade an existing railroad 



bridge, and to construct a second track. Archaeologists from Mercyhurst University, 



the local Old Vero Ice Age Committee, and scientists from the University of Florida 



have been working at this site over the past few years.  Significant artifacts have been 



uncovered during recent excavations that support the theory that this area was 



important to a large number of extinct species and the Paleo-Indians that hunted 



them. The timeline has been established at 12,000 to 14,000 years ago and may be 



even older. The archaeological activities, research, and continued excavations are 



providing valuable information about the earliest people to inhabit Florida.  The 



Vero Man site – Florida Master Site File (“FMSF”) #8IR09 - has been determined to 



be eligible for the National Register by the Florida SHPO.   Evidence of the 



presence of Paleo-Indians, extinct species, possibly hunting weapons, and an 



authenticated prehistoric art etching may make this site a potential “World Site.”  



The Gifford Bones Site.  This site is located at the North Relief Canal/Houston 



Creek, and is recorded as FMSF #8IR07 and #8IR08.  FMSF #8IR07 is noted as 



                                                           
12



 It should be noted that the NHPA regulations governing consultation do not even mention certified local 
governments.  36 C.F.R. Part 800.  By being “certified” a local government can play a more direct role in 
nominating resources to the National Register and may be eligible to receive certain historic preservation funds, 
see 36 C.F.R. § 61.6(f), but whether a locality is certified has no bearing on the Section 106 process and clearly is 
not a prerequisite to being invited to join in a Section 106 consultation.   
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“inside of drainage ditch” where bones of ground sloth, camel, mastodon and other 



animals were found.  At FMSF #8IR08 a stemmed flint projectile point was “[d]ug 



out of [the]top of … brown sand in [the] new canal north of Gifford …”. Rouse 



(1951) at 171.  This narrow canal on both the west and east sides of the railroad 



bridge and Old Dixie Highway Bridge has yielded fossilized bones for decades. 



Since it did not identify these significant historical resources in the course of the Section 106 



process, FRA failed to assess whether project construction would affect these resources by 



disturbing paleo artifacts lying beneath the surface; whether vibration from increased freight and new 



passenger operations could damage those artifacts; and whether the lateral expansion of active rail 



operations would foreclose or hinder future artifact recovery efforts.  Likewise, the DEIS failed to 



address ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any adverse effects on these resources. 



In addition, the DEIS fails to identify at least two affected architectural resources within Indian 



River County.  Thus, nothing is said in the document about the Old Town Sebastian Historic 



District East or Old Town Sebastian Historic District West.  There are over 40 contributing sites or 



buildings in these two districts, both of which are listed on the National Register. By failing to 



identify these districts, the DEIS neglected to mention that the FECR corridor bisects them, or to 



account for the contextual effects (such as noise, vibration, safety and visual impacts) that increased 



rail traffic associated with the Proposed Project would have on them.  Nor did it address the 



measures that could be implemented to address those effects.  



The omissions from the Section 106 Historic Resources analysis noted in these comments provide a 



few examples of the deficiencies resulting from the exclusion of local authorities from the Section 



106 consultation.  It is highly likely that additional resources located within other jurisdictions along 



the corridor were also overlooked as a result of the exclusionary consultation process that was 



employed.  For that reason, FRA should reinitiate the Section 106 consultation by extending 



invitations to all affected local authorities and other parties entitled to participate under the NHPA 



Regulations.   



 



9. Section 4(f): The Section 4(f) Evaluation Failed to: Identify Significant Resources; 
Evaluate How the Proposed Project Would Use Those Resources; Whether There are 
Any Feasible and Prudent Alternatives To Those Uses; and Whether All Possible 
Planning Has Been Taken to Minimize Harm. 



Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966, prohibits USDOT agencies, 



including FRA, from approving a project if it “uses” a Section 4(f) Resource13 unless (i) there is no 



prudent and feasible alternative to that use, and (ii) the project includes all possible planning to 



                                                           
13



 Section 4(f) protects the following resources: publicly owned land of a public park, recreation area, or wildlife 
and waterfowl refuge of national, State, or local significance, or land of an historic site of national, State, or 
local significance (as determined by the Federal, State, or local officials having jurisdiction over the park, area, 
refuge or site). 49 U.S.C. § 303(c).  
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minimize harm to the Section 4(f) Resource.  Pub. L. 89-670 (1966) (now codified at 49 U.S.C. § 



303(c)).  A project’s “use” of a Section 4(f) Resource can either be direct, by physically impacting a 



resource, or “constructive”, when a project’s proximity impacts are severe enough to impair a 



Section 4(f) Resource.  Regulations codified at 23 C.F.R. Part 77414 and the FRA NEPA Guidance 



establish the process for FRA’s compliance with Section 4(f).   



As discussed in the Board’s Section 106/Historic Resources Comment above, FRA failed to consult 



with local governments in the Section 106 process, and as a result, failed to identify in the DEIS 



significant historic resources listed on the National Register.  These historic resources are protected 



Section 4(f) Resources, and the potential for the Proposed Project to “use” them must be assessed 



in the Section 4(f) Evaluation.  See 23 C.F.R. § 774.11(e), (f).  In particular, the Section 4(f) 



Evaluation must assess whether there are prudent and feasible alternatives to any use of these 



resources, and ensure that the Proposed Project includes all possible planning to minimize harm to 



them.  Without correcting these substantial omissions -- and addressing any and all other Section 



4(f) Resources that were overlooked in the analyses performed thus far -- FRA may not approve the 



Section 4(f) Evaluation. 



 



10. Coastal Zone Management Act Consistency: The DEIS does not Provide a Basis for 
Determining Consistency with the Florida Coastal Zone Management Program. 



The Florida Coastal Management Program (“FCMP”) was approved by the U.S. Department of 



Commerce pursuant to the Federal Coastal Zone Management Act (“CZMA”), 16 U.S.C. § 1451 et 



seq., in 1981.  Florida Department of Environmental Protection (“FDEP”), “Florida Coastal 



Management Program Guide” (“FCMPG”) at 6 (6/26/2014).  As a result, under the CZMA all federal 



activities affecting a coastal use or resource in Florida, including the provision of RRIF funding, 



must be consistent with the FCMP “to the maximum extent practicable.”  Florida Statutes Chapter 



380; 16 U.S.C. §§ 1456(c)(1), (c)(2); 15 C.F.R. § 930.50. The FDEP is responsible for evaluating 



whether federal activities are consistent with the FCMP, and must either concur or object to a 



consistency certification submitted for the Proposed Project.  Florida Statutes § 380.23; 15 C.F.R. 



§§ 930.62, 930.63.  While FRA may intend for FDEP to rely on the information provided in the 



DEIS in making this determination, it is so lacking in substance as to preclude FDEP from relying 



upon it. 



There is no meaningful discussion in the DEIS of whether and how the Proposed Project is 



consistent with the 24 statutory programs that comprise the FCMP.  Instead, the document presents 



a “Draft Consistency Determination” consisting of Table 5.2.5-1, DEIS at 5-65, that includes a 



column with only the most cursory discussion of consistency.  One example well illustrates this 



point.  The FCMPG identifies Florida Statutes Chapter 267, Historical Resources as an “enforceable 



                                                           
14 While the Section 4(f) Regulations are promulgated by FHWA and FTA, FRA has recognized them in the 



DEIS as being applicable to the Proposed Project.  See, e.g., DEIS at 6-3.  
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policy” for purposes of federal consistency.  FCMPG at 13.  That statute declares that “[t]he rich 



and unique heritage of historic properties in this state, representing more than 10,000 years of 



human presence, is an important legacy to be valued and preserved for present and future 



generations.”  Florida Statutes § 267.061(1)(a).  Accordingly, state agencies are directed to avoid 



taking or assisting in any action that would substantially alter in a way that would adversely affect the 



character, form, integrity, or other qualities which contribute to [t]he historical, architectural, or 



archaeological value of [a historic] property” unless there is “no feasible and prudent alternative” 



and timely steps are taken either to avoid or mitigate the adverse effects, or to undertake an 



appropriate archaeological salvage excavation ….”  Florida Statutes § 267.061(2).  DEIS Table 5.2.5-



1 dismisses any concerns with respect to this policy with the statement that “[b]ased on the 



information available, the Project would have no adverse effect on archaeological sites along the N-S 



corridor.” DEIS at 5-68.  However, as discussed in the Board’s Section 106/Historic Resources 



Comment above, the cultural resources analysis presented in the DEIS was prepared without any 



meaningful consultation with local authorities, and entirely missed several significant historic 



resources in Indian River County alone.  Since the conclusion set forth in DEIS Table 5.2.5-1 is not 



backed up by the facts, it provides no basis for a determination that the Proposed Project is 



consistent with this enforceable policy.  The treatment of other enforceable policies in DEIS Table 



5.2.5-1 is equally conclusory and unsubstantiated.  As a result, the consistency analysis presented in 



the DEIS cannot serve as a basis for a determination of consistency with the FCMP.   



 



11. Consistency with Scoping: The Analyses Committed to in the Scoping Report are 
Absent from the DEIS  



In order to assure that the scope of a DEIS covers all matters of environmental concern identified 



by an agency in light of comments made by the public, the CEQ regulations clearly require that 



“[d]raft environmental impact statements … be prepared in accordance with the scope decided 



upon in the scoping process.”  40 C.F.R. § 1502.9(a).   Contrary to this mandate, the DEIS deviates 



in critical respects from commitments made by FRA in the scoping report issued for the Proposed 



Project on June 28, 2013 (the “Scoping Report”).  DEIS App. 8.1-B. 



For example, with respect to alternatives the Scoping Report indicates that “[t]he EIS will consider 



additional/alternative stations, including locating stations closer to city/government center[s].  This 



may include stations in Cocoa/Port Canaveral, Fort Pierce, Melbourne, Port Canaveral, Stuart, St. 



Lucie, and other cities along the Proposed Project corridor. The EIS will also consider alternative rail 



alignment locations west of the current corridor, including parallel to the Florida Turnpike.”  Id. at 18 (emphasis 



added).  Notwithstanding these commitments, the DEIS offers no substantive analysis of either 



topic. The Board assumes that by promising consideration of alternative routes FRA intended to 



include in the DEIS something more than the application of AAF’s profit-based criteria to screen all 



alternative routes out of substantive environmental review.  Yet as discussed above, such a 



substantive analysis was omitted from the DEIS.  Moreover, no real consideration at all was paid to 



additional stations along the N-S corridor.  
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In addition, the Scoping Report commits that ‘[t]he EIS will assess the primary and secondary (or 



induced) social and economic impacts of the [Proposed] Project, which may include relocating 



residences and businesses, changes in business patterns, employment, local school enrollment, 



community infrastructure, property values, and tax valuation/revenues.  Both local and regional social 



and economic impacts will be analyzed.”  Id. at 20 (emphasis added).  Nevertheless, as discussed in the 



Board’s Comment 6, above, the DEIS failed to include any analysis whatsoever of the localized 



impacts that construction and operation of the Proposed Project would have on the socioeconomic 



conditions in affected commercial and residential areas.  This is a glaring omission in light of: (i) the 



disruption that will be caused by construction activities associated with a major infrastructure project 



cutting through vibrant downtown areas and residential neighborhoods; (ii) the permanent barrier 



that would be created by operation of a highly active rail line separating commercial and residential 



neighborhoods; and (iii) the potential socioeconomic impacts of traffic congestion on the roadways 



proximate to the grade crossings.   



Another commitment in the Scoping Report is that “[t]he EIS will consider cumulative impacts of 



all resources, to assess the impacts of the Project in conjunction with other rail projects.”  Id. at 21. 



Yet as discussed in the Board’s Comment 2, above, contrary to that commitment the DEIS explicitly 



rejects consideration of the cumulative impacts of the Tri-Rail Coastal Link project, notwithstanding 



the availability of the information needed to do so.   



The above examples illustrate how far the DEIS strayed from the scope FRA promised to prepare at 



the conclusion of the scoping process.  The Board urges the agency to now keep those 



commitments in a supplemental DEIS.   
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List of Exhibits Provided Electronically to the Federal Railroad Administration 



Exhibit A  United States Department of Transportation, Order 5610.1C “Procedures for 
Considering Environmental Impacts” (9/18/1979). 



Exhibit B  Federal Railroad Administration, “On-Site Engineering Report – Part 2 for All 
Aboard Florida” (9/23/2014). 



Exhibit C  Florida High Speed Rail Authority, “Orlando-Miami Planning Study” (3/2003). 



Exhibit D  Council on Environmental Quality, “Considering Cumulative Effects under NEPA” 
(1/1997). 



Exhibit E  South Florida Regional Transportation Authority and All Aboard Florida, 
“Commuter Railroad Service Letter Agreement” (4/25/2014). 



Exhibit F   Florida Department of Transportation, “Final Conceptual Alternatives 
Analysis/Environmental Screening Report” (2009).  



Exhibit G   Florida Department of Transportation, “Detailed Environmental Screening Report” 
(11/2010). 



Exhibit H   Florida Department of Transportation, “Final Alternatives Analysis Report” 
(10/2011). 



Exhibit I  Florida Department of Transportation “Final Preliminary Project Development 
Report” for the Tri-Rail Coastal Link (4/2014).   



Exhibit J  Tri-Rail Coastal Link Project website (http://tri-
railcoastallink.com/frequently_asked_questions.html) (last accessed on 
11/25/2014). 



Exhibit K  Orlando Business Journal, “3 Reasons Why All Aboard Florida in Orlando Was 
Delayed” (7/9/2014). 



Exhibit L Executive Office of the President, The President’s Climate Action Plan (6/2013). 



Exhibit M  United States Department of Transportation, “Policy Statement on Climate Change 
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Memorandum 



 



To: Mr. Chris Mora 



 



From: Ms. Jill Grimaldi, BCES 



 



Date: November 14, 2014 



 



Subject: All Aboard Florida  



 



On September 19, 2014, the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) released the Draft Environmental 



Impact Statement (DEIS) for the All Aboard Florida (AAF) high-speed rail project’s Phase 2 (West Palm 



Beach to Orlando segment). FRA is serving as the lead Federal Agency for the review of the project. An 



Environmental Assessment (EA), presumably using similar methodology, was completed for the Miami 



to West Palm Beach segment (Phase 1) of the project in 2012. The FRA issued a Finding of No Significant 



Impact (FONSI) for Phase 1. A supplemental EA is under review (concurrently with the DEIS) for the 



revised location of a maintenance facility. The supplemental EA has no bearing on the DEIS review.  



CDM Smith has conducted a thorough review of the DEIS. It should be noted that CDM Smith’s review 



comments focus solely on the information presented in the DEIS that pertains to the portion of the 



Proposed Project within Indian River County’s boundaries (including impacts on municipalities). The 



detailed summary is provided as Attachment 1 to this memorandum. 



After completing the review of the DEIS, CDM Smith has concluded that the evaluation has significant 



deficiencies when compared to the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act, which 



outlines the requirements for an Environmental Impact Statement. The following presents a summary of 



the deficiencies. Additional discussion on each item is presented in Attachment 1.  



Conclusions 



Upon review of the DEIS, CDM Smith concludes that the document is incomplete and lacking in the 



following primary areas: 



1. No impacts outside the FECR ROW were included. 



2. As presented, the alternatives analysis appears to be insufficient. 



3. Noise and vibration impacts assessment is not complete.  
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a. Vibration data is lacking. 



b. General methodologies were used instead of the detailed assessment called for under 



the FRA manual.  



c. Noise levels are underestimated when compared to the existing conditions data 



collected by CDM Smith. 



d. Future condition predicts a near doubling of noise levels.  



4. Construction/temporary impacts are not addressed (other than minimal construction noise 



data). 



5. Traffic evaluation is insufficient.  



a. Number of crossings evaluated is not adequate. 



b. Very significant queuing impacts will result from the Project that were not properly 



disclosed. 



c. Traffic projections not based on actual traffic counts kept by Indian River County 



(updated annually). 



d. AM peak not included. 



e. Delay and queuing calculations are unclear. 



f. RTC model results do not include impacts to at-grade crossings or the results of multiple 



trains at rail crossings. 



g. No mention of future greenway plans (for bicycle and pedestrian use). 



h. No data given on the projected emergency vehicle impacts for at-grade crossings; no 



indication of the local emergency routes that were input into the RTC model to render a 



solution on possible delay impacts. 



6. Wetlands analysis is incomplete. Evaluation must include potential impacts resulting from 



improvements made at crossings outside of the existing ROW. 



7. Threatened and Endangered Species analysis is incomplete. Evaluation must include potential 



impacts resulting from improvements made at crossings outside of the existing ROW. 



8. EJ requirement for community outreach is insufficient; specifically, outreach to disadvantaged 



communities was not adequate. 



9. Regarding Coastal Zone Management, enforceable policies 553 and 597 were not addressed. 



10. Cultural Resource evaluation is grossly lacking. 



a. No mention was made of the historic districts or dozens of historic sites. 
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b. Local governments/groups/individuals as Section 106 Consulting Parties. 



c. No archaeological survey appears to have been conducted for portions of the project 



APE. 



d. No vibration analysis information provide as it pertains to cultural or archaeological 



sites. 



In conclusion, CDM Smith believes that the evaluation included in the DEIS is incomplete and 



recommends that a supplemental DEIS be required prior to issuance of a Record of Decision by the FRA. 



 



File: 6706-104005 



 



 



cc:  Dylan Reingold 



  Kate Cotner 



  Jane Wheeler 
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Executive Summary 



Upon review of the DEIS, CDM Smith concludes that the document is incomplete and lacking in the 



following primary areas: 



1. No impacts outside the FECR ROW were included. 



2. As presented, the alternatives analysis appears to be insufficient. 



3. Noise and vibration impacts assessment is not complete.  



a. Vibration data is lacking. 



b. General methodologies were used instead of the detailed assessment called for under the 



FRA manual.  



c. Noise levels are underestimated when compared to the existing conditions data collected 



by CDM Smith. 



d. Future condition predicts a near doubling of noise levels.  



4. Construction/temporary impacts are not addressed (other than minimal construction noise data). 



5. Traffic evaluation is insufficient.  



a. Number of crossings evaluated is not adequate. 



b. Very significant queuing impacts will result from the Proposed Project that were not 



properly disclosed. 



c. Traffic projections not based on actual traffic counts kept by Indian River County (updated 



annually). 



d. AM peak not included. 



e. Delay and queuing calculations are unclear. 



f. RTC model results do not include impacts to at-grade crossings or the results of multiple 



trains at rail crossings. 



g. No mention of future greenway plans (for bicycle and pedestrian use). 



h. No data given on the projected emergency vehicle impacts for at-grade crossings; no 



indication of the local emergency routes that were input into the RTC model to render a 



solution on possible delay impacts. 



6. Wetlands analysis is incomplete. Evaluation must include potential impacts resulting from 



improvements made at crossings outside of the existing ROW. 



7. Threatened and Endangered Species analysis is incomplete. Evaluation must include potential 



impacts resulting from improvements made at crossings outside of the existing ROW. 



8. EJ requirement for community outreach is insufficient; specifically, outreach to disadvantaged 



communities was not adequate. 



9. Regarding Coastal Zone Management, enforceable policies 553 and 597 were not addressed. 
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10. Cultural Resource evaluation is grossly lacking. 



a. No mention was made of the historic districts or dozens of historic sites. 



b. Local governments/groups/individuals as Section 106 Consulting Parties. 



c. No archaeological survey appears to have been conducted for portions of the Proposed 



Project APE. 



d. No vibration analysis information provide as it pertains to cultural or archaeological sites. 



In conclusion, CDM Smith believes that the evaluation included in the DEIS is incomplete and recommends 



that a supplemental DEIS be required prior to issuance of a Record of Decision by the FRA. 











 



 



  1-1 
jj1599_Executive Summary.docx 



©2014 CDM Smith Inc. 



All Rights Reserved 



Section 1  



General Comments 



1.1 Background 
The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) was signed into law on January 1, 1970. NEPA establishes 



“national environmental policy and goals for the protection, maintenance, and enhancement of the 



environment and provides a process for implementing these goals within the federal agencies.”  



From the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s (U.S. EPA) NEPA website, “Title I of NEPA contains a 



Declaration of National Environmental Policy which requires the federal government to use all practicable 



means to create and maintain conditions under which man and nature can exist in productive harmony. 



Section 102 requires federal agencies to incorporate environmental considerations in their planning and 



decision-making through a systematic interdisciplinary approach. Specifically, all federal agencies are to 



prepare detailed statements assessing the environmental impact of and alternatives to major federal 



actions significantly affecting the environment. These statements are commonly referred to as 



environmental impact statements (EIS).” 



On September 19, 2014, the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) released the Draft Environmental 



Impact Statement (DEIS) for the All Aboard Florida (AAF) high-speed rail project’s Phase 2 (“Proposed 



Project”). FRA is serving as the lead Federal Agency for the review of the Proposed Project. An 



Environmental Assessment (EA), presumably using similar methodology, was completed for the Miami to 



West Palm Beach segment (Phase 1) of the project in 2012. The FRA issued a Finding of No Significant 



Impact (FONSI) for Phase 1. A supplemental EA is under review (concurrently with the DEIS) for the revised 



location of a maintenance facility. The supplemental EA has no bearing on the DEIS review.  



CDM Smith has conducted a thorough review of the DEIS. It should be noted that CDM Smith’s review 



comments, focus solely on the information presented in the DEIS that pertains to the portion of the 



Proposed Project within Indian River County’s boundaries (including impacts on municipalities). 



1.2 General Comments 
The DEIS limits the review of impacts to those activities being planned within the existing right-of-way 



(ROW) for the Florida East Coast Railroad (FECR), when in fact, the more significant local impacts would fall 



outside of the corridor at the individual roadway crossings (traffic control and signalization improvements) 



and bridge crossings. In general, FECR maintains a 100 foot ROW throughout Indian River County. CDM 



Smith was notified during the diagnostic field evaluation that intersection improvements would include the 



addition of 100 foot long traffic separating medians on each side of the crossing to address safety 



requirements for high speed rail projects. This adds up to 200 feet of additional impacts at each of the 



intersections where the median installation is feasible for the given crossing geometry (exit gates/4-



quadrant gates will be used where medians cannot be accommodated). The addition of these medians, at 



many of the crossings, will require road widening, filling of stormwater swales/ditches, relocation of 



overhead and underground utilities and potential traffic impacts from shortened queue in turn lanes. 
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The diagnostic report provided via email by Indian River County staff outlines some of the intersection 



improvements being proposed; however, this information is not presented in the DEIS. Therefore, the DEIS 



should be considered incomplete due to the lack of information addressing impacts outside of the ROW.  



The DEIS is also silent on the potential impacts from construction activities. The document does not 



identify construction lay-down or staging areas, information on construction sequencing or duration, dust 



control measures, or the potential noise and vibration impacts to archaeological or historical sites along 



the corridor within the Area of Potential Effects (APE).  



In addition to the missing construction and intersection improvement impacts, the following general 



comments were noted during CDM Smith’s review: 



1. The presentation of the Miami to West Palm Beach segment (Phase 1) separate from the remaining 



segments appears to be a clear case of segmentation (i.e. Phase 1 was reviewed and approved 



independently of and ahead of Phase 2). For a project to be segmented under NEPA, AAF would 



have had to demonstrate “Independent Utility” in order for project components to be reviewed and 



considered separately. CDM Smith is not convinced AAF has demonstrated “Independent Utility,” 



and would request further documentation from FRA that this process was undertaken in accordance 



with NEPA requirements. 



2. AAF applied for federal funds from FRA through the Railroad Rehabilitation and Improvement 



Financing (RRIF) program. Compliance with the NEPA is a prerequisite for approval of the RRIF loan 



application. CDM Smith also reviewed the RRIF loan application for the purpose of confirming 



consistency between the documents.  



3. The Proposed Project as analyzed in the DEIS is assumed to include 5 additional passenger train sets; 



16 round-trip trips (32 one-way trips). The DEIS does not account for the increase in freight traffic 



that is noted in the RRIF loan application or the potential for increased passenger rail traffic over 



time. 



4. The U.S. Coast Guard (USCG) cooperating agency acceptance and jurisdiction determination are 



included, but the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) 



documents are not included.  



5. The DEIS draws conclusions throughout without adequate justification. For example, the document 



concludes that no significant localized traffic impacts would result from operation of the Proposed 



Project; however, Appendix 3.3 C indicates that queues stretching for more than a mile would occur 



at least 4 times an hour at certain area intersections. Such impacts, which could occur all along the 



corridor of the Proposed Project, were not appropriately addressed.  



1.3 Indirect and Secondary Impacts 
The DEIS concludes that there will be “no induced growth” as a result of the Proposed Project; however, 



there are direct statements to the contrary within the DEIS. For example, Table 5.2.5-1 states that, “The 



project would provide linkages between regional and statewide multi-modal transportation networks and 



promote commercial development within the vicinity of transit systems” and “The Project would have an 



indirect beneficial effect on future business opportunities and would likely promote tourism in the region.” 



Section 5.1.2.3 states “The three proposed stations for the WPB-M Corridor (in West Palm Beach, Fort 
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Lauderdale and Miami) may result in secondary effects such as creating potential for development and 



redevelopment outside the development directly associated with the stations. This additional development 



may also create impacts such as induced traffic generated by those developments.” This statement 



contradicts Section 5.2.1.3, which states “The areas surrounding the proposed stations are already 



developed; the Project is not anticipated to result in induced growth or development that could generate 



additional emissions of criteria pollutants, and would not result in indirect or secondary effects to air 



quality.” 



1.3 Permitting and Regulatory Reviews 
The DEIS fails to include documentation that USACE and FAA agreed to act as cooperating agencies for 



purposes of reviewing the Proposed Project. The NEPA-required cover page of the DEIS lists USACE, USCG 



and FAA be cooperating agencies. A “cooperating agency” is an agency that has jurisdiction by law or 



special expertise with respect to any environmental impact involved in a proposal (or a reasonable 



alternative) and will typically have some responsibilities for the analysis related to its jurisdiction or special 



expertise (See 40 CFR 1501.6 and 40 CFR 1508.5). Page 1-5 of the DEIS indicates that USACE was asked to 



participate as a cooperating agency and USACE agreed; there is a similar statement regarding FAA’s 



involvement on page 1-6. No cooperating agency documentation was provided for either the USACE or the 



FAA.  



An EIS should include detailed statements concerning the environmental impacts of the proposed project; 



not bypass this obligation to other permitting processes. On October 7, 2014, the USACE issued a notice 



stating that, “The applicant has estimated that the north/south component of the proposed railway would 



occur within the existing FECR ROW and would only require minor impacts to waters of the United States 



(wetlands and surface waters) at various locations along the corridor. The Corps has initially determined 



these minor improvements could be verified in accordance with the Corps’ Nationwide Permit (NWP) 



program. Verification by NWP would not require further public coordination.” The notice further stated 



that USACE will use the final EIS as the NEPA document for issuance of the NWP.  



Additional discussions with the USACE Project Manager indicated that authority for review of the proposed 



bridge improvements and replacements along the North-South (N-S) segment would be delegated to the 



USCG, in accordance with Section 9 of the Rivers and Harbors Act. Section 9 states that a USACE permit 



may still be required pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act if the construction of a bridge over a 



navigable waterway requires the discharge of dredged and/or fill material into waters of the United States. 



Without preliminary design plans for the Proposed Project, it is difficult to evaluate the extent of required 



dredge and fill activities, and therefore to what extent USACE involvement is required.  



In addition to USACE and USCG authority, local permits will be required for the proposed bridge 



replacements and expansions. The Indian River Farms Water Control District (IRFWCD) maintains the 



North, Main and South Relief Canals. The referenced canals are listed in Appendix 5.3.6-B6 of the DEIS (ESA 



Section 7 Consultation 20140129) to be upgraded (not replaced). CDM Smith spoke with the 



superintendent of the IRFWCD, who indicated that there has been no contact or coordination to date 



between the AAF project team and IRFWCD regarding permit or maintenance requirements. IRFWCD 



further indicated that the existing support for the North Relief Canal Bridge is in a state of disrepair with 



significant washouts and undermining being observed on the southern support.  
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Section 2  



Affected Environment and Environmental 



Consequences 



The majority of the existing environmental conditions and impacts are summarized in Sections 4 and 5 of 



the DEIS, and CDM Smith’s review of those two sections is presented below. 



2.1 Traffic and Transportation Impacts 
2.1.1 Railroad Crossings Selected 



The DEIS failed to consider a representative sample of railroad crossings in Indian River County and thus 



the impact has not been adequately analyzed or addressed. Two out of 30 crossings in Indian River County 



were selected based on the largest 2012 Average Annual Daily Traffic (AADT) on roads crossing the rail line. 



Oslo Road had a 2012 AADT of 14,400 and 19
th



 Place an AADT of 11,500. Although these roads have the 



largest AADT, they may not necessarily have the longest delay and queue caused by train activity. Two out 



of 30 intersections represents an inadequate sample size.  



2.1.2 Traffic Projections  



The DEIS failed to follow FDOT guidance by not conducting actual intersection turning movement counts 



and not conducting an analysis using those actual counts. The DEIS estimated peak hour intersection traffic 



at the two Indian River County crossings by applying a K (daily traffic occurring in the peak hour) and D 



(directional distribution) factor to the AADT values. AAF then applied a turning movement volume 



distribution (left, through, and right) to the PM peak hour traffic to estimate intersection traffic. The DEIS 



failed to calculate AM peak hour conditions completely. This methodology, according to the Railroad 



Crossing Analysis report for All-Aboard-Florida, is found in the 2009 Florida Department of Transportation 



(FDOT) Quality/Level of Service Handbook. CDM Smith’s concern with this methodology is that the 



estimated peak hour intersection traffic volumes could be significantly different than actual traffic, and 



that the differences are compounded when a growth rate is applied. It would be more appropriate to 



conduct actual intersection turning movement counts and conduct analysis using those actual counts (see 



FDOT 2014 Project Traffic Forecasting Handbook Ch.6, Section 6.5 paragraph). 



Year 2016 and 2036 traffic projections were based on a one percent annual growth rate. The report states 



this was based on historical traffic data and is conservative because much of the corridor has seen negative 



growth over the last several years. It would be more appropriate to utilize the regional Travel Demand 



Model to project future traffic conditions. 



2.1.3 Delay and Queuing Analysis 



The DEIS does not properly analyze the delay and queuing calculations. Table 3-10 in the rail crossing 



report presents some confusing information. First, the automobile delay and queue calculations caused by 



a passenger and freight train are almost the same, but CDM Smith understands that a freight train is much 



longer and will create a longer “gate down” condition. Second, CDM Smith is not sure how the delay and 



queue calculations are done. At Oslo Road and US 1 the eastbound delay and queue at the intersection is 
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much longer than at the railroad crossing. For example, the year 2036 eastbound delay at the intersection 



is projected to be 656.2 seconds (10 minutes 56 seconds) (passenger train) versus 87.5 seconds at the 



railroad crossing. It seems that eastbound traffic would be delayed a similar amount of time whether it is 



due to the rail gate down condition or the traffic signal at US 1 being preempted by the train. Furthermore, 



the northbound left and southbound right turn delays and queues for traffic turning from US 1 onto Oslo 



Road are not shown. It is assumed that the northbound and southbound through movements on US 1 will 



have a green indication while a train is crossing Oslo Road, but all other movements at the US 1 and Oslo 



Road intersection oriented towards westbound Oslo Road will be prohibited. This could be substantial and 



create safety problems at the intersection. For example, the northbound US 1 dual left turn lane will likely 



reach its capacity of 26 vehicles or approximately 650 feet while a train is crossing Oslo Road such that 



excess vehicles are blocking the inside through lane. As the left turn lane demand increases, motorists may 



maneuver unsafely in and out of the lane as they attempt to travel westbound. Additionally, the 



southbound US 1 right turn lane at Oslo Road is approximately 150 feet long and can store approximately 



six vehicles. While a train is crossing Oslo Road, this right turn lane will likely reach its capacity. Finally, it is 



not clear where the westbound projected queue at the Oslo Road and US 1 intersection would be. For 



example, at that intersection, the westbound queue is projected to be 4,099 feet in 2036. At the FEC 



railroad crossing the westbound queue is projected to be 1,594 feet. If the 4,099 foot queue would 



consume the US 1 lanes feeding westbound Oslo Road, the impact on US 1 would be significant.  



As the results appear flawed, the FRA should review the Synchro output to determine assumptions and 



more details about their methodology. It is not clear where or if the consultant got the actual traffic signal 



splits and offsets (traffic signal cycle lengths and timing).  



The DEIS fails to give an adequate delay and queuing analysis for two trains crossing simultaneously. The 



results of the delay analysis shown in Table 3-10 and 3-11 seem to represent one train crossing. CDM Smith 



understands that two trains could cross a road consecutively and that would lengthen the delay and queue. 



In effect, back-to-back trains crossing would compound the impact even more because queues from the 



first train would not have a chance to dissipate before the second train arrived.  



CDM Smith believes that FRA must reexamine the appropriateness of the weighted average shown in these 



tables. The weighted average of delay, queue, and LOS does not provide meaningful information.  



The DEIS failed to provide any mitigation for the long delays created by the rail crossing delays. The 



mitigation could include improvements to US 1 or the perpendicular crossing streets in the form of 



additional turn lanes, additional through lanes, or improved traffic signal equipment. Other potential 



mitigation could include improvements to the overall street network to relieve congestion caused by train 



crossings, or grade separating some of the railroad crossing to provide relief.  



2.1.4 Local Traffic Impacts 



The frequency projections of freight and passenger trains along the N-S Corridor identified in the DEIS 



would be anticipated to cause delays at one or multiple at-grade crossings simultaneously through Indian 



River County, however the DEIS states that there may be minor increased traffic delays at existing at-grade 



crossings. The report also states there may be delays to trains on a “shared use” environment (both 



passenger and freight service) which will be controlled by the Train Dispatcher as shown on pages 3-4 and 



3-5. There is mention of installing additional passing tracks and from our understanding there are no 



existing passing tracks within Indian River County. With both the frequency projections of freight and 



passenger trains along the N-S Corridor it is safe to assume delays could increase at one or multiple at-
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grade crossings simultaneously through Indian River County. The train speeds as shown on Tables 5.1.3-1 & 



5.1.2-4 for both passenger and freight appear to assume the speeds will be constant throughout the N-S 



Corridor and/or counties. This assumes all the existing and proposed track length through the counties can 



accommodate the stated speed and that no trains will require crossing over to the adjacent track or 



stopping within Indian River County.  



The DEIS fails to use the proper model for impacts to at-grade crossings or the results of multiple trains at 



rail crossings and fails to adequately address mitigation for such impacts. The DEIS does state using Rail 



Traffic Controller (RTC) model is an acceptable method to predict train movements; however, the report 



stated results of this model for bridge closures over navigable waterways, but not for impacts to at-grade 



crossings or the results of multiple trains at rail crossings The software will provide time-table and track 



occupancy results and animation (see www.berkelysimlulation.com) and take into account speed. The 



report does mention the addition of passing tracks and or universal crossovers (pg. 3-37) to accommodate 



trains passing each other; however, there are no indications where these may occur. The DEIS does not 



present design plans to identify passing options. The DEIS does state there will be adverse environmental 



effects to at-grade crossings and that each crossing will be reviewed and mitigation measures installed to 



reduce these impacts (DEIS S-8). Again there are no design plans showing these mitigation measures or 



what the impact will be to the local authorities for the capital investment or additional maintenance costs. 



In addition, it is anticipated that there will be possible footprint increases to the existing roadway at 



intersections and possible additional traffic pre-emption signal heads.  



2.1.5 Pedestrian and Bicycle Impacts 



The DEIS overlooks impacts on bicycle and pedestrian traffic. Many of the railroad crossings are located in 



heavily populated and densely developed areas that generate a substantial amount of bicycle and 



pedestrian traffic. The impact to this growing segment of the traveling population has not been addressed. 



The DEIS does state (section 3.3.1) that “pedestrian at-grade crossings would be upgraded to enhance 



safety.” The DEIS does not address additional risks to pedestrians crossing the tracks outside of grade 



crossings as a result of increased freight and new passenger rail traffic traveling at high speeds on two 



tracks. There are no future projections of greenways stated or statements that discussions have been made 



to local Transportation/Metropolitan Planning Organizations about their projections for bicycle/pedestrian 



volumes and about their future plans for greenways. 



2.1.6 Emergency Vehicle Mobility 



Without the appropriate data, the DEIS does not adequately address the impact on emergency response 



vehicles. Indian River County has a significant number of hospitals and fire stations that will be impacted by 



additional railroad crossing blockages. Fire truck and ambulance movements are anticipated to be more 



inhibited when trains are moving through the grade crossings due to increase rail freight and passenger 



trains. As stated earlier, the DEIS does state the applicant used an RTC model (see section 4.3.4 on what 



the software will provide) for projected train movements; however, there is no data given on the projected 



impacts to at-grade crossings. In addition, there was no indication the local emergency routes were 



inputted into the RTC model to render a solution on possible delay impacts. 



2.2 Noise and Vibration Impacts 
The DEIS failed to include an in-depth assessment of the noise and vibration impacts caused by the 



Proposed Project. High Speed Ground Transportation Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment 
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(DOT/FRA/ORD-12/15, September, 2012) provides the basic guidance and procedures for the assessment 



of potential noise and vibration impacts from proposed high-speed ground transportation projects. This 



manual is intended for projects with train speeds of 90 to 250 mph. The manual is similar to the FTA Transit 



Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment manual (which is intended for projects with train speeds up to 90 



mph). An important characteristic of the noise from high-speed trains that is absent from the DEIS noise 



analysis is the analysis of the onset rate of the sound signature. Onset rate is the average rate of change of 



increasing sound pressure level in decibels per second during a single noise event. The rapid approach of a 



high-speed train is accompanied by a sudden increase in noise for a receiver near the tracks. There is an 



absence of discussion of onset rate and an apparent reliance on the FTA manual (showing typical A-



weighted maximum sound levels) rather than on the more appropriate than FRA manual (showing typical 



A-weighted levels of high-speed train sources).  



The DEIS lacks calculation details and quantitative support for its impact assessment as required by the 



Federal Railroad Administration manual. In general, the impact assessments are lacking calculation 



details and quantitative support. The Proposed Project is well beyond the initial planning stages. 



Therefore, these calculations and support documentation should be required as part of the DEIS analysis. 



The DEIS fails to include an evaluation of noise and vibration impacts on subterranean archaeological sites 



and vertical historical sites along the N-S Corridor. The FRA manual references Section 106 and states with 



regard to historic and archaeological sites, “Special protection provided by law. Section 4(f) of the DOT Act 



and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act come into play frequently during the 



environmental review of transit projects. Section 4(f) protects historic sites and publicly-owned parks, 



recreation areas and wildlife refuges. Section 106 protects historic and archaeological resources.” The DEIS 



does not include a complete list of the subterranean archaeological sites and vertical historical sites along 



the N-S Corridor. Therefore, it does not evaluate the Proposed Project’s noise and vibration impacts on the 



subterranean archaeological sites and vertical historical sites along the N-S Corridor.  



Moreover, AAF made no attempt to collect representative noise data at a representative sampling of 



intersections along the corridor, as is required by Section 106 of the NHPA.  



Specifically, CDM Smith noted the following deficiencies: 



1. The DEIS relied on an inaccurate methodology for determining existing noise levels. The FRA manual 



recommends that noise be considered in terms of divergence, absorption/diffusion and/or shielding at 



a distance of 50 feet from the source. Existing noise levels at 50 feet were not monitored in the field, 



but rather estimated based on the FTA Guidance Manual based on population density or proximity to 



an interstate highway, airport, or an existing rail line. No figures are presented to show the existing 



ambient noise levels in the Project Study Area derived from these different estimated noise levels. 



Existing ambient noise levels would be helpful in comparing existing and future build impacts at 



sensitive land uses and historic properties. Measurements of existing ambient noise levels, especially 



at sensitive land uses and historic properties, should have been used as the combination of various 



transportation and urban noise sources can be complex. See Appendix B of the FRA manual which 



discusses options for determination of existing noise levels ranging from full measurement (more 



accurate) to tabular lookup (less accurate). 



a. Outdoor measurements were collected by CDM Smith using a Type 1 SoundPro DL sound level 



meter in October 2014. The noise meter was placed 5 feet above the ground level. Noise levels 
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were measured at each location and the equivalent steady-state sound level (Leq) was collected for 



each site logged in one minute intervals. One minute data log is important to determine any 



aberrant noise events at each site. Noise levels were measured at six locations within the Project 



Study Area, as shown in Table 2-1. The purpose of the ambient noise level measurement was to 



quantify the existing acoustic environment and provide a baseline for assessing the impact of 



future noise levels on the receptors in the vicinity of the proposed action resulting from the 



Proposed Project. No documentation of field measurements collected by AAF were presented in 



the DEIS. 



Table 2-1 October 2014 Noise Data Collected by CDM Smith 



Crossing Location Measured (various time periods) Ambient 



Train 



Event 



Train 



Horn 



    Lmax Leq Lmin Leq Leq Lmax 



Sebastian Roseland Rd 107 79 48 71 88 107 



Sebastian Schumann Dr 104 74 42 64 88 104 



Vero Beach 45th St 101 71 47 64 83 101 



Vero Beach 23rd St 105 78 52 64 86 105 



Vero Beach 4th St 98 76 53 68 86 98 



Vero Beach Highland Dr 106 80 52 67 89 106 



b. People generally perceive a 10 A-weighted decibel (dBA) increase in a noise level as a doubling of 



loudness. For example, a 70-dBA sound will be perceived by an average person as twice as loud as 



a 60-dBA sound. People generally cannot detect differences of 1 dBA to 2 dBA. Differences of 3 



dBA can be detected by most people with average hearing abilities. A 5-dBA change would likely 



be perceived by most people under normal listening conditions.  



c. The DEIS underestimates the noise impacts from the Proposed Project. Table 5.2.2-9 of the DEIS, 



indicates that the Proposed Project would result in daytime noise levels (Leq) ranging from 62.1 to 



63.9 dBA close to at-grade crossings (average 62.5 dBA) and ranging from 61.4 to 63.5 dBA along 



the mainline tracks. The 2014 ambient noise levels (Leq) collected by CDM Smith in the field ranged 



from 61 to 71 dBA and 83 to 89 dBA during a train event for the existing condition. These values 



are higher than the projected background conditions used in the DEIS. The DEIS does not address 



different noise sources and combining of noise sources such as traffic noise, freight noise, and 



passenger train noise to calculate the increase in the noise levels from the Proposed Project which 



results in underestimation of noise levels from the project. 



d. The Ldn ranged from 62.2 to 64.1 at-grade crossings and 61.6 to 63.6 along the mainline. The future 



noise levels listed in Table 5.2.2-10 shows the existing Ldn noise levels are 75 dBA with the project 



noise at 64 dBA in Indian River County. Comparing existing Ldn from the existing levels of 62.2 to 



64.1 to future levels of 75 dBA, there is a 10 dBA increase which equates to doubling of loudness.  



2. The DEIS fails to include existing vibration levels in the Project Study Area to compare to future 



vibration levels. Similarly, generic vibration levels at various distances are only shown for rubber-tired 



vehicles traveling at 30 miles per hour (mph), light rail traveling at 50 mph, and heavy rail traveling at 



50 mph. As suggested by the DEIS, the vibration source in the E-W Corridor is SR 528, where vehicles in 



the Project Study Area will be traveling at speeds exceeding 30 mph. According to a later reference on 



page 5-43, freight trains observed for the Amtrak EA had speeds ranging from 30 to 49 mph. No figures 
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are presented to show the existing vibration levels in the Project Study Area that were used to 



compare against the future vibration levels.  



3. The estimated noise levels for SR528 presented in the DEIS are based on an incorrect classification. The 



DEIS shows that FRA used FTA noise levels for interstate highways to estimate noise levels near SR 528; 



however, SR 528 is a state road, not an interstate highway.  



4. The DEIS fails to give a detailed explanation of the noise levels associated with both idling locomotives 



and moving locomotives. The DEIS mentions noise from idling locomotives and moving trains; 



however, it does not explain what these noise levels are and how the Ldn from moving and idling trains 



at the VMF were calculated to be 68.8 dBA at 50 feet.  



5. The DEIS fails to provide a basis for its declared correction factors for the Proposed Project. On page 5-



41, the DEIS states that there is a correction factor for passenger trains of 4 dBA. Moreover, on page 5-



50, the DEIS states that there is a correction factor for passenger trains of 10 VdB). These figures, 



however, are referenced for passenger trains on elevated tracks. No basis is provided for these factors. 



6. The DEIS did not adequately account for the noise and vibrations of the construction equipment or the 



noise and vibrations that occur when you use two pieces of equipment simultaneously. Construction 



noise is evaluated for the two loudest pieces of equipment. It is not clear whether it was assumed that 



both pieces of equipment will be operating concurrently. Numerous pieces of equipment operating 



concurrently may contribute substantially to the overall construction noise, even if the individual 



equipment may not be as loud as the two selected equipment. The DEIS should have described the 



other typical construction equipment and the number of various equipment operating simultaneously, 



and based the analysis on the combined noise from that equipment.  



7. The DEIS fails to address the increase in future traffic noise along the Proposed Project corridor. The 



DEIS references existing noise from SR 528 and other roadways as the dominant existing noise source; 



however, the increase of traffic along these corridors that will occur by the time the Proposed Project 



is in full operation (future condition) is not documented. In the DEIS, the total future noise level is 



calculated by adding the Proposed Project noise level to the existing highway noise level. Therefore, 



failing to account for the fact that population growth will result in increased traffic noise in the Project 



Study Area in the horizon year when the Proposed Project is fully operational. Increases in future 



traffic noise along Project Study Area travel corridors are not addressed in the DEIS. See the FRA 



manual, Chapter 3, Noise Impact Criteria, which discusses relationship of project noise impacts to 



ambient noise levels (the higher the ambient noise level, the lower the noise level increase before 



onset of impact).The document also does not discuss the freight and passenger rail growth and long 



term impacts. 



8. The DEIS fails to analyze the increase in freight traffic in the alternatives analysis. The DEIS analyzes the 



increase in freight operation for the No-Action Alternative only. The change in freight operation should 



have been addressed for the Project Alternatives, as required by NEPA for an EIS. 



9. The DEIS failed to discuss the quantitative effects of speed and type of locomotive on the noise and 



vibration levels. The DEIS indicates that noise and vibration levels were calculated for different train 



speeds. The document should have discussed the effect of the referenced speed and type of 



locomotive (i.e., freight vs. high speed passenger train) on noise and vibration levels, such as 
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calculating high speed train onset rate, or startle effect (see p. 2-6 of the FRA Manual) and 



aerodynamic noise (see p. 2-11 of the FRA Manual).  



10. The DEIS did not properly analyze the noise and vibration impacts to land uses, historical structures or 



archeological resources that are within 600 feet of the Proposed Project’s Rail Corridor. Page 4-37 of 



the DEIS specifically states that the Project Study Area for vibration extends approximately 600 feet 



from the rail corridor; however, on page 4-122, the DEIS deviates from the 600 feet boundary and 



presented a vibration analysis for archaeological resources that was limited to the footprint of 



subsurface activities within the existing approximately 100-foot wide FECR ROW for the N-S Corridor.  



11. The DEIS fails to disclose the total number of land uses that are sensitive to noise or vibration (a.k.a. 



sensitive receptors) currently being affected by existing noise levels. In Section 5.2.2.2, numbers of 



impacted sensitive receptors are presented for various project components. AAF should discuss the 



total number of sensitive receptors and ones that may already be impacted without the Proposed 



Project in the Affected Environment section (refer to pages 5-5 through 5-8 of the FRA Manual). 



12. The DEIS fails to adequately describe the noise and vibration mitigation. Section 7.2.4 indicates that 



AAF will implement mitigation measures as part of the project design; however, it is unclear what that 



mitigation would be, or what its effectiveness would be in addressing significant impacts.  



13. The DEIS fails to include a documented mitigation analysis. Moderate and Severe impacts are identified 



in the DEIS, however, mitigation analysis is not documented. Noise barrier analysis or horn noise 



assessment using the FTA and FRA noise assessment manuals is not included in the DEIS. The FRA 



manual for high-speed rail projects is designed to complement the FTA manual. The High-Speed 



Ground Transportation Noise Spreadsheet Model has been developed in conjunction with the FRA 



manual for calculating noise from high-speed rail projects.  



2.3 Air Impacts  
The DEIS did not use the correct methodology to analyze the increase in vehicular emissions caused by the 



Proposed Project. The Methodology section on page 5-34 of the DEIS states that for vehicular emissions 



modeling, “all vehicles were assumed to be gasoline burning vehicles.” The assumption is not used by the 



Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and is not a U.S. EPA-recommended methodology for NEPA 



analyses [U.S. EPA, “Policy Guidance on the Use of MOVES2014 for State Implementation Plan 



Development, Transportation Conformity, and Other Purposes’’ (EPA–420–B–14–008, July 2014)]. The DEIS 



should analyze the vehicular emissions using the latest version of the U.S. EPA’s Motor Vehicle Emissions 



Simulator (MOVES), MOVES2014 [Note that the older version, MOVES2010, is also acceptable. (79 FR 



60343)]. The FRA should have obtained MOVES2014 input files from the Florida Department of 



Environmental Protection or FDOT for Florida vehicle fleet distributions, by geographic area, and run these 



to obtain accurate, up-to-date, and defensible emissions inventories for a representative mix of vehicle 



types and ages. 



The DEIS fails to examine the negative localized impacts of air emission rates due to the Proposed Project. 



Tables 5.2-1 and 5.2.2 show the overall regional net benefit in annual mass air emissions due to the 



induced modal switch from passenger cars to train use. The text suggests that this benefit is not uniformly 



distributed across the state. The Miami to West Palm section of the project will receive most of the benefit, 



because that is where train stations are available to travelers; however, it is likely that Indian River County 



will suffer detriment because the Proposed Project will INCREASE annual mass air emission rates in its area. 
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This is because Indian River County will have no train stations to remove on-road vehicle trips, but will have 



increased emissions from passenger trains, induced additional freight trains, and greater idling at at-grade 



crossings. The Proposed Project’s air emissions impacts specific to Indian River County should be modeled 



and disclosed. The public should have complete information about impacts the Proposed Project will cause 



in some portions of the state so that other portions of the state can receive benefits. 



The DEIS fails to address the Proposed Project impacts to the localized air quality. Potentially significant 



localized impacts would be expected to be associated with maintenance yards, terminals, and park-to-ride 



lots. The Proposed Project plans to have third-rail siding at three locations in Indian River County. If the 



purpose of the third track siding is to hold idling freight trains while the high-speed passenger trains passes, 



the DEIS should include modeling for these emissions, especially diesel particulate matter emissions. The 



DEIS should also address potential effects to sensitive receptors nearest these locations. 



The intersection carbon monoxide analysis has been generalized from the 2012 Phase 1 studies. An up-to-



date analysis with the latest traffic and emissions data is recommended to determine if a microscale 



dispersion models should be run for carbon monoxide concentrations at the worst-case at-grade crossing 



in Indian River County (FHWA Technical Advisory T 6640.8A). An analysis for the new one-hour nitrogen 



dioxide National Ambient Air Quality Standard (NAAQS) should be included. Although quantitative 



modeling is not required by FHWA Technical Advisory T 6640.8A, this new stringent NAAQS is a possible 



issue at congested intersections.  



Section 5.2.1.4 Construction-Period Impacts evaluation lacks the detail required for an adequate DEIS. 



Among other things, the analysis should include a discussion of the length of the construction period along 



each segment, identification of areas where contaminated soils would be disturbed (and specific mitigation 



measures), identification of construction staging areas and their activities, description of and commitment 



to specific dust control measures, and an evaluation of exposure to diesel particulate matter emissions 



from construction equipment (FHWA Technical Advisory T 6640.8A).  



Regarding DEIS Section 7.2.3 – Mitigation Measures, Air Quality, the discussion of mitigation for fugitive 



dust control is generic, and there is no mention of mitigation for diesel particulate matter emissions. 



Mitigation discussion is required under 40 CFR 1502.16(h). The section should identify the Best 



Management Practices that would be employed at staging areas and at construction sites. CDM Smith 



recommends also that AAF commit to use of construction equipment meeting U.S. EPA Tier 4 emissions 



standards, or to retrofitting equipment not meeting these standards with diesel particulate matter filters. 



2.4 Coastal Zone Management 
The DEIS speaks to the applicable coastal zone management statutes (Table 5.2.5-1) and concludes that the 



Proposed Project is consistent, but there is very little back-up for this conclusion. Additionally, Table 5.2.5-1 



omits applicable, enforceable policies 553 (Building and Construction Standards) and 597 (Aquaculture). As 



in the rest of the DEIS, the assumption is made that all work will occur within the existing FECR corridor, 



which does not take into account intersection improvements, staging, noise barriers, stormwater 



management, etc.  



The following excerpts from Table 5.2.5-1 are examples of unsupported statements: 



1. “Chapter 163, Part II Growth Policy; County and Municipal Planning; Land Development Regulation: 



The Proposed Project would be consistent with local, regional, and state comprehensive plans. 
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Consistency with these plans has been included in the purpose and need criteria matrix used to 



develop the Action Alternatives.” 



Comment: The DEIS fails to adequately address the Proposed Project’s consistency with Indian River 



County’s local Coastal Zone Element Plan. Under the Florida Coastal Management Program Guide, 



Chapter 163, Part II, Florida Statutes is an enforceable policy incorporated in the federally-approved 



FCMP. Chapter 163.3194 provides the legal status of comprehensive plans that have been adopted 



in conformity with the Coastal Zone Management Act. Therefore, Proposed Project must be 



consistent with the Indian River County 2030 Comprehensive Plan. There is no information provided 



in the DEIS specifying how the Proposed Project is consistent with this Comprehensive Plan Also, the 



only planning consistency criterion used in the alternatives screening is “Consistency with plans of 



transportation agencies and landowners.” There is no reference to consistency with local plans in 



the discussion of purpose and need or alternatives.  



2. “Chapter 252 Emergency Management: The Proposed Project would include the development of a 



passenger rail system within an existing rail corridor and along an existing highway ROW. The E-W 



Corridor would be located outside of the defined storm surge zones and hurricane evacuation areas 



for Brevard and Orange counties. Within the N-S Corridor the rail line would be located within 



Florida Division of Emergency Management-defined storm surge zones; however the development 



would occur entirely within the FECR Corridor and would be consistent with the existing 



transportation uses. While the proposed rail system would encourage regional connection as well as 



growth in the vicinity of the supporting stations, growth would be focused in previously developed 



areas and would be consistent with existing commercial and industrial land uses. Consequently, the 



Proposed Project would not affect the state’s vulnerability to natural disasters and would not affect 



emergency response and evacuation procedures. Further the Proposed Project would be consistent 



with the emergency preparedness policies within the East Central Florida and Treasure Coast 



SRPPs.” 



Comment: The DEIS does not present any information regarding how the Proposed Project will 



affect emergency response and evacuation procedures. Under the Florida Coastal Management 



Program Guide, Chapter 252, Florida Statutes is an enforceable policy incorporated in the federally-



approved FCMP. The statement that the Proposed Project would encourage growth contradicts 



other statements throughout the DEIS that the Proposed Project will not result in induced 



growth/development. Furthermore, the conclusion that because growth would occur in developed 



areas, vulnerability to natural disasters would not be affected is not true. Increased development, 



even in developed areas, can certainly affect emergency response and evacuation procedures by 



increasing response times and making evacuation more difficult.  



3. “Chapter 259 Land Acquisition for Conservation or Recreation: The Proposed Project would likely 



result in beneficial impacts; compensatory mitigation would be required including the potential 



acquisition of environmentally endangered lands. Impacts to delineated wetlands would require 



mitigation as required by Section 404 Individual Permits. Consequently, while the implementation of 



the Proposed Project would remove wetlands from the N-S and E-W Corridors, compensatory 



mitigation would include the potential acquisition of environmentally sensitive habitat types.” 



Comment: The DEIS does not acknowledge the potential negative impacts to Indian River County 



that could result from mitigation activities and loss of environmentally sensitive lands. There is no 
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explanation of what compensatory mitigation and/or acquisition of environmentally sensitive 



habitat types is envisioned elsewhere in the DEIS (should be included under “Mitigation Measures 



and Project Commitments” in Section 7). Furthermore, it’s not accurate to say that the Proposed 



Project would result in beneficial impacts. The Proposed Project would result in negative impacts, 



thereby requiring mitigation. 



4. “Chapter 288 Commercial Development and Capital Improvements: The Proposed Project would 



have an indirect beneficial effect on future business opportunities and would likely promote tourism 



in the region.” 



Comment: Again, this statement in the DEIS contradicts other statements in the DEIS that there will 



be no induced growth/development. 



5. In addition to the unsupported statements, the DEIS states that the Clearinghouse determined that 



a positive consistency determination from a “similar project” would be valid for the Proposed 



Project (see below from Section 5.2.5):  



“As stated in the 2013 FONSI for the WPB-M Corridor, the Florida State Clearinghouse has reviewed 



the South Florida East Coast Corridor Transit Analysis, a similar project to the Phase I to the WPB M 



Corridor described in the 2012 EA. The South Florida project was determined to be consistent with 



the FCMP, and the State Clearinghouse determined that this consistency determination would be 



valid for the AAF project because the AAF Project Study Area is fully encompassed within the South 



Florida East Coast Corridor Transit Analysis area which was found to be consistent in 2006 and there 



have been no relevant changes in the CZMA or FCMP criteria that would affect that determination.” 



Comment: The Florida State Clearinghouse made a consistency determination without input from all 



of the Florida Coastal Management Plan agencies. In Florida, under Section 380.23, Florida Statutes, 



a project can only be found consistent if all commenting agencies (under the FCMP agency umbrella) 



with relevant statutory responsibilities concur. In this case, the FCMP agencies were not given an 



opportunity to comment on the project by the Florida State Clearinghouse. Rather the Florida State 



Clearinghouse made the determination without agency input. Per the Florida State Clearinghouse 



manual (http://www.dep.state.fl.us/secretary/oip/manual/manual.htm), the Clearinghouse sends 



the document or application to OIP for coordination of DEP review. The appropriate DEP division or 



district contacts distribute the project to appropriate division bureaus and satellite offices. Based on 



the information provided in the DEIS, this process was never conducted. Additionally, the South 



Florida East Coast Corridor Transit Analysis is cited as similar to Phase I, so the consistency 



determination for this project would not be valid for Phase II of AAF. 



2.5 Environmental Justice (EJ) 
The DEIS overlooks the negative impacts to minority and low income communities in those areas of the 



Proposed Project that do not have proposed stops. The EJ analysis indicates, under Indirect and Secondary 



Impacts, that the Proposed Project would have a beneficial effect on minority and low income populations 



in Orlando, West Palm Beach, Fort Lauderdale and Miami by providing an alternative transportation option 



that would improve access and mobility between Orlando, West Palm Beach, Fort Lauderdale and Miami. 



There however is no discussion of what type of beneficial effect the Proposed Project would have upon 



other EJ populations along the rail line. This is also connected to early comments received on the Proposed 
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Project concerning areas without a station that would be adversely affected, but would not receive any 



economic or social benefits.  



Additionally, AAF failed to conduct significant public outreach to affected minority communities located 



along the FECR corridor. AAF received a comment during early scoping for the Proposed Project to include 



significant public outreach to minority communities that are located along the FECR Corridor; however, 



there is no discussion within the DEIS of such an outreach occurring within Indian River County. Indian 



River County has confirmed with Freddie L. Woolfork, an Executive Board Member of the Gifford 



Progressive Community League, that AAF held a meeting at the Gifford Youth Activity Center for local 



citizens. The required meeting, however, was described as a “generic, shortened version of a previous 



(non-Gifford-specific) public meeting.” There was no specific information pertaining to the impacts the 



Proposed Project would have on the Gifford community. In fact, Mr. Woolfork described the meeting with 



AAF as “more of a discussion to let [the Gifford Community] know that there would be a new passenger 



project in Florida and that there would be 32 round trips per day going through Indian River County at 120 



MPH and that it is a great economic benefit to all of Florida…” It is therefore obvious that AAF held a 



meeting in the Gifford Community to satisfy a NEPA requirement without any intention of taking into 



consideration the comments, concerns and issues brought forth by those local residents. 



2.6 Natural Resources Impacts 
CDM Smith notes the following comments/concerns with regards to natural resources impacts: 



2.6.1 General Comment 



The DEIS does not fully address the environmental impacts to the natural resources located within Indian 



River County. For example, Sections 7.2.6 and 7.2.10 state that the relative mitigation activities will be 



identified in the various permit requirements (once issued), rather than identifying the impacts and stating 



what the mitigation activities will entail. NEPA requires that the environmental impacts be addressed in the 



DEIS, and not deferred to the permitting process. Moreover, on pages 4-54 and 7-8, the DEIS states that 



the USACE permitting process will rely on the DEIS as the required NEPA document to complete the Section 



404(b) (1) analysis. It is therefore necessary that the issues be sufficiently addressed within DEIS document. 



Thus the analysis of the impacts is inadequate.  



2.6.2 Water Resources 



The following are examples from the DEIS demonstrating the lack of sufficient information necessary to 



adequately address impacts to water resources:  



- Section 5 of the DEIS says stormwater Best Management Practices will be installed but gives no 



specifics on what type of Best Management Practices they intend to use or the location.  



- Page 3-35 of the DEIS states that the Proposed Project will include installing a third rail at various 



locations (3 within Indian River County). On page 5-79 of the DEIS, it states “The Project would 



include improvements to the existing mainline and reconstruction of the second tracks on the 



existing track beds. Constructing the Project in the N-S Corridor would not create new impervious 



surface.”  



- The DEIS does not take into account that there will be new impervious surface due to road 



construction outside the existing corridor. For example, The DEIS fails to address the 
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environmental impacts of the new impervious surfaces that AAF is required to install outside the 



existing corridor to qualify as a sealed corridor. On page 5-79, the DEIS states that constructing the 



Proposed Project in the N-S corridor will not create new impervious surfaces. This statement is 



contradicted in several areas throughout the DEIS. Page 3-33 of the DEIS states that the existing 



railroad system was built and is maintained to FRA Class IV track standards. On page 3-36, the DEIS 



states that the Proposed Project intends to operate at a speed of up to 110 miles per hour. 



According to the Railroad-Highway Grade Crossing Handbook –Revised Second Edition (2007), 



would require track improvements to achieve Class VI standards. Specifically, Class VI tracks (high 



speed rail) requires a sealed corridor, which includes the installation of a 100 foot median on each 



side of the road crossing (where feasible; 4-quadrant gates can be used as an alternative if crossing 



geometry does not support the installation of the median)(see Section 3 of the above-referenced 



handbook). These necessary improvements will cause new impervious surfaces that fall outside of 



the FECR ROW. The DEIS should address the additional impacts from these impervious surfaces. 



2.6.3 Construction 



The DEIS does not address staging or equipment laydown locations or temporary/permanent impacts on 



the natural environment. Under NEPA, the DEIS is required to address both construction and post-



construction impacts of the proposed action. See Federal Register (volume 64, No. 101 dated May 26, 



1999). This has not been done. 



2.6.4 Mitigation 



The DEIS fails to identify specific mitigation measures for the adverse effects the Proposed Project will 



cause on the natural environment. For example, page 7-10 of the DEIS states: “AAF will obtain an 



appropriate Section 404 permit from USACE prior to construction, and implement mitigation as required by 



the wetland permit conditions.” NEPA requires that the specific impact be identified and corresponding 



planned mitigation presented. 



The DEIS appears to claim the benefits of mitigation in several instances, without specifically describing the 



mitigation activity. Under NEPA, the impacts must be analyzed first before mitigation can be considered. 



According to Table 5.2.5-1 regarding land acquisition for conservation and recreation: “The Project would 



likely result in beneficial impacts; compensatory mitigation would be required including the potential 



acquisition of environmentally endangered lands. Impacts to delineated wetlands would require mitigation 



as required by Section 404 Individual Permits. Consequently, while the implementation of the Project 



would remove wetlands from the N-S and E-W Corridors, compensatory mitigation would include the 



potential acquisition of environmentally sensitive habitat types.” There is no explanation of what 



compensatory mitigation and/or acquisition of environmentally sensitive habitat types would be required 



in the DEIS. Furthermore, it’s not accurate to say that the Proposed Project would result in beneficial 



impacts. The Proposed Project would result in negative impacts, thereby requiring mitigation. That 



mitigation should have been addressed and described in detail in the DEIS. 



2.7 Wetland Impacts 
The wetlands discussion in Sections 4 and 5 of the DEIS is inadequate. No figures showing wetland 



locations relative to the Proposed Project area appear in the DEIS text or appendices. The DEIS does, 



however, include approximate acreages for impacts. IRFWCD staff has indicated that they do not believe 
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that inclusion of the banks of the North, Main or South Relief canals as wetlands is appropriate. 



Background information is required to confirm the accuracy of these estimates.  



The following are specific examples from Sections 4 and 5 of the DEIS deficiencies: 



1. There is a statement in Section 4.3 that “Wetlands were identified and characterized for areas in 



which the Project would require ground disturbing activities.” Those areas should be specifically 



identified and include all planned activities (roads, utilities, noise barriers and other mitigation, etc.) 



as well as staging and equipment laydown locations. 



2. Section 4 states that field delineations were conducted for the FECR corridor, but there are no 



figures showing wetland boundaries for that corridor. The text references the land use figures in 



Appendix 4.1.1-A, which do not show wetlands. The only wetlands figures in the appendices are for 



the E-W corridor. 



3. USACE jurisdictional determination should be included in the DEIS/EIS. 



2.8 Threatened and Endangered Species Impacts 
The limited geographic scope of the DEIS prevents CDM Smith from fully analyzing the impact of the 



Proposed Project on threatened and endangered species. As is noted consistently throughout CDM Smith’s 



review of the DEIS, impacts to threatened and endangered species are addressed only within the railroad 



ROW. The USACE, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) 



determinations that the Proposed Project will have no adverse effect on threatened and endangered 



species are based on the assumption that all work will occur within the existing ROW (reference Sep. 18, 



2013 letter from USACE to the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration; September 24, 2013 



letter from USACE to USFWS; Oct. 28 letter from NMFS to USACE; AMEC notes from Sep. 6, 2013 meeting 



with USFWS, USACE and NMFS). The determination needs to take into account any activity outside the 



ROW. AAF needs to present information about these activities to the agencies and include their feedback 



in the DEIS. 
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Section 3   



Section 4(f) Evaluation and Cultural Resources 



As properly stated in Section 6 of the DEIS, Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT) Act 



of 1966 requires DOT agencies to avoid using certain public resources when undertaking transportation 



projects, unless there is no prudent alternative and all necessary action is taken to minimize harm. Section 



4(f) resources include publicly owned parks, recreation areas, wildlife and/or waterfowl refuges and 



historical properties of National, State or local significance.  



The DEIS includes Section 4(f) comments in both Section 5 and Section 6; however, there are 



inconsistencies between the two sections. For example, Section 5 does not include historical properties (it 



should), while Section 6 does. Section 6 refers only to the St. Sebastian River Bridge within Indian River 



County. 



3.1 Cultural Resources  
Upon review of the Cultural Resources section of the DEIS it appears that the Section 106 process 



implemented can best be characterized as minimalistic. FRA’s decision that “…consultation with local 



entities was not required for Phase II,” is perplexing due to the overall size and nature of the Proposed 



Project which can affect such a vast array of resources (DEIS 4-124). 



In the NHS Section 106 minutes contained in the appendix of the DEIS, it is clear that the SHPO advised AAF 



to use the 106 process; however, SHPO also determined that AAF did not need to fully engage local 



governments/groups/individuals as Section 106 Consulting Parties to fulfill the NEPA public input 



requirements of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA). This is simply not appropriate. CDM Smith 



feels strongly that this approach does not properly allow the local communities an opportunity to voice 



their concerns in a forum that is adequate to the important resources within the Project Study Area. 



The DEIS in regards to the identification, evaluation and effect determinations of historic properties is 



again minimal in its content with notable absences of known National Register listed and determined 



eligible resources. Several known archaeological sites that fall within the Proposed Project APE appear to 



not have been surveyed and evaluated for National Register eligibility and effects. At the very least they 



are not properly addressed. In addition, it is not clear if an adequate archaeological survey was conducted 



for portions of the Proposed Project APE. No subsurface testing was done in the N-S FECR Corridor per a 



letter dated Oct 31, 2013. 



According to the DEIS, the FECR, a National Register Historic District, falls within the Proposed Project APE 



and has contributing resources adversely affected (St. Sebastian Bridge), yet the DEIS states that this same 



district has a no adverse effect determination as a result of the Proposed Project. If a district loses a 



contributing resource, then the district itself experiences an adverse effect. It is also apparent that not all 



known historic resources were identified and evaluated within the Proposed Project APE as several 



National Register Historic Districts are absent from the discussion within the DEIS.  
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The DEIS either completely omitted or inadequately addressed numerous historical and archeological sites 



in Indian River County. These sites, including with an archaeological site in or immediately adjacent to the 



south side of the St. Sebastian Bridge, were not acknowledged or discussed in the DEIS. Other historical 



properties include individual National Register buildings along Old Dixie Highway and a House Museum and 



Farmstead, which are part of a 100-acre conservation preserve. This unique property is also listed on the 



National Register and was not acknowledged or discussed either under cultural resources as part of the 



Section 4 (f) Table.  



Two other areas of concern relating to cultural resources are: 



1. The DEIS does not indicate that vibration studies were conducted in relation to historic structures 



and archaeological sites. 



2. The DEIS does not examine the construction impacts in relation to historic or archaeological 



resources (overall construction activities and staging areas are not addressed).  



While the development of the Proposed Project’s APE and methodology appear to have been developed 



with the input of SHPO, the DEIS’s lack of information, and omission of important resources that clearly fall 



within the Proposed Project’s APE are very concerning and raise the question whether the methodology 



was properly executed. Couple this with the substitutive process used that minimally consulted with local 



entities results in a DEIS that is lacking in these critical areas.  



CDM Smith has worked closely with the Indian River County Historian and other local resources to identify 



a substantial number of properties missing from the DEIS that appear on either the State of Florida’s 



Master Site File system or in the National Register of Historic Places. As stated above, Section 4(f) requires 



that consideration be given to “historic properties of National, State or local significance.” Aside from those 



properties listed on the NRHP, there are a significant number of properties alongside the corridor that are 



of local significance and importance.  



CDM Smith believes that the Cultural Resources evaluation included in the DEIS is incomplete and 



recommends that a supplemental DEIS be required prior to issuance of a Record of Decision by the FRA. 
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From: J. Michael Gregson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Patrick Murphy
Subject: On Board With All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 3:49:06 PM


Good Afternoon,


I am writing this letter to affirm my support for All Aboard Florida. Please be aware that it is a 
vocal minority that are opposed to the train. Many of us in the technology and life science 
industries moving to the area are shocked at some of the opposition to something so vital. Coming
 from places like California and the Northeast, we are counting on the train to help evolve 
Florida's economic ecosystem. With the wide geographic differences between major city hubs in 
our state, the train will create new economic ties and opportunities from Miami to Orlando that do 
not exist now.


Florida's traffic congestion is growing and commutes are getting longer and more dangerous. The 
train will provide for safer highways and a more productive workforce (we also work on the 
train). Employees will be able to live farther from where they work in urban areas, while their kids
 grow up in nicer communities with better schools. In addition, those same families will be able to 
take day trips to many of our state's tourism sites that would be considered too far or too much of 
a hassle to travel to by car. Myself, I would be able to commute from Port St. Lucie to conferences
 in Miami or Orlando that I am not able to attend right now.


The major complaint I hear is that the trains will block an ambulance. Having lived next to the 
trains in coastal San Diego, I can tell you the commuter trains pass in minutes and do not affect 
emergency services. The people complaining about this are the ones not likely to be working or 
contributing to the state's economic growth. In fact, the train in San Diego goes through some very
 nice communities like Del Mar and La Jolla whose residents rely on the train instead of 
complaining about it.


Let me illustrate my point. Here a map where I use to live in San Diego, CA. The "X" donates the 
locations I lived and the blue area is the Pacific Ocean. As you can see my homes were very close 
to the trains that I interacted with on a daily basis. The homes in this area go start at $1million. No
 one complains about the 1 minute wait as the train goes by.
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Thanks for taking the time to read this. South Florida is changing rapidly and those of us in the 
technology and life science industries are growing in numbers.


I am also the founder of the Life Science & Technology HUB (LST HUB) here in South Florida 
and I invite you to come to one of our monthly events to meet them. Our next monthly event in 
Palm Beach Gardens is at the Waterway Cafe on the second Thursday of each month starting at 
6pm. Let me know if you would like to attend.


Best regards,


Michael Gregson
President, CEO
WaveFront Health Technologies Inc.
Founder, Life Science Technology HUB
561-531-1161


Corrstat, the World's first interactive health and lifestyle information network platform 
www.corrstat.com 


Life Science & Technology HUB www.lsthub.org 
Fort Lauderdale | Palm Beach



http://www.corrstat.com/

http://www.lsthub.org/






From: Norman Ridgely
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF Enviromental report
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:03:57 PM


The environmental report required does not meet the required standard as it does not address
 alternative routes, impacts on the community of INDIAN RIVER COUNTY from the view of safety,
 noise, air pollution, vibration damage, water pollution,  wildlife endangerment, and a negative
 impact definitely on real estate values.  It does not even mention certain cities in the county; does
 AAF not consider that they even exist.


Furthermore, the report is definitely biased as they selected the company that prepared it, and
 they paid for it.  In both business and government, that is not a policy that is condoned.
An example of that is the requirement of FDIC lenders having to order appraisals thru an
 "appraisal management company".


I expect nothing less then a new report to be prepared by an UNBIASED company selected not by
 AAF.


Norman C. Ridgely
PO Box 651068
Vero Beach, FL 32965


772-532-4265
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From: Emilie Hinman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard FLA high speed rail
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2014 8:20:24 PM


Please DO NOT, DO NOT, DO NOT, 
ALLOW THE AAF high speed rail 
project to destroy the beauty and serenity 
of Vero Beach Florida…..  We do not 
need any high speed rail in or near Vero 
Beach or Indian River County.


thank you, Emilie Hinman   323 Silver Moss Drive, Vero Beach, FL  32963
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From: Linda Kardos
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2014 8:45:44 AM


I just wanted to voice my strong objection to the plan to allow high speed passenger trains to traverse through the
 very center of our city. The reasons are myriad and obvious!
The impact on our everyday existence, our
Safety, our livelihoods and
Our property values is not calculable.
Please squash this profit
Motivated effort on the part of All Aboard Florida
Which is really a subterfuge to bring more
Freight by fortifying and
Adding to their existing
Rails!
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Linda S Kardos 


Sent from my iPhone
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From: Sherrill Miller
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Indiantown Road Jupiter Nightmare
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:41:32 PM


The plan for All Aboard Florida will create a traffic nightmare in Jupiter for small
 businesses and residents. Traffic is already very heavy and this will add a terrible
 burden to the Indiantown Road crossing. Businesses will suffer because patrons will
 not be able to get to the other side of the tracks during business hours. The railroad
 bridge already creates a burden during regular train schedule now. Added closings
 will only make things worse. Residents will not have access to the local hospital
 during emergencies. Please consider a less congested route!
Sincerely,
Sherrill Miller
Jupiter resident
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From: Judy Goolsby
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Opinion Page
Date: Thursday, October 16, 2014 9:25:13 AM


This is in response to Thomas Long's letter regarding the "Music of Today".  Kudos to
 him for having the guts to express his opinion (and mine).  Please don't tell me to
 'just turn it off' as we have to endure the disgusting noise, lyrics(?) and gyrations in
 restaurants, stores, weddings etc.  It seems the only way young people can get an
 opportunity to hear songs from the 20th century is if they are taking dance, skating,
 or legitimate music lessons.  By legitimate, I don't mean learning 4 chords on a
 guitar.


You can criticize me for being 'not with it' (thank you), but can you imagine watching a
 spooky, romantic or a thriller movie and not having the music background going on?
  Try watching a movie at home and turn off the  background sound.  Do you feel the
 anticipation of an emotion from watching a movie now?  Gee, iti doesn't have the full
 impact, does it?


Also in reference to the lyrics and videos, well, 'crotchabilly' sounds like a genre' that
 would work today.  And, let's talk about dancing - together.  How can you be held in
 someone's arms and have a romantic dance and whisper sweet lyrics in his/her ear?
  Will today's lyrics be remembered to bring back fond memories in your later years?
  Can you even 'hum' the socalled melodies?


Just my opin (and I know many others).


Judy Gibbs
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From: Mark Vantzelfde
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF Environment Impact Statement
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 8:53:51 AM


I do not feel that the EIS for the AAF proposal adequately addresses the impact on our
 neighborhood of the increases in noise and traffic congestion that the project will incur. 


Twice hourly, around the clock trains passing across the two key intersections near our
 neighborhood with the associated horn blasts and noise from the rumbling of the trains will
 significantly impact the level of noise in our neighborhood. Sleeping at night will become
 almost impossible. We are already negatively impacted by the noise of the existing train
 traffic. A 6 fold increase in the number if trains will be nearly unbearable.


In addition, we already suffer traffic delays and tie-ups crossing the tracks from east to west in
 order to gain access to the local hospital, doctors, and shopping. The crossings will be shut
 down an additional 32 times per day, causing a significant increase in the risk to our health
 and safety due to the additional traffic delays for public safety to our neighborhood from the
 other side of the tracks. Also, the additional crossing delays will cause us to suffer additional
 pollution from idling vehicles waiting 32 more times for the trains to pass.


I believe the EIS needs to better estimate and assess the impact of of the increase in noise on
 our neighborhood, with real-life measurements and evaluations versus known standards for
 acceptable noise in a suburban setting. 


I also believe the EIS needs to better estimate and assess the impact of increased traffic delays
 crossing the tracks due to addition trains on public safety access to and from our
 neighborhood.


Finally, I also believe the EIS needs to better estimate and assess the impact on air quality in
 our neighborhood due to the increase in idling vehicles waiting to cross the tracks.
 
Mark Vantzelfde
16630 Hidden Cove Dr
Jupiter, FL 33477
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From: Jason Schultz
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard FLorida Comments
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 3:14:26 PM


I would like to express my personal support for the entire proposed route of All Aboard Florida on a number
 of levels. First, the proposed line provides a faster way for Palm Beach County residents to reach alternate
 airports to the south, especially Miami International Airport, for flights arriving and departing from that
 airport. Secondly, none of the major counties in South Florida or anywhere else for that matter will be able
 to build their way out of traffic gridlock. There simply is not enough room to build all the lanes necessary
 to relieve the traffic congestion on major north-south corridors like Interstate 95. Anything that takes
 millions of cars off those roadways will have a bigger impact on traffic congestion and air pollution than
 pouring hundreds of millions of dollars into new lanes miles on the interstate. The difference between
 mobility and urban sprawl in northern and southern California shows how beneficial a good public
 transportation network including rail is and the gridlock of Los Angeles, Atlanta and Dallas show what
 happens when the only way to get around in by automobile on ever widening interstate networks. As a
 middle class parent in Lake Worth I could foresee numerous opportunities to use All Aboard Florida both
 to head south to Miami and north to Orlando. In fact, driving to Miami and parking is such a hassle now
 that I would be more likely to go down there with All Aboard than by car.
 
Thank you
Jason Schultz
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From: tink
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 7:17:17 PM


Absolutely do not want this in our lovely Paradise. 



mailto:llainfl@comcast.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Randolph Erickson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Input on Rail Road
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 6:14:10 PM


Mr. Winkle,


I oppose the proposed rail road on many fronts. First, the Treasure Coast is being ignored, and it may hurt an
 already hurting area. Tourists will be encouraged  to go to the rail road, rather than drive one of our highways that
 could result in them stopping in our area.
Is the idea safe for us? I have read where many bridges may not be able to support the new traffic imposed on
 them.
Will the rail road impact our already fragile environment?
Governor Scott opposed a high speed rail road a while ago. It was because it used federal money.  I called some
 of my legislators. They are against the idea. Also, the rail road is trying to get an over billion dollar federal loan,
 and if that isn't bad enough, it's unknown how much my local governments will have to spend to make crossings
 safer.
I think that about does it. Reports and concessions are going to be made on both sides. Either way, it doesn't
 make sense.


Thank you for you time, I regret I cannot attend the meetings.


Randolph Erickson
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From: DMSWEENY@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: susbnz@aol.com
Subject: Opinion on AAF
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:01:42 AM


We've lived in Vero Beach since 1999 and have thoroughly enjoyed the quiet laid back nature of this
 ocean and lagoon based Central Fla community. When we first heard of the AAF proposal we were open-
minded, assuming there'd be some positive aspects to it to counterbalance the negatives. We all know the
 negatives:
 
1. The noise of 32 speeding trains rumbling through our little city with whistles blowing will disrupt the
 tranquility every single day. If freight trains are added or extended, it will be even worse. This is not Miami
 or Orlando. 
2. Nearly 1/2 of Vero Beach will not be able to get to our new heart center, emergency room or cancer
 center on a timely basis, healthcare assets for which we've invested over $80 Million. Lives will be lost.
3. With 3 grade crossings per mile, the car, bike and pedestrian accidents and deaths will expand
 exponentially. What value do we put on those lives?
4. The cost of upgrading rail crossings will be borne by someone: us the local, county and state taxpayers.
5.  The inconvenience of waiting in long car lines at rail crossings, with idling engines will certainly add to
 pollution and make us late for doctor school and business appointments, a real hit on quality of life.
 
Against this list of negatives, there must be some positives for Central Florida. But, we honestly cannot
 think of 1 !
 
Please do the right thing. If rails are required for passengers or freight, use the virtually empty center of
 the state or build a modern above ground monorail.
 
Thank you for listening,
 
Doug & Susanne Sweeny
5530 E Harbor Village River Drive
Vero Beach , FL 32967     
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From: Chuck Barrowclough
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF Environmental Impact Statement Comments
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 2:57:40 AM
Attachments: AAF_Comments_1.pdf


AAF_Comments_2.pdf


Mr. Winkle: Please find attached our comments on the Draft AAF Environmental Impact
 Statement.


Best,
Chuck


Charles W. Barrowclough, Executive Director
Treasured Lands Foundation, Inc.
P.O. Box 2596
Stuart, Florida 34995
Office: 772-647-9076
Cell: 772-475-5346
www.treasuredlands.org
www.barleybarber.org    
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From: bananalois
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Jake Owen Concert
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 6:35:50 AM


This  is in response to Lin Readings letter on October 31.  The letter started out " I appreciate
 benefit concerts taking place in Vero Beach."  After that sentence she stated what she found
 fault with.  Basically, " it was too loud."


I also live near the stadium and I had my great granddaughter, Xander, who is 3 months old,
 for the night.  We sat out in my yard until the concert ended.  At times I was wishing it was
 louder because I couldn 't hear all the words.  


I feel we owe Jake Owen a great big THANK YOU for choosing to do this benefit in Vero
 Beach.  All the proceeds go to benefit special orginizations who can really use the funds. And
 after all--- it's only one night!


Lois Cappelen
2145 35th Ave
Vero Beach, Fl.32960
772-567-2270


Sent from Samsung tablet
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From: Tom Haworth
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, September 28, 2014 3:28:11 PM


We in Martin and st. Lucie counties are strongly opposed to any use of tax dollars to enrich
 the scheme of AAF. 


If they want to go to Orlando, but not stop in our area, work out a compromise with them to
 use the Amtrak right of way from W. Palm to Orlando. It's a straight line! Stay away from our
 downtown track crossings and RR bridge over the Loxahatchee. PLEASE?


Tom Haworth
9219 riverfront terr
Tequesta FL 33469
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From: ssdauber@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Fl - is not for us or taxpayers !
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 5:06:35 PM


Greetings, to who can assist regarding All Aboard Fl train proposal
 
I and my family live in Palm City/Stuart and want you to know the proposed high speed train proposal 'All
 Aboard Fl' is a very bad idea for our area and for Fl taxpayers ! The tracks run along the densely
 populated east coast though congested business and residential areas, where the noise and disruption
 of traffic would be terrible - even life threatening for emergency vehicles needing to cross to the hospital !
 
The train doesn't stop anywhere in the Treasure Coast so there is no benefit whatsoever only the
 devaluation of our real estate, loss of business to our downtown and hardship on our roads and
 waterways. The quiet here of a small town is part of our quality of life - train noise carries long distances
 and proximity with fast acess to the hospital is critical for our population of many retirees and young
 families !
 
Plus the huge cost to build and execute this train - which is to be owned privately for private profits - is
 aiming to use public funds or bonds which it can default on and leave the taxpayers broke while this
 company gets it's train and profits after jugging some papers. No way should taxpayer money fund a
 private scheme!
 
And it's not just the Treasure Coast that's impacted - there's 100's & thousands of miles of people, towns
 and our sensitive ecology which will be distressed and impacted negatively !!! The constant noise,
 vibration and wildlife corridor disruptions will hurt many more people, our future and our wild heritage -
 already needing protection - not more stresses!
 
And this train is for tourists in only a few locations, not the widespread benefit of our local populations.
There are already plenty of transportation services in place to assist tourists getting to the main cities !!!
And those in-place businesses now, need the tourists for our economy's benefit - the train will deplete
 their ability to stay in business. So better to leave things as they are and let our local transportation
 services flourish, rather then crush them and ruin our landscape and quality of life in the process !
 
It's time to listen to Fl citizens and we say NO, NO, NO to 'All Aboard Fl's train and local ruin !!!
 
Do not bend to pretty corporate words and promises that want to use our taxpayer money to build their
 private empire and literally 'run over us' !!!
 
Your consideration is important, thank you for looking at the larger picture and the areas and people
 impacted as a priority.
Suzanne and Steven Dauber
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From: Vickidietrich43@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:04:59 PM


I am vehemently oppose to AAF going through our beautiful cities on the Treasure Coast.  We moved
 here because of the quaint and charming appeal of wonderful Stuart downtown.  What a disaster would
 occur with all the passenger and freight expected with the go ahead given to AAF.  Our access to the
 ocean will be non-existent with the railroad bridge under the Roosevelt Bridge down for virtually during all
 daylight hours. Commercial and leisure boating will end for those of us on the" wrong" side of the tracks.
 Real estate values will decrease with the taxpayers bearing the cost.
 
I find it amazing that this project has gone as far as it has.  The environmental effect will be devastating. 
 Are we being led to slaughter?  It surely feels like it.  That environmental impact report paid for by AAF is
 a farce.
Of course, all of us on the Treasure Coast will definitely feel the impact.
 
All of this would go away if only someone could see the necessity of moving this project west and not ruin
 the place we moved here for.
 
 
Vicki Dietrich
1634 SE Shelburnie Way
Port St. Lucie, FL 34952
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From: MTMcGaulle@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: MTMcGaulle@aol.com; srm1218chr@aol.com
Subject: Oppoised to All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 11:58:01 AM


Please register us as opposed to the "All Aboard Florida" plan to run several
 dozen per week of "high-speed" trains from Miami to Orlando through the
 Treasure Coast, particularly 
Vero Beach and other areas, for the following reasons, among the many
 already recorded with you:
 
1)   the environmental impact of noise, the rumble of speeding fast trains
 and greatly increased number of freight trains;
 
2)  the environmental impact of the delays to auto, bicycle and foot traffic at
 intersections in Vero Beach and other places, having additional effects
 including the results of idling vehicles, noise from the train alarms, dust,
 long-term vibrations to building foundations and the like;
 
3)  the environmental impacts of the wetlands and parklands through which
 this routing would pass;
 
4)  the larger impact of the costs imposed on local communities to upgrade
 warning signs and alarms and roadways will detract from other uses for
 which those dollars would be used, including parks and the like;
 
5)  safety--safety of pedestrians, drivers and the like, as well as the safety of
 those  impacted by held-up ambulances, fire equipment, and police.
 
Beyond these, there are other environment impacts that the AAF
 environmental study (paid for by AAF) does not address in its comparison
 of the proposed train route passing through communities with those of using
 the western route near I-95.  I will not go into these, as the Vero Beach
 Press Journal of November 30 has pointed out these "gaps" in the report.--
 as if whole segments of the proposed route does not exist, or exists only as
 vacant land . . . which is either incorrect or intentionally misleading.
 
For these reasons, we, as Vero Beach and Florida residents, ask your
 agency to turn down the All Aboard Florida plan.
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Michael McGaulley
Susan McGaulley
Vero Beach, Fl 32963
 
(As this letter may be a public record--and hence subject to data mining-- I
 prefer not to list our street address, though we can be reached for
 confirmation through the email.)
 








From: Silva, Nathan P
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF Intercity Passenger Rail Project Draft EIS and Section 4(f) Evaluation
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 3:22:22 PM
Attachments: AAF DEIS comments from Central Fla Expressway Authority 12-3-14.pdf


 
The attached comments are provided on behalf of the Central Florida Expressway Authority
 (formerly known as the Orlando-Orange County Expressway Authority) on the above referenced
 document.  The original is being sent via the United States Postal service.
 
 
Nathan Silva, P.E., AICP, PMP
Senior Program Manager
ATKINS
 
482 South Keller Road, Orlando, Fl 32810| Direct: +1 (407) 806-4199 | Cell: +1 (321) 229-5952 | Fax: +1 (407) 806-4500 |
Email: nathan.silva@atkinsglobal.com | Web: www.atkinsglobal.com/northamerica   www.atkinsglobal.com
 


This email and any attached files are confidential and copyright protected. If you are not the addressee, any dissemination of this
 communication is strictly prohibited. Unless otherwise expressly agreed in writing, nothing stated in this communication shall be legally
 binding.


The ultimate parent company of the Atkins Group is WS Atkins plc. Registered in England No. 1885586. Registered Office Woodcote
 Grove, Ashley Road, Epsom, Surrey KT18 5BW. A list of wholly owned Atkins Group companies registered in the United Kingdom and
 locations around the world can be found at http://www.atkinsglobal.com/site-services/group-company-registration-details


Consider the environment. Please don't print this e-mail unless you really need to.
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From: williamcarpenter101@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: John Winkle please read this plea
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 3:02:41 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle,
 
All Aboard Florida would be a huge problem for Vero Beach, Florida and other
 communities where the railroad  divides the town into two sections.  In Vero Beach's
 case our Hospital, several Fire Stations, Police Station are on the East side of the
 tracks. Much of our shopping and entertainment businesses are on the West side of
 the tracks.   With our present Railroad schedule, a train coming through rarely
 causes any dangerous delay in First Responders service to the West side of Vero
 Beach's citizens. All Aboard Florida would change this.
 
Even a trip to the mall or a stop at the grocery store could become problematic having
 to wait backed up in traffic  as trains roll though our community at annoyingly short
 intervals. The trains and the tourists bring nothing to Vero Beach's, Sebastian's,
 Melbourne's economy.  Actually these and other communities along US 1, and I 95
 are hurt financially  because the tourists who used to drive to South Florida
 stopped  at restaurants and Motels regularly.  If these former customers are swept
 past on a fast train there is no benefits for our businesses.
 
Having 100 mile an hour train shooting through a heavily populated area presents
 safety concerns that cannot be ignored. Shush, shushing the danger is not
 responsible response.    Vero Beach's tranquil atmosphere would be blasted away
 with the constant clashing noise. South Florida does not need this.  There are
 airports, sea ports, and Florida's Turnpike, US 1, I 95 and  the Tourist Business is
 thriving there.  Some few business people will make money but at the expense of the
 large numbers of Florida Citizens who will be hurt.  If All Aboard Florida passes it will
 be a nightmare for the People who live along the tracks.
 
No,NO,No-- this is a very bad idea.  Check Europe, England, etc. where these super
 fast trains operate,  Do these trains blast their way through congested population
 areas?   NO !  If this All Aboard Florida is such a necessary and wonderful business
 opportunity --- build tracks out of urban areas.
 
Suzanne Carpenter
William Carpenter
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From: Rocky Tirado
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, October 7, 2014 5:19:27 PM


Why don't you elevate all critical railroad crossing areas as was done on long island over 40
 years ago with the LIRR improvement project - too complicated?? or is it the financial issue. 
 You will wait for a class action suit because delays caused several deaths before spending less
 of our tax dollars  


-- 


Rocky
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From: EDWARD KLIMA
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Fl.
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 11:58:09 AM


Many problems with DRAFT EIS,NEED A NEW AND REVISED
 STATEMENT,SEE THE FOLLOWING:


TYPE OF IMPACTS


1. The boating industry will be devastated,the cities new marina west of the bridge will be useless as
 large boats will not be able to go seaward. All the marinas west of the bridge will also be
 impacted.


2. The city of Stuart downtown area will be shut down due to lack of traffic into town, most if not all
 the businesses will be closed. Stuart may be a ghost town. The same can be said for Jensen Beach
 downtown area.


3. Access will be limited to medical facilities such as Martin Memorial Hospital ,clinics and other
 medical facilities. Emergency treatment and doctors and other medical staff will not be able to
 treat patients in need of urgent care. This could lead to many deaths because of lack of quick
 transit to these facilities.


4. The cites of Stuart,Jensen Beach and many more will be divided into East West communities and
 will severely limit access.


5. Traffic jams and major backups on all rail crossing will be continual and cause frustration by
 drivers of cars,busses,school busses and trucks.


6. Real Estate impacts will be real and costly. Many are now talking about moving out of the area
 because of AAF.


Edward Klima Ph.D.
501 SE Krueger Pky
Stuart,Fl 34996
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From: rod crawford
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:18:21 PM


I am writing to tell you that the all aboard Florida project will be a disaster for my community.
 32 additional trains on top of the 16 that run daily now will create a big traffic and noise
 problem. This is not to mention that nobody seems to believe the projected numbers of writers
 who are interested in going from Miami to Orlando. On top of this I live inside the Jupiter
 Inlet Bridge and already have a difficult time with the speed at which that bridge opens and
 closes.


Please hear our voices in voicing legitimate concerns about the diminished quality of life this
 project will inflict on our community.


Dawn Crawford
Jupiter
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From: allergic@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: allergic@comcast.net
Subject: Oppose All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 2:31:15 PM


I am writing to oppose "All Aboard Florida" as it stands.  The only way to protect the
 public would be to move the rail west of I-95 in the Martin, St. Lucie and Indian River
 areas.  As a resident of South Hutchinson Island in Ft. Pierce, I find this proposal
 dangerous.  Between the Ft. Pierce South Bridge (only way off island) and the
 Stuart/Jensen Causeway there is an aging nuclear power plant. The current track is
 at the foot of South Bridge.  In a disaster of any type thousands of people could be
 trapped on the island.  These tracks also block people from accessing their hospitals.
  It would be very foolish to endanger the lives of thousands for the convenience of a
 private corporation.  AAF would only bring pollution and noise to this area.  I ask you
 to deny access through our county.  Respectfully, Betty Napier, 1358 Bayshore Dr.,
 South Hutchinson Island, FL 34994 
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From: Dennis H. Snyder
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF Issue
Date: Thursday, November 27, 2014 9:05:17 AM


1. The idea that people will select a rail method of transportation to the Orlando Airport and then rent a car to
 Disney makes NO financial sense. The cost of rail over driving will bring this concept to bankrupt soon. Then the
 freight carries will take over the lines at the cost to the public. Running additional freight through towns will cause
 major issues and added expense to the communities without increased revenue to offset the cost.


More the rail lines to 95 corridor.


Dennis H. Snyder
dennishsnyder@yahoo.com
Cell: 630-240-8080
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From: Dorothea Loos
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: John Winkle:
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:29:00 AM


How is a financial venture allowed to progress when thousands will be harmed by delays to MD or Hospital.  This is to say nothing of the
 problems it will cause to boating and that includes COMMERCIAL boating--barges loaded etc.
Where is the concern for all that this venture will cause.  If it is necessary it should be ABLE to find a better route
Sincerely,
Claude and Dorothea Loos-- Stuart Florida
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From: Susan Aviles
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:32:52 PM


I will begin by saying I oppose the railway and I believe an independent investigation must be done in order for it  to
 serve the best interest of the cities being effected. The first investigation did not release many of the things that
 would impact our communities.  Businesses will certainly be one of those effected since most people in Stuart
 ,Jensen Beach , Ft Pierce will no longer give business to these shops and restaurants due to the train traffic. In turn 
 they will not survive due to the traffic of trains all day long. Not to mention the emergency vehicles responding to a
 large senior population  and all others up and down the coast. It's time to move the path of these trains to an area by
 interstate 95 which would be safer and not effect our quality of life and could still be implemented. This would be a
 win win for all.  I think this could be a good operation done in the interest of all in a honest forthright way.  Thank
 you, Susan Aviles


Sent from my iPad
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From: Chris Falkenhagen
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Oppose All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 9:20:54 AM


Sent from my iPad
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From: debra greenberg
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Fl
Date: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 10:54:47 AM


I am against All Aboard Florida. It is a hoax for freight which can easily go on CSX tracks and
 not destroy neighborhoods. This will result in public and private nuisance claims.
Debra Greenberg
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From: Lori Newton
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, November 6, 2014 5:58:33 AM


I am 100% against this going through Vero Beach. I feel it would be dangerous for people living west of the railway
 and who may need life saving measures at the hospital which is on the east side of the train tracks.   This would be a
 dangerous situation.


Sincerely,


Lori j. Newton


Sent from my iPad
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From: Joe Handley
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF Letter of Support
Date: Thursday, October 23, 2014 11:59:20 AM
Attachments: AAF Support Letter.PDF
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From: Your Realestate advisor
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: John winkle
Date: Wednesday, November 19, 2014 11:35:28 AM


1.  Will FEC be allowed to use the new 528 tracks to transport freight from the port Canaveral
 lines once constructed?


2.  What jurisdiction does the FRA have over the project now that All Aboard Florida is not
 attempting to get federal funding for the project?


3.  If All Aboard Florida backs out of their request to get federal funding and instead receives
 its funding via private bonds does that excuse them from conforming to any impact mitigation
 that is "recommended" by the final impact statement?


4.  If the FRA is not involved or their role is diminished due to the lack of funding for All Aboard
 Florida will the surface transportation board be reinserted into the oversight process?  


Thank you for your consideration.


Jinger Knox
321-288-1689
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From: June Buchanan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:39:16 PM


We have lived in Stuart, Florida for 10 years.  We moved here because of the quiet, pristine nature of the
 community.  We feel that the All Aboard Florida rail system would change our community forever, and
 once lost, we will never regain our quality of life.  Property values certainly would drop substantially which
 would not benefit the Stuart economy.  We have to cross the railroad tracks to get to historical downtown
 Stuart and the ocean, major reasons we chose to live in Stuart, as well as to get to the Martin Memorial
 Hospital.  Now, often we are wakened by the sound of a train in the wee hours of the morning.  If AAF
 becomes a reality, the noise pollution as well as the exhaust fumes from idling cars backed up to cross
 the tracks will be unbearable -- causing residents to think twice before venturing out to face the chaos
 which will be bad for local businesses.  We find it difficult the EPA would even consider letting AAF
 destroy the beautiful Treasure Coast.   
 
Thank you for considering our comments.
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From: klwillms@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Oppose
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:05:46 AM


Dear Sir(s)
 
 
I am writing to express our opposition to the proposed high speed railway proposed
 by All Aboard Florida.  The amount of trains that are projected in conjunction with the
 amount of boats that currently shutdown the drawbridge, will shut down access to the
 mainland way to often.  This will create an unneeded safety hazard for individuals on
 the island needing medical care.
 
In Addition to our adamant opposition to All Aboard Florida's proposal, we object to
 use of funds supported by taxpayers money.
 
 
Karl and Beth Williams  
North Hutchison Island (Ft. Pierce)
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From: Norman Wain
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Fl0rida
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 9:45:45 PM


This proposal has the potential to change the lifestyle and safety of every citizen of
 Palm Beach County. For instance, the crossing of the tracks at Donald Ross Road
 and Tony Penna road will create traffic jams and impede the travel of EMS
 vehicles trying to get to Jupiter Medical Center. One solution: Maybe the tracks
 can go overhead or underground at vital intersections. I know this adds to the cost,
 but it could save lives---Norman Wain
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From: John Palazzo
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 9:44:55 PM


I would like to express opposition to the planned rail expansion program . As a Ft Pierce
 resident no value and great harm will come with the frequent blocking of principle roads,
 noise and cost to improve many crossings in our downtown center. The area is already too
 congested for safety.
No possible benefit will come without even a planned stop in our town.Please consider a move
 for the route west  of town near the well-established highway routes of I-95 and the fl
 turnpike. No one would object and the
Train could run and reach bullet speeds.
As planned it would only harm recent growth and improvements to our growing waterfront
  city.


Dr J Palazzo
20 orange ave 
Ft pierce, fl 49450
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From: dcandkcbuckingham@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: AAF Letter to FRA Winkle
Date: Saturday, November 22, 2014 1:39:13 PM
Attachments: AAF ltr to FRA.pdf


I sent the attached letter to the FRA.


Keep the faith!


Don
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21 November 2014 
 
Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 
 
Dear Mr. Winkle, 
 
I am writing this letter as a citizen of Florida and a resident of Sebastian on the Treasure 
Coast to express my opposition to the All Aboard Florida (AAF) passenger train project. 
 
I believe that the stated purpose of the AAF to carry passengers between Miami and 
Orlando is a ‘red herring‘.  Mass transportation systems for this purpose already exist.  
There has been no study prepared by a disinterested party that identifies additional 
transportation requirements between the two cities.  The proposed route of the AAF 
from its Palm Beach station due north through the Treasure Coast to Orlando is not 
even an approximation of the most direct route.  The disruptive impacts to the Treasure 
Coast communities will be manifest; yet, no significant mitigation approaches are 
identified. 
 
I have arrived at the conclusion that the AAF is a thinly disguised strategy to double the 
freight carrying capacity of Florida East Coast Railroad (FEC) to support anticipated 
future expanded requirements following completion of the Panama Canal project.  
Further, FEC proposes to finance this expansion with taxpayer money through either 
direct federal loans or federally backed loans. 
 
If the true purpose of the AAF is to carry passengers between Miami and Orlando, it 
should follow the most direct route through the relatively unpopulated interior of the 
state.   
 
If the ultimate purpose is to increase the freight carrying capacity between Miami and 
points north, build the railway to the west of the communities of the Treasure Coast 
which otherwise will be severely and negatively impacted by the increased train traffic. 
 
The State of Florida and the Federal Government control rights of way along the Florida 
Turnpike or Interstate 95 which could be bartered with FEC in exchange for its rights of 
way along US Highway 1.  Such an approach would eliminate the disruptive impacts to 
the Treasure Coast communities. 
 
Yours truly, 
 
 
 
Donald C. Buckingham 
105 Charles Ave 
Sebastian, FL 32958  
 
 













From: snewcomm@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard fl
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:16:08 AM


Please deny funding and permits for this project it will be devastating for
Stuart and Martin County
The project is not for passengers trains but Cargo from Panama
Thank you
Sally Newcomm
3412 SE Putnam Ct
Stuart Fl 34997
Come see what they are planning
Let them move the tracks out of town to the west
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From: Fred Ebner
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Fla - Fort Pierce - Stuart
Date: Monday, September 29, 2014 12:42:34 PM


 I grew up in Fort Pierce from 1944 to 1961, and lived in Stuart from 1999 to 2010. So I have a
 good idea what chaos a train passing thru can cause They talk about the trains passing thru so
 fast that the barriers won’t be closed that long.  There has to be a warning time before closing
 and they won’t open immediately when train is gone. Any delay by train passing thru a
 crossing causes major backups and traffic snarls that can back up on US1 in both towns. The
 Fort Pierce, Boston Street overpass was put in Fort Pierce due to the excessive RxR traffic
 cutting the town in half, but today many people use Orange Ave and Seaway Drive (AIA S) and
 Traffic backs up on US1 whenever a train passes thru.  In Stuart traffic on SW Joan Jefferson
 Way backs up onto US1 when a train passes.  


 A second thought is the time it takes to open and close railroad bridge, if it’s possible to open
 bridge in 15 min then do the math 15min X 2 (open&close) = 30min x 32 crossing a day= 960
 min / 60= 16  hours min, bridge closed. How soon before a high speed train arrives should it
 be lowered, that should add some time to the time closed?  And then you need to add time
 closed for a freight train or two for each day? 


I have always thought there should be a Train/ Monorail over the center of Turnpike.


Fred Ebner – 772 466 0042 - fle42@yahoo.com



mailto:fle42@yahoo.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Charles Besosa
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2014 9:36:43 AM


Dear John Winkle,
I am a resident of Stuart Florida and I am very dismayed that your company is
 pushing through a project that will hurt a lot of people. I live West of US 1 and I am a
 senior citizen and I go into Jensen Beach, Rio, and Stuart fairly regularly. When I do
 go into these towns it is necessary to cross the RR tracks. If AA Florida is as
 successful as your company is saying it will cause quite a bit of grief in our area as
 well as Vero, Ft. Pierce, Jupiter, Hobe Sound etc. My question is why didn't your
 company decide to go West...there is less population, therefore less impact on the
 population. Your plans do not include any stops on the Treasure Coast only impact.
 What about emergency... Fire, Police, Ambulance, etc.? What about the impact on
 our boating community? Your company is touting a great economic impact to our
 area...that I do not agree with at all.
I for one am against AA Florida.
Charles W. Besosa Jr.
1184 NW Spruce Ridge Drive
Stuart, Fl. 34994
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From: Matt Huey
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Opposed To All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:48:11 PM


I would like to voice my opposition to the plans of All Aboard Florida to implement high
 speed rail service along the east coast of Florida.  


This service will be a disruption to communities.


Orlando to Miami high speed rail, if implemented, would be much better served by utilizing
 Florida Turnpike and/or I-95 rights-of-way.


I also believe the review process has been skewed in the favor of All Aboard Florida.


Sincerely,
James Huey
2025 Buena Vista Blvd.
Vero Beach Fl 32960
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From: Alex and Jill Miller
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF NO!
Date: Wednesday, October 22, 2014 12:58:16 PM


As a Martin County resident I am very against the All Aboard Florida initiative for two main
 reasons.  First, the additional trains would be disruptive for vehicle and boat movement in
 Stuart.  Also, there are many examples of state supported passenger rail systems that over-
serve the demand for it.  AAF will likely end with a billion plus government load and when its
 unsuccessful due to lack of use, it will end up as another one of those mass transit failures
 supported by tax payers.


Thank you for your consideration.


Alex Miller
1281 SW Fast St
Palm City, FL 34990


  
 .
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From: Terry
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard florida not wanted in brevard county
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 5:36:56 PM


Your all aboard florida rail line is not needed nor wanted in brevard county. My husband and I purchased a mobile
 home in a retirement community 6 months ago and it is by the railroad tracks. The trains that run now are tolerable,
 but to increase them to18more each day each way is ridiculous. It is only going to increase traffic and safety
 concerns along with the constant noise issue. It is not going to help brevard county in ANY way. If this goes
 forward, you can purchase my home for a substantial amount and YOU can live there and put up with it!!!!! 
 Thanks but no thanks on the train!


Sent from my Verizon Wireless Device
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From: kmpr414
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Fla. Please don"t allow
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:40:09 AM


I an a resident of Jensen Beach Florida and I do not agree with the currant plan at all. My
 biggest fear is for the bridge over the st lucie river in Stuart will be closed for to long
thank you. 
Kimberly Reed
2551 NE Pinecrest Lakes Blvd
Jensen Beach , Florida 


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone
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From: pmcnerney@lindenmeyr.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: pmcnerney@lindenmeyr.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:14:38 PM


First, this service is totally unnecessary for the following reasons:


1) We already have a super highway system that connects Miami and Orlando.
2) Gas prices are low and getting lower.
3) Train travel requires parking at one end and securing local
transportation on the other end. This will add significant costs and time
to a route as short as Miami to Orlando.


Secondly, the service will be very disruptive to many of the areas it
passes through. I will use Stuart as an example:


1) It will bring zero benefit of any kind to Stuart.
2) It will cause major traffic congestion on the roads and waterways.
3) Have you seen the area where the tracks pass through Downtown Stuart?
The train would be a safety hazard and disrupt a major part of Stuart's
economy.


In closing, we can find much better uses for our tax dollars than backing
the loans required for this unwanted project.


Thank you,
Paul McNerney
Stuart, Fl
215-620-3430


Sent from my iPhone


Confidentiality Note: This transmission contains information intended for the exclusive use of the individual or
 entity to whom it is addressed and may contain information that is proprietary, confidential and\or exempt from
 disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the intended recipient (or an employee or agent responsible for
 delivering this transmission to the intended recipient), you are hereby notified that any copying, disclosure or
 distribution of this information may be subject to legal restriction or sanction. Please notify the sender by email of
 this occurrence.
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From: Joan Ann Brown
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Opposed to AAF
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 10:33:36 AM


I am opposed to AAF for many reasons.


Joan Ann Brown
2273 SW Estella Ter
Palm City, FL 34990
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From: Michael Scully
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF NOOOOOOO!!!!!!!
Date: Thursday, October 30, 2014 5:23:15 PM


I am a 35 year resident of Croissant Park, in Fort Lauderdale. I am opposed to the new train line that
 will take NOBODY to Orlando.
Who will use this train when the other trains are not even full?  
How many MORE times a day will I be stuck at the rail road crossing waiting to get across town?
How many noisy train horns will I hear all night long?
I am COMPLETELY opposed to this project!
Thank you, Diane Scully
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From: autosportsg
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Fla... NOT!!! attention John Winkle
Date: Thursday, December 4, 2014 10:09:22 AM


Not all aboard Fla
Dear Sir/Ma'am-
As a Martin County resident since 1974, small business owner, homeowner, and a registered
 voter (an Independent, strongly favoring the Republicans...), I must express my strong
 objection to the proposed “All Aboard Fla” program, some of the reasons being-
-Much added congestion on the roadways at RR crossings, due to the obvious.
-Impedance of water traffic, as above.
-Noise, affecting businesses and residences in close proximity to the tracks.
-Danger from high-speed trains, again obvious.
-Loss of business due to limited ability to travel east/west.
-Lowered property values, due to added noise and traffic through certain residential areas.
-Increased local travel times.
-Increased traffic on secondary roadways, not designed for through traffic, as local residents
 adjust their routes to avoid getting stopped at RR crossings
-Added response times of EMS, Fire, and Police, both Stuart & the County.


I live here because I like living here, and I have lived & worked within 300 yards of the FEC
 tracks for 40 years. I can attest to the fact that the present rail system is at the limit with
 freight traffic as it is, and the additional proposed high-speed passenger system has no
 business being used on a rail line that was set up over 100 years ago, especially when it runs
 directly through major Florida Cities which were nothing but pioneer towns at the time.
This proposed route is a complete negative in every respect for those that live, work, and
 vacation here, and does absolutely nothing to improve the local economy or quality of life.
 The motivation for the project is $$$ for private corporations/individuals, the essence of
 capitalism, which I support, but it shouldn't be at our expense.
Respectfully,
Glen Efinger
Stuart, Fla.
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From: Jean Boguth
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:25:18 PM


>
> This email may be categorized under "decreased real estate value". My husband and I will not keep our vacation
 home on the treasure coast, but will move elsewhere in the state where we will not have trains barreling through our
 town multiple 40+ times daily. The treasure coast is not a rail yard, and it's homes are extremely valuable real
 estate, not an inner city industrial area with no population. This is not the 1800's when there were no freeways
 around. Do not compare rail today to that earlier time in history. If this company wants more rail, move it west
 where there is empty land, no matter the cost. It is long term benefit that should be considered, not the fact that
 there is already track laid on coast. Shame on the government for allowing this plan to go forward.
> Jean and Mike Boguth
> 1357NE Ocean Blvd
> Stuart, Fl 34996
> 038431 River Park Dr
> Sterling Hts MI 48313
>
> Sent from my iPad
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From: autosportsg
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: AAF NOT!!!
Date: Tuesday, September 23, 2014 1:27:53 PM


FYI copies below of several letters which I have written.
I think that my points are clear.
If I am misunderstanding anything, please advise.
Cheers,
Glen Efinger
Stuart Fl.


30Aug
To


rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com
John.Winkle@DOT.Gov
Bill@billnelson.senate.gov
Greg_Langowski@rubio.senate.gov
CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov
and 10 more...


No All Aboard Fla
Dear Sir/Ma'am-
Just to clarify up-front, before I get to the point, I am very much against AAF, for all of
 the commonly offered (good) reasons, (as compared to the proponents and their
 glossy pictures and excuses, AAF IS a for-profit enterprise), plus the fact that the
 living room window in my nice home in Martin County is approx 200 yards from, &
 facing, the FEC rail line; well there goes more of my property value, in a continued
 stagnant market...
Having stated my personal position on it, and trying to keep an open mind and an
 objective perspective on it, I have a question, and possibly something to consider, if it
 hasn't already been done, which may settle some of the dispute re how much
 disruption will there be to local road & waterways due to the frequent crossing
 closings. A real-world "impact" test would consist of simply closing all of the
 crossings in sequence to simulate the normal proposed schedule daily, over the
 course of a week or so, just so we would all know just how much the traffic will be
 impacted, and then we can stop with all the rhetoric. This would likely have to be
 done with advance public notice, but would have to be done accurately, no
 "cheating" just because it's a test. 
Thank you for your consideration, please forward this letter as appropriate, and again,
 apologies if this has already been done, proposed or planned.
Respectfully,
Glen Efinger
a registered voter
Stuart Fl


From: autosportsg [mailto:autosportsg@bellsouth.net] 
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Sent: Wednesday, April 16, 2014 12:23 PM
To: Governor Rick Scott
Subject: NOT All Aboard Fla
 


Subject- Not all aboard Fla
To- Governor Rick Scott


Dear Sir-
As a Martin County resident since 1974, small business owner, homeowner, and a
 registered voter (an Independent, strongly favoring the Republicans...), I must express my
 strong objection to the proposed “All Aboard Fla” program, some of the reasons being:
-Much added congestion on the roadways at RR crossings, due to the obvious.
-Impedance of water traffic, as above.
-Noise, affecting businesses and residences in close proximity to the tracks.
-Danger from high-speed trains, again obvious.
-Loss of business due to limited ability to travel east/west.
-Lowered property values, due to added noise and traffic through certain residential areas.
-Increased local travel times.
-Increased traffic on secondary roadways, not designed for through traffic, as local
 residents adjust their routes to avoid getting stopped at RR crossings
-Added response times of EMS, Fire, and Police, both Stuart & the county.
 
I live here because I like living here, and I have lived & worked within 300 yards of the FEC
 tracks for 40 years. I can attest to the fact that the present rail system is at the limit with
 freight traffic as it is, and the additional proposed high-speed passenger system has no
 business being used on a rail line that was set up over 100 years ago, especially when it
 runs directly through major East Florida cities, which were nothing but pioneer towns at the
 time.
This proposed route is a complete negative in every respect for those that live, work, and
 vacation here, and does absolutely nothing to improve the local economy or quality of life.
 The motivation for the project is $$$ for private corporations/individuals, the essence of
 capitalism, which I support, but it shouldn't be at our expense.
Respectfully,
Glen Efinger
Stuart, Fla.








From: Edward L Peabody
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Floria
Date: Sunday, November 9, 2014 5:36:59 PM


As a resident of St Lucie County and Port St Lucie, I find it unconscionable that a project as
disruptive as this is basically rubberstamped simply because you have enough money to
just walk over the desires of the people affected.


It is bad enough that you will disrupt boating and vehicle traffic along the Treasure Coast
but that safety and noise concerns appear to be unimportant in your plans. You are not 
even respectful enough to place a station in this area which might at least bring some 
economic benefit.


It appears your dog and pony show is just to appease and not really absorb and change your
plans in any way.


If it is unclear, I am raising in the strongest way possible, my objections to the concept of
All Aboard Florida without further study, consideration and modification of said plans.


Sincerely,
Edward L Peabody
1711 SW Jamesport Dr
Port St Lucie, FL 34953


_______________________________________________________________
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From: marie
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:29:43 PM


As a Martin County resident, I object to the expansion of rail traffic, passenger and freight. 
 The impact of long trains through the center of town will kill a lovely small town.  It will
 delay trips to the hospital for many, many people.  There will be catastrophic results on
 people lives, deaths and lawsuits.  A western route would work.
 
Marie Flaherty
772 631-9065
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From: carolannetn50@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF No Good for East Coast
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 12:04:40 PM


If this issue was put to a vote, it would not get approved.  To have so many trains running through our
 towns would
disrupt life for all the residents in every way possible.  In this town of Vero Beach the only hospital is just
 east of the
railroad tracks, if a train was stuck there as so often happens a person could die waiting for the train to
 move.
 
There are tracks out west, far out in a more isolated part of the state.  Why not use them?  Especially if
 they plan
to run from Orlando to Miami with no stations for miles until closer to the Miami area.  To use a federal
 loan which
is tax payer money for some thing that would not even afford most of us any good should be illegal.
 
Re think your plans and stop this train before it starts. C. Eaton, Vero Beach, Fl.
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From: Sherry Plymale
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 11:32:50 PM


To whom it may concern,
Among the myriad of lifestyle disruptions, the most onerous for the community of Stuart are 1. the St. Lucie River
 train bridge which is aged beyond a normal lifespan cannot safely sustain such an enormous increase in use 2. The
 safe transport of the sick and endangered across the many railroad crossings by ambulance to reach the hospitals. 3.
 The safe passage of children on school buses across the increased traffic of the RR crossings. 4. The negative
 economic impact on the revitalized downtown of Stuart, FL.


The process used by the FEC, All Aboard Florida, and all of the federal government agencies involved with this
 project suggest that transparency and/or concern for citizens or local government input has been nil.


As a taxpayer of the USA, I do not want one penny of government dollars to be lent to, secure a loan, give a grant,
 provide a tax break to the FEC, ANY OF ITS SUBSIDIARIES, OR ALL ABOARD FLORIDA or in anyway
 support this project.


If either the government or the railroad cared about the communities along this rail line and the disruption that the
 increased traffic will cause, it would be moved west beside the Florida Turnpike where it would be welcomed.
Sherry Plymale


Sent from my iPad
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From: Craig Cochran
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florid
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 12:13:02 PM


 
To Whom It May Concern:
 
A ten year resident of the Treasure Coast, I have watched as All Aboard Florida has progressed
 to this point and frankly, with the possible exception of "Obamacare", I have never seen a
 bigger "railroading" job since I was a young adult over 45 years ago.  It seems clear to me that
 the concerns of the people who do not want the railroad and increased rail traffic running
 through the Treasure Coast are viewed as an irrelevant obstacle by the pro-AAF interests in
 both the political and business sectors.  
 
In any endeavor such as this involving the communities and people of any geographic area of
 our nation, the rights and well-being of the people should be the first, not the last
 consideration of those who are promoting a position.  It seems very clear that the AAF people
 have decided to run the railroad through the communities of the Treasure Coast with little or
 no regard for the interests of the people who reside there.  Money is the issue and they have
 concluded that they, not the people, will determine what is in the best interest of the State of
 Florida (despite the fact that the residents and businesses of the Treasure Coast will gain
 nothing) and that they will utilize any strategy or tactic necessary to achieve approval. 
 Perhaps the most disheartening element of all of this is that most Treasure Coast dwellers
 would be happy to accept the plan if the pathway of AAF was further West, thereby avoiding
 most of the problems the people are concerned about.  That way, the damage to the people
 who have resided here would be avoided and the people who move into the relatively
 "uninhabited" west of here would have a chance to factor the railroad into their deliberations
 before they made a decision to move here.
 
Instead of developing an acceptable compromise however, the promoters of AAF have
 stonewalled, manipulated the truth and have show a level of obnoxious disregard for the
 people that is almost beyond belief.  Virtually everyone I know of wants AAF in its present
 form blocked.  Even the politicians have taken notice and, for the most part, indicated they
 feel the same way.
 
Although the technical requirements of his process may have been followed, it is clear that the
 powers who will benefit financially are skilled at manipulating the process in a way that defies
 the interests of the people.  This is why there is so much mistrust of government and those
 who promote programs such as All Aboard Florida.  It's time for them to work with the people
 - not against them.
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Sincerely,
 
Craig Cochran
 
Port Saint Lucie, Florida
 
 








From: Paul Bernard
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: psbernard; LAZ
Subject: AAF OPINION
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 5:20:01 PM


Good Day!


I am ALL 4 AAF!!!
The sooner the better!!!
Born in Ft. Lauderdale and have been in Martin County for over 15 years.
Would like to ride this train before I'm DEAD!


Regards, Paul Bernard


p.s. …didn't the voters of THIS state vote FOR the high speed rail just
 before Rick Scott came on board?
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From: Jay Roth
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 1:15:50 AM


We are against the railroad. We don’t want a fast train that services two or three METRO  cities. We
 don’t need any more DANGEROUS crossings in our area. If these people down South want to go to
 Disney World and the other attractions in the Orlando area, let them take the turnpike or I-75. This
 bundle of money can be well spent many other areas. The economy sucks at this time, people are
 out of work and struggle to get by.
 
We don’t say NO ,but HELL NO.
 
ftlaudff@comcast.net



mailto:ftlaudff@comcast.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Frank Hayden
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida EIS issues CG number USCG-2014-0937.
Date: Wednesday, November 12, 2014 1:58:39 PM
Attachments: 4.1.3-C Navigation Discipline Report.pdf


I am a home owner living on the ST Lucie river directly impacted by this proposed train. The EIS
 impacts on the St Lucie River bridge and navigation are very misleading and show low to no impact
 with these new trains. This is totally wrong as any reasonable person would know. The focus was
 strictly on the closing times; the report conclusion of the trains having no or low impact is untrue .It
 will now happen 42 times a day versus 10, with a cycle time of 17 minutes means bridge is closed 12
 hours a day; majority is daytime. The AMEC engineers only focused on actual time to close then
 reopen but not he critical total down time. While I know it there are “commitments” to repair; the
 condition of the lifting mechanism is horrible; breaks every several weeks and without a major
 repair project it will break much more often.
I know your group are subject matter experts but I cannot conceive of these trains reaching 76  MPH
 through Stuart with the turns and crossing they have to make; this speed is justifying the short close
 and open times. I think it is wrong and the cycle times will be far longer; bridge will be closed longer
 per day.
I am concerned not just with recreation but the safety of people on the water past the bridge; the
 Coast Guard; Florida Wildlife Commission and Martin County sheriff marine division have to access
 through the bridges for safety; rescue and law enforcement on the ST Lucie and Okeechobee
 waterway. The study totally understated the need for commercial and other traffic to be able to
 proceed to or from the Lake and cross Florida.
My request is a standard time every hour where the bridge is open; same as required at busy
 waterway  crossings; if we can rely on a certain time we will have to adjust; I am generally all for
 progress but for everyone’s interest there has to me much work done on the bridge workings and
 established times opening’s/ closings.
 
Frank E. Hayden
Hayden Professional Services, Inc
7873 SW Ellipse Way
Stuart, FL 34997
772 781 1502-Off
772 781 1512-Fax
772 485-5990-Cell
CGC 1512288
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Executive Summary 



All Aboard Florida-Operations, LLC (AAF) has prepared this Navigation Discipline Report to evaluate 
the effect of its proposed passenger rail service on maritime traffic and the marine industry at three 
operable bridges located within the existing freight rail corridor operated by Florida East Coast 
Railway, LLC (FECR) in south Florida (corridor).  This Navigation Discipline Report provides details 
of the proposed project, current and proposed freight and passenger rail service within the corridor, 
the location and operation of three operable bridges, and a summary of findings.  



ES.1 Project Description 



The proposed AAF project (Proposed Action), will consist of a 235-mile intercity passenger rail 
service connecting Miami and Orlando International Airport (MCO). It will include the following two 
connected corridors and a new Vehicle Maintenance Facility (VMF): 



 A Miami-to-Cocoa corridor (North-South Corridor) that includes approximately 195 miles of rail 
improvements between Miami and Cocoa, Florida, within an existing, active freight rail right-of-
way (ROW). 



 An east-west corridor (East-West Corridor) of approximately 40 miles from Cocoa to Orlando, 
generally parallel to the existing State Road 528 (SR 528 or Beachline Expressway), which 
would extend the service to MCO).  The new VMF is proposed at MCO.    



This Navigation Discipline Report focuses on three operable bridges located within the existing 
FECR Corridor, between Miami and West Palm Beach. These include the New River Bridge in 
Broward County, the Loxahatchee River Bridge in Palm Beach County, and the St. Lucie River 
Bridge in Martin and St. Lucie Counties. These locations were selected for evaluation because they 
are located over navigable waters, and their operations (opening and closing) affect maritime traffic.  



ES.2 Navigation Study Purpose and Methodology 



The purpose of this study is to provide navigational information for consideration by the United 
States Coast Guard (USCG) to allow informed decision-making on the Proposed Action.



1
 This 



evaluation considers the potential for environmental, economic and navigational effects associated 
with the Proposed Action. More specifically, this study estimates the extent to which the projected 
changes in bridge closure frequency and duration due to the Proposed Action might affect 
commercial and recreational vessels traversing FECR’s moveable bridges at the New River, 
Loxahatchee River, and the St. Lucie River. 



This study considers data presented in previous traffic studies performed by others, and includes 
detailed analyses and simulation modeling results based on current and future freight train 
operations, proposed passenger rail and recent boat traffic surveys. These studies and analyses 
include: 



 Literature reviews of vessel traffic studies conducted at each bridge; 



 Summaries of 2014 vessel traffic surveys gathered through video assessments; 



 Summaries of bridge closure data; 



 A detailed analysis of the existing vessel traffic and bridge schedules; 



 A detailed analysis of the marine industry at each bridge; 



 Socioeconomic analyses; and 



 Results from a discrete-event simulation model of vessel traffic.  



These data were used to complete an analysis comparing the No-Build Alternative (as defined in 
Table ES-1 below) to the Proposed Action. The No-Build Alternative evaluated as part of this 
analysis involves no changes to the rail infrastructure within the FECR Corridor beyond those that 



                                                   
1
 United States Coast Guard (USCG) Bridge Program. Reasonable Needs of Navigation: White Paper. Version 1.1, 



October 5, 2012 
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are currently planned and funded, no new rail line construction within the East-West Corridor, and 
considers expected growth of freight traffic. 



ES.3 Description of Proposed Action and Effects Determinations at Each Operable Bridge 



The effect determination for each bridge was assessed considering the potential to impact identified 
navigational needs, as per USCG guidance (Section 2.6.1), of the No-Build Alternative, the 
Proposed Action and the Combined Effect (defined as the Proposed Action combined with freight 
traffic that is projected to exist within the FECR Corridor in 2016). A summary of the descriptions for 
the No-Build Alternative and Proposed Action for each bridge is described in Table ES-1.  
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Table ES-1. Description of No-Build Alternative and Proposed Action 



Actions 
Considered 



Bridge Description 



No-Build 
Alternative 



Same for all bridges 



- No changes to the rail infrastructure will occur within the FECR 
Corridor beyond those that are currently planned and funded, and 
no new rail construction within the East-West Corridor. 



- Daily operation frequency at the three bridges includes a 
projected increase to 20 freight trains by 2016 with a 3% growth 
per year thereafter in operations. 



Proposed Action 



New River  
Bridge 



- Will include rail infrastructure work, which will not change the 
vertical clearance or footprint of the bridge that accommodates 
two tracks over the entire span.  



- Daily operation frequency includes 32 passenger trains per day. 



Loxahatchee River 
Bridge 



- Will include rail infrastructure work which will not change the 
vertical clearance or footprint of the bridge to restore the double-
tracks over the entire span of the bridge. 



- Daily operation frequency includes 32 passenger trains per day. 



St. Lucie River 
Bridge 



- Will include rail infrastructure work, which will not change the 
vertical clearance or footprint of the bridge that currently 
accommodates a single track over the entire span. 



- Daily operation frequency includes 32 passenger trains per day. 



 



The criteria defined for the effects determination on meeting reasonable needs of navigation for the 
No-Build Alternative, the Proposed Action, and the Combined Effect are summarized in Table ES-2. 
As the study shows, there are no major or enhanced impacts and those few moderate impacts will 
become minor or minimal or will be eliminated altogether with readily achievable mitigation. 
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Table ES-2. Description of Impacts to Navigation for Effect Determinations During Peak Hours for Vessel 
Traffic 



Impact 



Description of Impact to Navigation 



Vessel Passage 



Queue Length and 
Probability 



Extended Closure 
Times Economic Impact 



No Impact Alternative results in no 
change in vessel that 
experience a wait 
during peak traffic hours  



Alternative results in 
no change in vessel 
queue length during 
peak traffic hours  



Alternative results in no 
increase in bridge 
closure times during 
peak traffic hours  



Alternative results in no 
economic impact to 
marine industry as a 
result of longer wait 
times during peak 
vessel traffic hours  



Minimal Alternative results in 
slight changes not 
expected to be 
measureable in % of 
vessels that experience 
a wait during peak 
traffic hours  



Alternative results in 
slight changes not 
expected to be 
measureable in vessel 
queue length during 
peak traffic hours  



Alternative results in 
slight changes not 
expected to be 
measureable for bridge 
closure times during 
peak traffic hours  



Alternative results in 
slight changes (< 0.1% 
change) not expected 
to be measureable to 
marine industry as a 
result of longer wait 
times during peak 
vessel traffic hours  



Minor Alternative results in 
<25% of vessels that 
experience a wait 
during peak traffic hours  



Alternative results in 
an increase in vessel 
queue lengths >10 
with a probability 
<2.5% during peak 
traffic hours  



Alternative results in 
single bridge closure 
times that are < 30 
minutes long during 
peak traffic hours  



Alternative results in a 
> 0.1% but < 1% 
increase in the cost of 
waiting compared to the 
marine industry value 



Moderate Alternative results in 
>25% but <40% of 
vessels that experience 
a wait during peak 
traffic hours  



Alternative results in 
an increase in vessel 
queue lengths >10 
with a probability 
>2.5% but <5% during 
peak traffic hours  



Probability that 
Alternative will results in 
single bridge closure 
times that are ≥30 and 
≤45 minutes long during 
peak traffic is less than 
1% 



Alternative results in a 
> 1% but < 5% increase 
in the cost of waiting 
compared to the marine 
industry value 



Major Alternative results in 
>40% of vessels that 
experience a wait 
during peak traffic hours  



Alternative results in 
an increase in vessel 
queue lengths >10 
with a probability >5% 
peak traffic hours  



Probability that 
Alternative will results in 
single bridge closure 
times that are ≥30 and 
≤45 minutes long during 
peak traffic is more than 
1% 



Alternative results in a 
> 5% increase in the 
cost of waiting 
compared to the marine 
industry value 



Enhanced Alternative results in a 
decrease in number of 
vessels that wait during 
peak traffic hours  



Alternative results in a 
decrease in queue 
lengths during peak 
traffic hours  



Alternative results in a 
decrease in bridge 
closures times during 
peak traffic hours  



Alternative results in a 
decrease in cost of 
waiting as a result of 
longer wait times during 
peak vessel traffic 
hours  



 



In order to establish the effects determinations based on the criteria above, measurable and 
predictable operational parameters were utilized to analyze potential impacts to navigational needs 
and the local marine industry.  The operational parameters include: 



 Vessel Passage:  This criterion allows for a comparison of the overall number of vessels that will 
be delayed when traversing each bridge location under each operating scenario.  Lower 
percentages for this parameter would result in less impact.  



 Queue Length and Probability: This parameter is based on the probability that a queue length of 
10 boats or greater will occur during a bridge closure.  A lower probability of occurrence is 
considered to have less effect.   



 Extended Closure Times: This parameter considers the length of individual closure times for 
each bridge location during peak traffic hours.  Individual closure durations (as compared to total 
daily closure times) are useful for determining vessel wait times and queue lengths.    
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 Economic Impact: The aforementioned criteria, along with economic data specific to the marine 
industry and local jurisdiction, are used to estimate economic impacts to the marine industry due 
to changes in vessel wait times.  This estimate includes potential impacts to boaters, the marine 
industry (such as marinas) and non-marine industry businesses (such as local stores). 



It should be noted that these criteria were evaluated utilizing data from periods of peak vessel traffic 
estimates to provide a conservative evaluation.  Key findings of the navigational study are 
summarized below.    



ES.4 Key Findings 



Results from vessel simulation and economic models performed for the three operable bridges 
allowed for identification of economic and navigational effects of projected increases in freight 
operations and the addition of passenger rail operations. Table ES-3 summarizes key findings prior 
to mitigation for peak vessel traffic periods.  During these periods, more vessels will be required to 
wait at each bridge location.  However, average wait times are reduced at all three bridge locations.  
The effect on costs to the marine industry will minimally decrease at the New River and Loxahatchee 
River Bridges and minimally increase at the St. Lucie Bridge.    



In addition, the likelihood of a 30+ minute bridge closure at any of the three operable bridges is 
unlikely, with less than 1% probability of such a closure occurring. 



Furthermore, there is a 90% probability that a single vessel will not have a wait time of greater than 
12.2 minutes at the New River Bridge, 9.8 minutes at the Loxahatchee River Bridge, and 17.6 
minutes at the St. Lucie River Bridge. 



Table ES-3. Summary of Key Findings for the Combined Effect (Freight plus Passenger Rail) Prior to 
Mitigation. A Decrease in Change from the No-build indicates the Combined Effect has a 
Positive Effect on the Criteria Listed.  An Increase in Change from the No-Build indicates the 
Combined Effect has a Negative Effect on the Criteria Listed. 



New River Bridge 



 
Combined Effect* 



Freight+Passenger 
Change from  



No-Build 



Average Wait for Vessels Waiting (minutes) 6.3 Decrease 1.6 



Most Likely Vessel Wait Time; >90% Probability of 
Occurring (minutes) 



12.2 Decrease 4.2 



Estimated Cost to Marine Industry as Percentage of 
Industry (percent) 



0.0029 
Decrease 



0.0094 



Loxahatchee River Bridge 



 
Combined Effect* 



Freight+Passenger 
Change from  



No-Build 



Average Wait for Vessels Waiting (minutes) 5.7 Decrease 3.7 



Most Likely Vessel Wait Time; >90% Probability of 
Occurring (minutes) 



9.8 Decrease 6.9 



Estimated Cost to Marine Industry as Percentage of 
Industry (percent) 



0.0156 
Decrease 



0.0032 



St. Lucie River Bridge 



 
Combined Effect* 



Freight+Passenger 
Change from  



No-Build 



Average Wait for Vessels Waiting (minutes) 8.1 Decrease 1.8 



Most Likely Vessel Wait Time; >90% Probability of 
Occurring (minutes) 



17.6 Decrease 0.7 



Estimated Cost to Marine Industry as Percentage of 
Industry (percent) 



0.0167 Increase 0.007 



* Effect determination prior to mitigation measures 



The findings of this study indicate that the Proposed Action does not have a major socioeconomic, 
navigational or maritime delay impact on any of the three operable bridges based on the areas of 
required evaluation by the USCG.  Furthermore, the application of proposed mitigation measures 
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would enable any identified impacts to be reduced to a level equal or better than the No-Build 
Alternative conditions.   



The following section describes mitigation options being considered by AAF to further reduce 
impacts to navigation at each bridge location.   



ES.5 Mitigation 



Overall, impacts from the No-Build and Proposed Action range from minimal to moderate. The level 
of impacts associated with the Proposed Action can be reduced or eliminated through mitigation 
options. With the use of appropriate mitigation alternatives, the effects of the Proposed Action can 
be reduced to those expected for the No-Build (minimal to minor impacts), and for select effects 
criteria, it could be reduced to conditions better than those expected for the No-Build.  



Mitigation options being considered by AAF to improve operations at the New River Bridge, 
Loxahatchee River Bridge, and St. Lucie River Bridge include: 



 Addition of a tender at the New River Bridge to allow better communication with commercial 
vessels. 



 Develop a schedule for the down times of the bridge for passenger rail service.   



 Provide public access to the bridge closure schedules in an internet-accessible format.  
Schedules for each bridge may be posted on the AAF website and/or the USCG website. This 
will allow the boating community to plan their trips to avoid wait times and related costs 
associated with the Proposed Action. 



 Implement a notification sign/signal/horn at each bridge location with count downs to indicate the 
times at which the bridge will begin to close and open. 



 Develop formal contact with first responders and emergency personnel. 



 Develop coordination plans between AAF and local authorities during peak vessel travel times 
on holidays and major public events. 



 Develop coordination plans between AAF and the USCG to promote communication with the 
commercial and recreational boating communities. 



The results of the mitigation measures being considered are summarized in Table ES-4. 
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Table ES-4. Effect of Proposed Action to Navigational Needs at New River, Loxahatchee River and 
St. Lucie River After Mitigation 



Effect Determination Criteria
 a



 



 
New River 



after Mitigation 



Loxahatchee 
River after 
Mitigation 



St. Lucie River 
after Mitigation 



Obstruction of passage 
% of vessels that wait 
Queue length 
Extended closure times 



Minor Minimal Minor 



Most navigationally limiting structure 
% of vessels that wait 
Queue length 
Extended closure times 



Minor Minimal Minor 



Impacts to jobs, economic growth and development 
Economic Impacts 



No Impact  No Impact No Impact 



Economic impacts to existing or planned 
commercial/industrial developments 



Economic Impacts 
No Impact No Impact No Impact 



Impacts to unique or critical infrastructure No impact (N/A) No impact (N/A) No impact (N/A) 



Impacts to USACE transit ability 
% of vessels that wait 
Queue length 
Extended closure times 



Minor Minimal Minor 



Impacts to USCG transit ability 
% of vessels that wait 
Queue length 
Extended closure times 



Minor Minimal Minor 



Impacts to existing and future cruise ship ports-of-
call/terminals 



No impact No impact No impact 



Impacts to commercial freighters No impact (N/A) No impact (N/A) No impact (N/A) 



Impacts to ports supporting post-panamax vessels No impact (N/A) No impact (N/A) No impact (N/A) 



Impacts to vessels that produce unique products for the 
region 



No impact (N/A) No impact (N/A) No impact (N/A) 



Impacts to vessels that require tug boats 
% of vessels that wait 
Queue length 
Extended closure times 



No impact No impact No impact 



Impacts to proposed commercial vessels as a result of 
proposed development 



Minimal Minimal Minimal 



Ability of vessels to adjust operations without significant 
economic loss in order to transit the Proposed Action 



No impact (N/A) No impact (N/A) No impact (N/A) 



Availability of alternative routes for vessel passage No impact (N/A) No impact (N/A) No impact (N/A) 



Ability of vessels to transit at typical lower water stages No Impact No Impact No Impact 



Note: 
a 
Effect determination for factors to be considered by the USCG was determined based on the identified criteria in italics of 
either % of vessels that wait, queue length, economic impacts and extended bridge closures or a combination of these 
criteria.  



The overall effect determination reflects the highest impact of the combined impact determination criteria of each 
category. 



As presented in the table above, and detailed in the following Navigational Study, there are no major 
impacts to the marine industry and/or to vessels traversing the New River, Loxahatchee River, and 
St. Lucie River Bridges anticipated as a result of the Proposed Action. 
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1.0  Introduction 



1.1 Purpose and Need for Navigation Analysis 



All Aboard Florida-Operations, LLC (AAF) has prepared this Navigation Discipline Report to evaluate 
the effect of its proposed passenger rail service on maritime traffic and the marine industry at three 
operable bridge locations within the existing freight rail corridor operated by Florida East Coast 
Railway, LLC (FECR) between Miami and Cocoa (corridor). The Navigation Discipline Report 
provides details of the proposed project, current and proposed freight and passenger rail service 
within the corridor, the location and operation of three operable bridges and a summary of findings.  



1.2 Project Description 



The proposed AAF project (Proposed Action), will consist of a 235-mile intercity passenger rail 
service connecting Miami and Orlando International Airport (MCO). It will include the following two 
connected corridors and a new Vehicle Maintenance Facility (VMF): 



 The Miami-to-Cocoa corridor (North-South Corridor), a north-south alignment that includes 
approximately 195 miles of rail improvements within an existing, active freight rail right-of-way 
(ROW); and 



 The east-west corridor (East-West Corridor), extending approximately 40 miles from Cocoa to 
Orlando, and generally parallel to the existing State Road 528 (SR 528 or Beachline 
Expressway), which would extend passenger service to MCO, where the new VMF would be 
constructed.  



This Navigation Discipline Report (NDR) focuses on three operable bridges located within the 
existing FECR Corridor, between Miami and Cocoa. These include the New River Bridge in Broward 
County, the Loxahatchee River Bridge in Palm Beach County, and the St. Lucie River Bridge in 
Martin County. These locations were selected for evaluation because they are located over 
navigable waters, and their operations (i.e., opening and closing) directly affect maritime traffic.  



The purpose of this study is to provide information for consideration by both the Federal Railroad 
Administration (FRA) and the United States Coast Guard (USCG) to allow informed decision-making 
on the Proposed Action.



2
 The USCG, in its June 2, 2014 letter



3
, supports including the NDR as “an 



attachment to the DEIS as it informs the choice of alternatives for analysis.” 



This NDR considers the potential for environmental, economic, and navigational impacts associated 
with the Proposed Action. More specifically this study estimates the extent to which the projected 
increase in bridge closure time due to the Proposed Action will affect the commercial and 
recreational vessels traversingFECR’s operable bridges at the New River, Loxahatchee River, 
and/or St. Lucie River. This report presents: 



 Literature reviews of vessel traffic studies conducted at each bridge; 



 Summaries of 2014 vessel traffic surveys gathered through video assessments; 



 Summaries of bridge closure data; 



 A detailed analysis of existing vessel traffic and bridge operations data; 



 A socioeconomic analysis of the marine industry in the vicinity of each bridge; and 



 Results from a discrete-event simulation model of vessel traffic.  



These data were used to complete an analysis comparing a No-Build Alternative to the Proposed 
Action. The No-Build Alternative involves: 



                                                   
2
 United States Coast Guard (USCG) Bridge Program. Reasonable Needs of Navigation: White Paper. Version 1.1, 



October 5, 2012 
3
 USCG. Letter to the author. June 2, 2014. TS. 
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 No changes to the rail infrastructure within the FECR Corridor beyond those that are currently 
planned and funded; 



 No new rail infrastructure within the East-West Corridor; and 



 Consideration of expected growth of freight to an average of 20 trains per day by 2016. 



1.3 Cases Evaluated for Navigation Study 



The following four cases (Sections 1.3.1 through 1.3.4) were analyzed to evaluate potential impacts 
due to the Proposed Action. 



1.3.1 Existing Conditions 



There are three existing operable bridges located within the Project Area. These include the New 
River Bridge in Broward County, the Loxahatchee River Bridge in Palm Beach County, and the St. 
Lucie River Bridge in Martin County. All three of these operable bridges remain in the open position 
to allow for vessel traffic passage except for when freight trains approach. Existing (2013) freight 
operations consist of freight trains that average 8,150 feet in length, and are comprised of two 
locomotives (each 89 feet long) and 101 rail cars (each 79 feet long). According to historical trends 
obtained from the FRA Crossing Inventory, approximately half of the freight operations occur at night 
(10 pm to 7 am), and half during the day (7 am to 10 pm). Daily operation frequency includes an 
average of 10 bridge closures to allow for the passage of approximately 10 to 13 freight trains, at 
average speeds of 22.6 miles per hour (mph) in Broward County, 30.3 mph in Palm Beach County, 
and 32.0 mph in Martin County.  



These FECR bridges are not tended, but remain open with green lights illuminated indicating that 
marine vessels may pass. When a train approaches, the lights flash red and a horn sounds four 
blasts, pauses, and then continues four blasts. After eight minutes, the FECR bridges go down and 
lock, provided the scanning equipment reveals nothing under the draw. The draw remains down for 
a period of eight minutes or for as long as the track circuit is occupied. After the train has cleared, 
FECR bridges open and the lights return to green. 



All train operations are controlled by FECR’s dispatch center in Jacksonville. This includes both train 
scheduling and bridge operations. It has been observed that bridges occasionally remain closed 
when not required to facilitate train crossing.  These bridges are sometimes down due to required 
maintenance as the FECR needs to inspect the bridge, tracks and signal systems.   



1.3.2 No-Build Alternative 



The No-Build Alternative evaluated as part of this analysis involves no changes to the rail 
infrastructure within the FECR Corridor beyond those that are currently planned and funded, and no 
new rail construction within the East-West Corridor. The upgrades to the FECR Corridor 
contemplated as part of the Proposed Action would not occur in the near term as part of the No-Build 
Alternative; however, under the No-Build Alternative, freight operations by FECR would continue and 
are expected to increase in frequency.  Historically, FECR operated 24 daily trains in 2006, and had 
projected growth of 5-7% between today and 2016.   However, in light of delays in the expansion of 
the Panama Canal and other factors, it is now expected that freight operations will increase to 20 
trains per day by 2016, and at a 3% annual growth after 2016. As such, the No-Build Alternative 
assumes an increase to 20 freight trains in 2016, with operations at the three operable bridges at 
average speeds of 22.6 mph in Broward County, 30.3 mph in Palm Beach County, and 32.0 mph in 
Martin County by 2016. Projected 2016 operations are used for analyzing potential impacts of the 
Proposed Action because they coincide with the proposed start-up of AAF’s passenger rail service. 



1.3.3 Proposed Action 



The Proposed Action will cross the three operable bridges located within the Project Area: the New 
River Bridge in Broward County, the Loxahatchee River Bridge in Palm Beach County, and the St. 
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Lucie River Bridge in Martin County. The proposed modification to the New River Bridge 
contemplated as part of the Proposed Action includes rail infrastructure work, which will not change 
the vertical clearance or footprint of this double-track bridge. There are no plans to modify the bridge 
foundations located in the New River as part of the Proposed Action.  



The proposed modifications to the Loxahatchee River Bridge contemplated as part of the Proposed 
Action includes rail infrastructure work, which will not change the vertical clearance but will restore 
and upgrade the double-tracks over the entire span. In addition, the bridge foundations located in the 
Loxahatchee River will not be modified by the Proposed Action.  



The proposed modification to the St. Lucie River Bridge contemplated as part of the Proposed Action 
includes rail infrastructure work, which will not change the vertical clearance or footprint of the bridge 
that currently accommodates a single track. Providing a double-tracked bridge in this area would 
have required construction of a new adjacent bridge, a second-track and associated ballasts over 
the span of this long bridge, which  is not planned as a part of this Proposed Action. Instead, this 
bridge will remain single-tracked.  As such, the bridge foundations located in the St. Lucie River will 
not be modified by the Proposed Action for which AAF plans to complete upgrades to the FECR 
track on the St. Lucie River Bridge.  



Table 1.1-1. Bridge Modifications under the Proposed Action 



Bridge Proposed Modification 
Change to Vertical / 



Footprint Dimensions 



New River Bridge Upgrade existing double track  None 



Loxahatchee River Bridge 
Restore and upgrade previously 



existing double track 
None 



St. Lucie River Bridge Upgrade existing single track  None 



 



The use of all three operable bridges by AAF as part of the Proposed Action will result in an increase 
in the number of times per day that the bridges would need to close to allow for the passage of 
trains. However, the rail infrastructure improvements being considered as part of the Proposed 
Action (including the installation of new track with new ballast and ties, new turn outs and upgrades 
to existing turn outs, double tracking, and grade crossings) will serve to increase the speed at which 
trains may cross the bridges, thereby reducing the total closure time necessary for each train 
crossing of each bridge and increasing safety. As shown in Table 1.1-2, average speeds for the 
Proposed Action will be approximately 61 mph for passenger trains and 38 mph for freight trains in 
Broward County, approximately 76 mph for passenger trains and 39 mph for freight trains in Palm 
Beach County, and approximately 77 mph for passenger trains and 36 mph for freight trains in 
Martin County. A summary of bridge operations for these waterways can be found in USCG rule 33 
Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 114 -118 for operable bridges.  



Table 1.1-2. Average Speeds of Passenger and Freight Trains 



County 



No-Build Proposed Action 



Freight (mph) 
Passenger Train Speed 



(mph) 
Freight Train Speed 



(mph) 



Broward 23 61 38 



Palm Beach 33 76 39 



Martin 32 77 36 



 



1.3.4 Combined Effect – Proposed Action with Improved Freight 



Infrastructure improvements in the Proposed Action will enable track speeds to increase for freight 
rail. The corresponding improved freight efficiency is evaluated as part of this study. This case 
considers the planned AAF passenger rail operations in conjunction with the projected 2016 FECR 
freight operations (20 freight trains per day).  
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2.0  Methodology and Approach 



2.1 Marine Industry Analysis 



The following sections summarize the data sources and methodologies utilized to analyze the effects 
of the Proposed Action. 



2.1.1 Waterway Features Inventory Methodology 



The Waterway Features Inventory of recreational and commercial vessel access facilities prepared 
for this report includes boat ramps, marinas, dry storage facilities, anchorages, commercial entities, 
and waterfront residences with dockage or slips along the New River (in Broward County), 
Loxahatchee River (including portions of Palm Beach and Martin Counties) and St. Lucie River 
(including portions of Martin and St. Lucie Counties). The inventory was compiled through extensive 
review of existing data sets. Data sources included: 



 Geographic information system (GIS) data and aerial photographs; 



 Relevant websites (e.g., Florida Department of Revenue [FDOR]);  



 Florida Marina Monitoring and Tracking database; 



 Florida Boat Launch Ramp database maintained by the Florida Fish and Wildlife Research 
Institute; and 



 Other studies and surveys performed along these waterways. 



These databases contain records of more than 2,700 boating access locations and facilities 
including commercial marinas, condominiums with boating facilities, and hotels/restaurants with an 
associated boating facility.  



The Florida Marina Monitoring and Tracking database and the Florida Boat Launch Ramp database 
maintained by the Florida Fish and Wildlife Research Institute were developed as part of the Florida 
Boating Access Facilities Inventory and Economic Study Report.



4
 The statewide databases contain 



records of launches from and arrivals at more than 3,100 boat ramps. Boating facility data reported 
for the affected study areas was confirmed utilizing aerial data from Google Earth (aerial imagery 
from 26 March 2011). For the purposes of this report, the extent of the navigable area west of the 
operable bridges and to the Intracoastal Waterway to the east was reviewed.  



A sampling procedure was used to estimate the number of wetslips and the dimensions of broadside 
berthing available at waterfront residential properties within the Project Area. These largely private 
boating facilities are located at single-family homes, apartment buildings, condominiums and mobile 
home parks. The county-level waterfront residential property (WFP) Waterway Features Inventory 
consisted of a stratified random sampling design. For each applicable county, residential property 
parcel grids were used to define WFP parcels, which were cross referenced with zoning information 
to provide a characterization of WFP development type [single family (SF) residences; multi-family 
residences with 10 or fewer units (MF-10); multi-family residences with more than 10 units (MF+10), 
and condominium complexes (Condo)]. These strata were available as GIS coverage for Broward, 
St. Lucie, Martin, and Palm Beach counties.  



A stratum sampling frame for potential WFPs was created using GIS software to select polygons 
from the county residential property parcel coverage that met the stratum definition and whose 
boundaries fell within the 75-foot buffered water layer for New River, Loxahatchee River, and St. 
Lucie River. Because verification of true WFP status requires labor-intensive interpretation of aerial 
photographs, it was impractical to identify all true WFPs for some strata. Instead, a random stratum 
sampling frame of 100 parcels was carried out for single-family residences and multi-family 
residences, with the true WFPs in the sampling frame being viewed as a subpopulation of the 



                                                   
4
 Florida Fish and Wildlife Research Institute. 2009. Florida Boating Access Facilities Inventory and Economic Study: 



A Report to the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission. August. 











Navigation Discipline Report For the AAF Passenger Rail Project from Orlando to Miami, Florida 
AMEC Project No. 6063120212 July 2014 



 



 2-2 AMEC 



property parcels meeting the 75-foot buffer zone criterion. The databases and the residential 
sampling, taken together, are considered a reliable approximation of the current supply of 
recreational boating facilities along the New River, Loxahatchee River, and St. Lucie River.  



2.1.2 Demand Forecast 



To estimate the number of registered vessels in the Project Area in 2016, historic vessel registration 
information for Broward, Palm Beach, Martin, and St. Lucie counties from 2003 to 2013 were 
compared to county population to obtain a ten-year average of registered vessels per capita for each 
county. This per capita average was then compared to county population growth forecasts obtained 
from the Bureau of Economic and Business Research.



5 
Using the growth forecasts for 2016, the 



increase in anticipated vessel traffic was calculated for each river. This forecast was utilized to 
quantify potential social and economic effects resulting from anticipated changes to the operation of 
the operable bridges on the New River, Loxahatchee River, and St. Lucie River.  



2.2 Economic Analysis 



The economic value of the marine industry for the three affected waterways was determined by 
estimating the economic value of the marine industry to each of the counties in which these rivers 
are located and then assigning the approximate percentage of this value to the appropriate 
waterway. Therefore, the first step of this analysis is to determine the economic value of the marine 
industry to Broward, Palm Beach, Martin, and St. Lucie Counties. 



2.2.1 Economic Value by County 



The State of Florida has performed extensive studies regarding the economic value of the marine 
industry. These studies include analysis of spending on vessels (e.g., boat sales, storage, repairs) 
and recreation (e.g., restaurants, fishing, tackle, ski/boating instruction). These studies also provide 
information about the economic value of marine-related activities by county. Given the depth and 
breadth of these studies, they were used to estimate the economic value of the marine industry in 
2013 in order to determine a cost per trip to facilitate a quantitative socioeconomic impact analysis.  



2.2.1.1 Direct Economic Benefits 



The economic benefits of marine-related activities on the inland waterways for each of the counties 
considered were previously analyzed in the following years: 2007 for Broward County, 2006 for Palm 
Beach County, and 1999 for both Martin and St. Lucie Counties. The State of Florida updated these 
studies in December 2011 to reflect the economic value of the marine industry in each county for 
2009 values (based on the most recently available data at the time)



6
. The State’s studies identify and 



quantify the total economic benefit of each county’s waterways, including direct benefits, indirect 
benefits, and induced benefits associated with marine-related activity. The analysis includes benefits 
related to expenditures in the marine industry as well as expenditures outside of the marine industry 
but directly related to marine activities (e.g., groceries purchased for a boating trip). These analyses 
do not include the impact of the marine industry on property values; accordingly, property value 
impacts will not be discussed in this report. Broward and Palm Beach Counties are the only counties 
within the study area that support port operations. The analyses for these counties included revenue 
from these operations; however, port operations are not part of the economic activity on the New 
River or Loxahatchee River, so these data were excluded from the economic analysis conducted for 
this study. 



The analysis of total economic value of the marine industry for this navigation study relies on the 
methodology used by the State of Florida in its 2011 update of marine industry to determine the total 



                                                   
5
 Bureau of Economic and Business Research, University of Florida. 2003-2013. Population Estimates for Florida 



Counties. April 2013. 
6
 Florida Inland Navigation District, December 2011. Update of the Economic Benefits of the District’s Waterways in 



Florida, Main Report (Appendices J, K, L, and M). Available at http://www.aicw.org/studies.jhtml?method=list 
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value of the marine industry by county in December 2013. This analysis also expands on the 
previous methodology to estimate growth in direct, indirect, and induced economic activity (see 
Table 2.2-1), including total business volume, personal income, and employment.  



The methodology used for calculating growth in the marine industry involved projecting all retail 
sales based on the growth in estimated gross sales in the marine industry, as recorded by the FDOR 
in the Validated Florida Sales Tax Return Receipts Monthly Statistics by Business by County. These 
data contain monthly totals for gross sales and taxable sales by county and by Kind Code up to 
December 2013. (Kind Codes are used to classify the main, but not the only, line of business of a 
particular establishment; currently, there are 85 Kind Codes in use.) Kind Code 28 consists of 
Motorboats, Yachts, Marine Parts, Accessories, and Boat Dealers. For each county, Kind Code 28 
was used to determine growth in the marine industry by calculating the percentage growth in this 
industry between the base date of the original study and December 2013. The same level of growth 
was applied to all retail values that were calculated in the original study for that particular county. 
The results often showed a decline in the industry due to the economic recession in 2008. 
Table 2.2-1 indicates gross sales in Kind Code 28 and associated growth between the base year 
and December 2013 for each county. 



The values for purchases from non-marine businesses for use in the marine industry (e.g., gasoline, 
food, drinks, and ice that were purchased for boating trips) were updated using different escalators 
because they are not as directly related to growth in the marine industry. These purchases are less 
influenced by local marine-related sales and more by macroeconomic factors within the region. 
Therefore, this portion of the direct economic value of the marine industry was updated to 
December 2013 using economic growth in the entire state. The 2013 values for each county 
identified in Table 2.2-1 were determined by using the percent change in gross sales for all Kind 
Codes in the State of Florida between the base year and December 2013. The gross sales for all 
Kind Codes in the State of Florida in 1999 were not available, so the non-marine expenditures for 
the two counties with a base year of 1999 (i.e., Martin and St. Lucie Counties) were escalated using 
the Consumer Price Index. See Table 2.2-1 for the dataset that was used and a summary of 
associated growth between the base year and December 2013 for each county.  



Table 2.2-1. Data Sets and Growth Percentages Used to Escalate Values 



County (Base Year) Data Set Value in Base Year Value in 2013 Growth 



Broward (2007) 
Kind Code 28 (County) $1,698,280,456 $1,610,441,108 -5.17% 



All Codes (State) $1,802,537,274,026 $1,956,911,596,398 8.56% 



Palm Beach (2006) 
Kind Code 28 (County) $571,635,414 $460,028,541 -19.52% 



All Codes (State) $1,790,827,125,285 $1,956,911,596,398 9.27% 



Martin (1999) 
Kind Code 28 (County) $161,500,000 $256,347,656 58.73% 



CPI-U (Nation, All Items) 168.3 233.049 38.47% 



St. Lucie (1999) 
Kind Code 28 (County) $42,300,000 $63,161,543 49.32% 



CPI-U (Nation, All Items) 168.3 233.049 38.47% 



Source: Values for Kind Code 28 by county and all Kind Codes for the State of Florida were obtained from the Florida Department 
of Revenue and are available at http://dor.myflorida.com/dor/taxes/colls_from_7_2003.html#county. The Consumer Price 
Index (CPI-U) data was obtained from the Bureau of Labor Statistics and is available at http://www.bls.gov/cpi/ 



 
2.2.1.2 Direct, Indirect, and Induced Economic Benefits, including Business Volume, 



Personal Income, and Employment 
Direct expenditures associated with the marine industry affect the local economy in two primary 
ways. First, these expenditures support local employment and personal income for employees at 
businesses engaged in this industry as well as businesses that receive money due to economic 
activity in the industry (e.g., grocery stores selling food that is used during vessel trips). Second, 
these expenditures produce indirect and induced economic benefits to the area as the initial 
expenditures go through successive rounds of spending, a portion of which is spent in the local area. 
Estimating these benefits helps explain how money spent in one industry impacts the economy 





http://www.bls.gov/cpi/
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through successive rounds of spending. Table 2.2-2 presents a description of direct, indirect, and 
induced effects as well as an example to illustrate these effects. 
 
Table 2.2-2. Definition and Example of Direct, Indirect, and Induced Economic Effects 



Type of Effect Definition Illustrative Example 



Direct 
The initial change in the industry in 
question (e.g., expenditures in the marine 
industry). 



For example, when a boater pays for repairs to 
his vessel, this spending is considered a direct 
effect of the industry. 



Indirect 



Changes in inter-industry transactions 
when supplying industries respond to 
increased demands from the directly 
affected industries (e.g., impacts from non-
wage expenditures). 



When repairing the vessel, the mechanic uses a 
portion of these funds to purchase epoxy; if this 
expenditure occurs in the same region it would 
constitute an indirect economic effect of vessel 
industry spending. 



Induced 



Changes in local spending that result from 
income changes in the directly and 
indirectly affected industry sectors (e.g., 
impacts from wage expenditures). 



The vessel mechanic would earn income that 
can then be spent in the local economy, thereby 
producing induced benefits to the local 
economy. 



 



The original economic studies, which have been prepared by the State of Florida since the early 
1990s and are updated periodically for each of the affected counties, included the value of the 
marine industry in terms of direct, indirect, and induced economic activity. These data includes total 
business volume, personal income, and employment. Because the general mix of sub industries that 
are included in the marine industry for each county are roughly the same as in the original studies, 
indirect and induced effects would represent a similar portion of the total economic value as in the 
original study. Therefore, this analysis uses multipliers based on the results of the original studies in 
order to estimate the December 2013 indirect and induced economic value based on the newly 
estimated direct value of the marine industry for each county. Based on this assumption, personal 
income and employment should maintain a similar distribution as well; therefore, this methodology 
was also employed for calculating the direct, indirect, and induced personal income and employment 
for each county. 



2.2.2 Economic Value of the Marine Industry by Waterway 



In order to determine the economic value of the specific waterways considered in this analysis, the 
relative importance of each waterway was determined as a percentage of the marine industry in the 
county in which it is located. In the case that a particular waterway is located in two counties, its 
relative importance in each county was considered and then the results for each county were 
summed to obtain the total economic value of the waterway.  
 
In order to assess the importance of a river relative to the county in which it is located, the total 
number of wetslips at marinas, dockuminiums, clubs, and hotels/restaurants along the river were 
compared to the total number of wetslips at these types of facilities in the entire county. The resulting 
percentage was used to assign the relative percentage of the marine industry that each waterway 
represents in the county or counties in which it is located (see Table 2.2-3). After obtaining the 
relative importance of the waterway, the total economic value of the marine industry was determined 
by multiplying the total value in the county by the relative importance of the specific waterway. If the 
waterway lies in two counties, this was performed for each county and then the numbers were 
summed to get the total value of the marine industry along the entire waterway. Because these 
values are based on the updated values of the marine industry for December 2013, they represent 
the economic value of the marine industry associated with each waterway at that time. 
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Table 2.2-3. Percent Representation of each River Relative to the County in which it is Located 



River County 



Number of Wetslips at Marinas, Dockuminiums, 
Private Clubs, and Hotels and Restaurants 



Percentage 
Represented by the 



River On the River In the County 



New Broward 818 2,500 32.7% 



Loxahatchee 
Palm Beach 534 2,300 23.2% 



Martin 0 900 0.0% 



St. Lucie 
Martin 746 900 82.9% 



St. Lucie 222 1,450 15.3% 



2.2.3 Socioeconomic Impact 



Recreational and commercial boating activities bring revenue for local businesses and governments. 
The potential economic impacts to the marine industry for the three waterways of interest—New 
River, Loxahatchee River, and St. Lucie River—were estimated by first determining the economic 
value of recreational and commercial vessel trips and then calculating the waiting time value based 
on the average amount of time that would be spent waiting at the bridge crossing due to the 
Proposed Action. 



For recreational boating, the value of a recreational vessel trip is assumed to be equivalent to the 
total cost associated with the trip. The State of Florida has published extensive studies (e.g., 
Florida’s Recreational Marine Industry-Economic Impact and Growth 1980-2005, November 2005; 
The Value of Recreational Boating in Florida, March 2010) regarding the economic value of 
recreational boating at the county level, including total expenditures on vessel trips (e.g., marina 
services, restaurants, fuel) and vessel ownership (e.g., loan payments, vessel repairs, insurance). 
The four counties that provide recreational activities along the New River, Loxahatchee River, and 
St. Lucie River include Broward, Palm Beach, Martin, and St. Lucie Counties. For this analysis, the 
value of a vessel trip on a particular river is based on the weighted average between the counties in 
which the river is located. The respective weighting was determined based on the number of docks 
and slips on the portion of the river in each county, as shown in Table 2.2-4. Once the value of a 
recreational vessel trip on each river was defined, this number was divided by the average trip 
duration to obtain the cost per hour of recreational boating.  



Table 2.2-4. Relative Percentage of River Represented in Each County 



 



New River Loxahatchee River St. Lucie River 



Broward 
County 



Palm Beach 
County 



Martin 
County 



Martin 
County 



St. Lucie 
County 



Residential Properties with Docks 3,750 703 358 1,307 734 



Residential Slips 1,551 110 118 571 150 



Commercial Slips 818 534 0 746 222 



Residential plus Commercial Docks 
and Slips



a 6,119 1,347 476 2,624 1,106 



Relative Weight to each County
b
 100.0% 73.9% 26.1% 70.3% 29.7% 



Notes: 
a
 Each property with a dock was assumed to have only one dock. 



b
This relative weight was determined based on the percentage of the water body was in each county. The New River is 
entirely with Brevard County; however, the Loxahatchee River and the St. Lucie River are both in two counties. 



 



For the commercial boating industry, the economic value of commercial activities is expected to be 
at least equal to the cost of providing the service, including vessel and vessel employee costs. For 
this analysis, the cost of operating a commercial vessel was used to represent the value of this use. 
In order to determine the cost of operating a vessel, the costs from the state’s recreational survey 
were used. Because commercial operations along the three rivers of interest are generally related to 
water transportation and charter activities, the vessels used for these operations are similar in size 
and costs to those used in the recreational boating industry along these rivers. The full costs 
associated with vessel ownership were considered; however, only a portion of the costs associated 
with recreational trip spending was included in the analysis for commercial operations. The costs 











Navigation Discipline Report For the AAF Passenger Rail Project from Orlando to Miami, Florida 
AMEC Project No. 6063120212 July 2014 



 



 2-6 AMEC 



that were included were boat fuel and marine supplies, while the costs that were excluded were 
comprised of costs such as lodging, restaurants, and groceries. 



The cost of operating a commercial vessel also includes employee costs. Because the majority of 
commercial activity along the rivers is comprised of water transportation (e.g., water taxis), 
sightseeing activities, and charter boats, the average wages that were used for this analysis are 
those associated with these industries for the State of Florida. The commercial operations along the 
three rivers generally consist of smaller vessels; therefore, the crew size was assumed to be 
approximately two people per vessel - although some large vessels like the Jungle Queen could 
potentially require more than two operators. The majority of the commercial vessels in these areas 
are water taxies, which require an average of two operators per vessel. According to the U.S Bureau 
of Labor Statistics, the average annual wage for an employee engaged in the industry of scenic and 
sightseeing transportation on water in the state of Florida is $29,812



7
. Assuming this employee 



works 40 hours per week, the hourly cost of this employee is $13.31 per hour. The cost of two crew 
members per vessel was included in the hourly costs of operating commercial vessels. 



This analysis considers the potential effects of the Proposed Action as compared to the No-Build 
Alternative, to obtain the average economic effect on the local economy due to bridge closure 
delays. The bridge operations model included in Section 2.4.3 was used to determine the total 
number of minutes of waiting time resulting from the Proposed Action to both recreational and 
commercial boaters by multiplying the daily number of vessels by the average amount of wait time 
per vessel (referred as non-zero wait time in the Appendix of this report). The waiting time was 
then multiplied by the cost per hour of operating recreational and commercial vessels on each of the 
three rivers. The sum of these costs constitutes the total value to the marine industry and 
recreational boaters associated with increased bridge closures due to the Proposed Action. 



2.2.4 Public Outreach 



Since AAF made the first public announcement of its proposed passenger rail project in Florida, a 
comprehensive public engagement strategy has been employed. AAF has participated in more than 
300 informational meetings, briefings, presentations, and telephone calls with stakeholders, 
community leaders, neighborhood representatives, and elected officials. These efforts, which began 



in March 2012, represent AAF’s proactive plan to work collaboratively with federal, state, and local 



agencies (e.g., FRA, US Army Corps of Engineers [USACE], US Coast Guard [USCG, South Florida 
Water Management District [SFWMD], etc.). Outreach that occurred in the vicinity of the New River, 
Loxahatchee River, and St. Lucie River is summarized in Sections 3.2-5, 4.2-5, and 5.2-5, 
respectively. 



2.3 Vessel Traffic Survey 



Data required to conduct this analysis was gathered through literature review of existing vessel 
traffic studies, interviews with Marine Industry Association personnel, video recordings of vessel 
traffic provided by AAF, and live video feeds. Additional information was obtained from GIS data 
sources. Projected operations schedules for freight and passenger traffic was provided by AAF. This 
collective dataset representing vessel traffic at the affected bridges was used to assess the potential 
for navigation impacts. 



2.3.1 Literature Review of Vessel Traffic Studies 



Preliminary vessel traffic studies were identified for the Loxahatchee River and New River, but no 
studies or readily available data were identified for the St. Lucie River. However, data from live video 
feed were used to characterize vessel traffic on the St. Lucie River (see Section 2.3.2). The 
information gathered from preliminary vessel studies was summarized and compared to vessel 



                                                   
7
 From the U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics’ Quarterly Census of Employment and Wages for NAICS 4872, Scenic and 



sightseeing transportation, water. Available at http://www.bls.gov/data/#wages 
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traffic data collected from the video footage and live feed assessment to evaluate changes in vessel 
traffic. It was also used to evaluate the reliability of previous navigation studies in determining the 
socioeconomic impacts of the Proposed Action. 



2.3.2 2014 Vessel Traffic Survey 



Video recordings from permanent cameras located at FECR’s bridges located at New River, 
Loxahatchee River and St. Lucie River were provided by FECR. The videos contain approximately 
two to three weeks of data during December and January, and in some instances a holiday. The 
videos were used to quantify the number and types of vessels that pass under the bridges. The raw 
data collected includes the number and size of commercial and recreational vessels that pass under 
the bridges. These data were summarized and organized to show differences and patterns between 
and within weekdays, weekends and different times of the day.  



2.4 Bridge Operation Survey and Modeling 



Data required to conduct this analysis were gathered through literature review of existing studies that 
investigated the rail bridge operations, video recordings of bridge operations provided by FECR, and 
live video feeds available for the New River, Loxahatchee River, and St. Lucie River FECR Bridges. 
Additional information obtained from GIS data sources and the projected operations schedule for 
freight and passenger traffic provided by AAF were also used to assess the potential for navigation 
impacts. 



2.4.1 2014 Video Survey 



Video recordings provided by FECR were used to collect bridge operation data for FECR’s bridges 
at Loxahatchee River and St. Lucie River. The time of day (hour:minutes:seconds) when the bridge 
initially begins to close was recorded, and train schedule times were recorded relative to this initial 
closure time.  



The location of the camera did not provide a line of sight on the New River Bridge. Accordingly, 
existing bridge operations data (time it takes the bridge to open and close during each train crossing) 
could not be collected from the video provided by FECR at this location.  Instead, information on 
current bridge operations and vessel traffic at the New River Bridge was gathered through 
monitoring of live video feed available at this location: http://www.microseven.com/tv/livevideo-
esplanade.html. This effort was conducted for five days during the peak season for vessel traffic (as 
characterized by previous studies, see Table 3.3-1), including weekdays and one full weekend. Live 
video feed data collection included vessel direction (heading east or west), vessel type (commercial 
or recreational), vessel size, bridge operations (e.g., closing times, the time the train arrives, and 
time it clears the bridge), as well as pictures of the vessels traversing the bridge. 



2.4.2 Development of GIS Maps 



GIS maps were developed to show the location of FECR’s bridges at New River, Loxahatchee River 
and St. Lucie River as well as marine facilities, land use and population density along the three 
rivers. Source data included information from the following sources: ESRI GIS, Florida Geographic 
Data Library, National Bridge Inventory, Florida Fish and Wildlife Commission, and FDOR. 
 
Bridge location maps show: 1) the location of the FECR bridge relative to the inlet of the river (east); 
2) additional bridges in the inlet, confluence, and north and south forks of each river; and 3) the 
extent of waterfront development for vessel traffic (west). The extent of waterfront development was 
determined through a Google Earth imagery analysis.  





http://www.microseven.com/tv/livevideo-esplanade.html


http://www.microseven.com/tv/livevideo-esplanade.html
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Coastal areas are major destinations for tourism, which represents one of the fastest-growing 
sectors in the US economy



8
. Accordingly, urban growth and the concentration of people in coastal 



and riverside areas have environmental and socioeconomic impacts at local, regional and global 
scales. When assessing the impact of population and population growth it is important to consider 
spatial distribution, rather than absolute numbers. Population data were extracted from 2010 US 
Census Bureau as population counts at the block level, which allows analysis at a relatively fine 
spatial scale, and then converted into population density as number of individuals per square mile. 
Population densities were divided into five classes and are defined as follows: 



 Class 1: < 2,500 people per square mile 



 Class 2:  2,501 to 5,000 people per square mile 



 Class 3: 5,001 to 7,500 people per square mile 



 Class 4: 7,501 to 10,000 people per square mile 



 Class 5: > 10,000 people per square mile 



Land use was defined by three main categories, residential, commercial and marine facilities.  



2.4.3 RTC Modeling of Bridge Operations 



Rail Traffic Controller (RTC) is a rail traffic simulation tool developed by Berkeley Simulation 
Software. It is the de facto simulation tool used by Class I carriers (the seven largest North American 
railroads) and the majority of rail consulting firms. The primary purposes of the tool are to quantify 
the operating results (e.g., on-time performance, velocity, delay) of infrastructure changes (e.g., 
construction of new rail, improvement of existing rail) and to measure the impact of train schedule 
changes. For the Proposed Action, RTC modeling was used to fulfill both needs.  



Specific to the three movable bridges affected by the Proposed Action, RTC modeling was used to 
determine the times that trains would occupy the span over the waterway. Once these occupancies 
were determined, a secondary (Excel-based) process used the RTC model data to determine the 
times that the waterway would be unavailable to vessel passage. This includes time that the bridge 
is in the process of closing before a train’s arrival. On this point, it should be noted that the bridge 
must be closed several minutes prior to the train’s arrival to allow the signaling system to permit the 
safe and efficient passage of the train. The bridge must be completely closed approximately 5 
minutes in advance so that trains approaching the area receive a proceed indication via the signal 
system. As an example, if the bridge is not closed completely, the signal immediately adjacent to the 
bridge will be red. The next signal, two to three miles back from the bridge, will be a yellow. This 
means that a train that is approximately 3 minutes from the bridge (and that observes a yellow 
aspect) must begin slowing down. In order to keep that train traveling at the maximum possible 
speed, the bridge must be closed, which would permit all signals between the train and the bridge to 
remain green.  



There are many factors that influence how far in advance the bridge must be down including, train 
speed, switch position, etc. Following the train traversing the bridge, the waterway remains 
unavailable for a period of time until the bridge is raised. 



2.5 Discrete-Event Simulation Model 



2.5.1 Scope of the Model 



A discrete-event simulation model of scheduled train arrivals at a bridge and their corresponding 
impacts on commercial and recreational marine traffic was developed using Rockwell Software’s 
Arena Professional. The model includes the following unit operations:  



                                                   
8
 World Travel & Tourism Council. March 7, 2012. Travel & Tourism forecast to pass 100m jobs and $2 trillion GDP in 



2012. Available at: http://www.wttc.org/news-media/news-archive/2012/travel-tourism-forecast-pass-100m-jobs-
and-2-trillion-gdp-2012/  





http://www.wttc.org/news-media/news-archive/2012/travel-tourism-forecast-pass-100m-jobs-and-2-trillion-gdp-2012/


http://www.wttc.org/news-media/news-archive/2012/travel-tourism-forecast-pass-100m-jobs-and-2-trillion-gdp-2012/
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 Scheduled movements of freight and passenger trains on the FECR line and their interaction 
with the operable bridge at the river crossing. Data for scheduled train movements were provided 
by AAF (Section 2.4.3). 



 Commercial and recreational marine vessel traffic arrivals at the operable bridge in both 
directions along the river that were surveyed as part of this report.  



 Operable bridge operation at: 
- New River Bridge in Fort Lauderdale 
- Loxahatchee River Bridge in Jupiter/Tequesta 
- St. Lucie River Bridge in Stuart 



The simulation model was used to estimate the effect of train movements on the FECR line to 
marine vessel movements at three operable bridge locations Four scenarios were modeled that 
considered current and projected freight crossings and planned passenger crossings. Since the 
Proposed Action includes rail infrastructure upgrades that would improve freight movement, freight 
scenarios for the Proposed Action and the No-Build Alternative were also evaluated. The four 
scenarios examined include: 



 Case 1: 2013 Freight Traffic with 2013 Infrastructure (Existing Conditions) 



 Case 2a: 2016 Freight Traffic with 2013 Infrastructure (No-Build Alternative) 



 Case 2b: 2016 Freight Traffic with 2016 AAF Improved Infrastructure (2016 Improved Freight) 



 Case 3: 2016 Freight and Passenger Traffic with 2016 AAF Improved Infrastructure (Combined 
Effect) 



Case 2b was examined to evaluate the effect of rail infrastructure improvements for the Proposed 
Action on projected 2016 freight traffic. 



2.5.2 Inputs and Assumptions 



2.5.2.1 Rail Traffic 



The estimates of rail traffic arrivals are based on the existing schedule. A model to predict this 
schedule was generated using RTC. Specific to the three movable bridges, RTC was used to 
determine the arrival times of trains and the extent of time required to cross over the waterway. 
Bridge closure time starts when the bridge is in the process of closing before a train’s arrival. Early 
bridge closures prior to the train’s arrival will start the signaling system to warn vessel traffic, 
allowing a safe and efficient passage of the train. Under Existing Conditions, the closure time prior to 
the train arrival is approximately 12 minutes. With the Proposed Action and associated 
improvements in rail infrastructure, closure times prior to the train’s arrival are expected to be 
reduced to approximately 7 minutes. 



The train occupancy data from the RTC model was used as the basis for generating train arrivals at 
the bridges in the discrete-event model. Freight train arrivals were grouped by day-of-week and time-
of-day. For example, Table 2.5-1 below shows the expected arrival times of Train 202 at the New 
River Bridge for one week. 
 
Table 2.5-1. Sample of Expected Freight Train Arrivals by Day-of-Week Case 1: 2013 Freight Traffic with 



2013 Infrastructure (Existing Conditions) 



Freight Train Schedule Example 



Train Mon Tue Wed Thu Fri Sat Sun 



202 Intermodal North (RTC Data) 14:40 13:31 14:19 13:31 14:58 14:40 15:23 



 
When examining the train arrival data above, one can observe a variation in the arrival times of the 
train from day to day. This is due to differences in departure times and delays in route and is part of 
the RTC model simulation. To maintain some variability in the discrete-event model, the model 
generates train arrivals at the bridge using the arrival times produced by the RTC model with a 
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variance of ±10 minutes to maintain some randomness in forecast train arrivals at the bridges. For 
example, on Mondays, the train will arrive at the bridge at 14:40 ± 10 minutes, etc. 



Passenger train arrivals provided by the RTC model are at regular intervals, approximately once per 
hour in each direction. Since the predictability of the passenger service schedule is critically 
important to overall performance, the RTC data provides for no variability in passenger train arrival 
times and, therefore, the discrete-event model also does not include any variance. 



2.5.2.2 Marine Traffic 



Data for marine traffic were derived from video camera footage of the three crossings over the 
following periods during winter: 



 New River: January 14 through 27, 2014; 



 Loxahatchee River: December 31, 2013 through January 21, 2014; and 



 St. Lucie River: January 3 through 17, 2014. 



Traffic counts were sorted by vessel type (commercial or recreational), direction of travel, and were 
only assessed during daylight hours, from 6:00 AM to 6:30 PM. 



Observations were also made regarding the characteristics of vessel traffic at New River Bridge. 
These observations included information on vessel size and traffic behavior and information on 
crossing times, and include the following: 



 Vessels take between 1.5 to 7 seconds to cross under the bridge depending on size and speed. 



 Most small vessels take approximately 2 seconds to cross. 



 Medium vessels (e.g., the water taxi) take approximately 3.5 seconds to cross. 



 Larger vessels (e.g., the Jungle Queen and sunset cruises) take approximately 5 to 6 seconds to 
cross. 



 Two small vessels can cross at the same time in the same or opposite direction. 



 A medium and small vessel were observed crossing at the same time (heading opposite 
directions). 



 A small vessel will cross the bridge just behind a large vessel, reducing the amount of time it 
takes to cross by approximately 1 second. 



 When a large vessel like the Jungle Queen crosses, no other vessel can cross and they are 
required to queue to the side of the river.  



 Some small vessels, such as jon boats, can cross when the bridge is down. 



 Small vessels will cross the bridge as it is going down and some will cross before the bridge is 
fully open. 



 



2.5.2.3 Infrastructure Changes 



Proposed rail infrastructure changes would include extending the double track of the mainline across 
the Loxahatchee River Bridge and up to the St. Lucie River Bridge, which will remain single tracked. 
The result would be that a second train, waiting for a train coming from the opposite direction to 
cross the bridge, would be staged closer to the bridge. This would reduce delays for trains that must 
currently slow or stop to yield to oncoming train traffic. The assumptions used in the model for trains 
encountering oncoming traffic are delays of 10 minutes for Existing Conditions (2013) and 5 minutes 
for the Proposed Action (2016). Since the New River Bridge is currently double-tracked, siding 
delays are not considered in either the Existing Conditions or the Proposed Action.  



Currently, the bridges are controlled from a central dispatching facility in Jacksonville. On average, 
the controller deploys the bridge approximately 12 minutes before the arrival of a train and may or 
may not raise the bridge after the train has cleared it, depending on the expected arrival of the next 
train. The assumption for the Combined Effect (Case 3) is that the planned changes in dispatching 
procedures, result of the Proposed Action, will allow for the bridges to be deployed 7 minutes prior to 
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the arrival of a train and that each bridge will be raised if the next train is not expected to arrive 
within the next 7 minutes. This is the assumption used in the simulation model. 



2.5.3 Model Calibration 



The simulation model was run and results were compared with the data outputs from the RTC model 
and actual marine traffic as observed on the surveillance video for the New River Bridge. The 
simulation model results are similar to those of the RTC model, in most cases within 1% of the RTC 
values. This suggests that the model calibrated well and accurately predicts moveable bridge 
operations. The total number of train crossings per week is almost identical and the day-to-day 
numbers are also within one to two trains of the RTC values. For marine traffic, hour-by-hour marine 
traffic arrivals at New River Bridge were compared to the observed values from the available video 
footage. Figure 2.5-1 shows the correlation. 



 
Figure 2.5-1. Marine Traffic - Simulation Model versus Actual 



 
 



The simulation model is designed to introduce some variation when generating train and marine 
traffic arrivals, so the results from run-to-run will not be identical. The results above show a good 
correlation between the simulation results and observed data. Therefore, it is concluded that the 
model is performing satisfactorily and, given the model inputs and assumptions, is calibrated. 
Following model calibration, the scenarios identified in Section 2.5.1 were examined to estimate the 
effect of train movements across the bridges on marine vessel movements.  



2.6 Effect Determination 



2.6.1 Determining Impacts on Reasonable Needs of Navigation  



To determine whether the Proposed Action would unreasonably obstruct marine traffic, while at the 
same time accounting for the reasonable needs of land traffic, this analysis was developed pursuant 
to USCG Bridge Administration Manual COMDTINST M16590, which provides that drawbridge 
operating regulations must balance the needs of vessel, vehicular, and rail traffic in the overall public 
interest.  



The USCG guidance for bridges that have the potential to impact identified navigational needs 
(waterway usage) outlines several factors that need to be considered in order to assess potential 
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impacts of the Proposed Action.2 The following factors will be considered to determine if the 
Proposed Action - when compared to the No-Build Alternative - meets the reasonable needs of 
existing and future navigation: 



1. Obstruction of Passage: Does the Proposed Action completely obstruct the passage of any 
existing waterway users or the access to waterborne facilities? 



The Existing Conditions, the No-Build Alternative, and the Proposed Action were evaluated using 
the RTC model results to determine whether there is a complete obstruction of passage of any 
existing waterway users, or the access to waterborne facilities. To determine an impact rating, 
vessel wait times during bridge closures for the No-Build Alternative (2016 freight traffic with 
2013 infrastructure) were evaluated against Existing Conditions (2013 freight traffic with 2013 
infrastructure); and the Proposed Action (2016 passenger traffic with 2016 infrastructure) and 
Combined Effect (2016 passenger and freight traffic with 2016 infrastructure) were evaluated 
against the No-Build Alternative (2016 freight traffic with 2013 infrastructure). Impact ratings 
were then assigned based on the associated increase or decrease in wait time. 



2. Most Navigationally Limiting Structure: Does the Proposed Action establish a new 
navigational limiting factor (i.e., will the Proposed Action be the most restrictive/obstructive 
structure across the waterway)? Does the Proposed Action match the navigational clearance of 
other existing structures on the waterway? 



To determine if the Proposed Action establishes a new navigational limiting factor, the vertical 
clearance of any infrastructure crossing the river, and thus considered a navigationally limiting 
structure, (bridges and power cables) within the defined extent of waterfront development 
(Figures 3.1-1, 4.1-1, and 5.1-1) were examined. Bridges were also categorized as operable or 
fixed for this purpose. 



3. Impacts to Jobs, Economic Growth, and Development: Would implementation of the 
Proposed Action impact present or prospective commercial activity on the waterway (e.g., jobs, 
and economic growth and development)? 



An economic analysis was performed to evaluate the potential socioeconomic impacts 
associated with the Proposed Action. 



4. Economic Impacts to Existing or Planned Commercial/Industrial Development: Would 
implementation of the Proposed Action impact existing or planned commercial/industrial 
developments in the affected area (e.g., within waterways or on adjacent land-based 
properties)? What are economic impacts on these businesses? 



The same technique described for “Impacts to Jobs, Economic Growth, and Development” was 
used to characterize potential impacts to this criterion. 



5. Impacts to Critical or Unique Infrastructure: Does the Proposed Action impact existing 
facilities on the waterway that are or could be considered critical infrastructure, key resources, or 
important/unique US industrial capability (i.e., are these facilities unique or one of only a few of 
the type in the area)? 



There are no critical or important/unique industrial facilities within the Project Area, and 
therefore, this criterion is not discussed. 



6. Impacts to USACE Transit Ability: Does the Proposed Action impact USACE ability to transit 
the bridge in a federal project channel? 



The evaluation methodology used to determine “Obstruction of Passage” impacts is the same as 
that used to determine impacts to USACE Transit Ability. 



7. Impacts to USCG Transit Ability: Does the Proposed Action impact USCG and other 
government vessels’ ability to Transit Bridge to conduct mission essential functions (icebreakers, 
patrols, etc.)? 
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The evaluation methodology used to determine “Obstruction of Passage” impacts is the same as 
that used to determine impacts to USCG Transit Ability. 



8. Impacts to Existing and Future Cruise Ship Ports-of-Call/Terminals: Does the Proposed 
Action impact existing and future cruise ship ports-of-call/terminals? 



Large cruise ships do not operate up and down each of the three rivers due to navigational 
constraints. Therefore, this criterion is not discussed.  



9. Impacts to Commercial Freighters: Does the Proposed Action impact commercial freighters. 



All three of the rivers within the Project Area do not support large commercial freighters, due to 
navigational constraints. Therefore, this criterion is not discussed 



10. Impacts to Ports Supporting Post-Panamax Vessels: Does the Proposed Action impact ports 
supporting post-panamax vessels? 



All three of the rivers within the Project Area do not support large commercial freighters, due to 
navigational constraints. Therefore, this criterion is not discussed. 



11. Impacts to Vessels that Require Tug Boats: Does the Proposed Action impact vessels that 
require helper boats/tugs (note the combined clearance requirement of the vessel and the helper 
boat/tug)? 



Based on the characterization of the rivers as described in this report, it is assumed that helper 
boats/tugs are of the same vertical clearance, if not smaller, than the large boats included in this 
study. Therefore, the impacts characterized under “Obstruction of Passage” are applied to this 
criterion, as well. 



12. Impacts to Proposed Commercial Vessels as a Result of Proposed Development: Does the 
Proposed Action impact proposed commercial vessels as a result of proposed development on 
waterway? 



The evaluation methodology used to determine “Impacts to Jobs, Economic Growth, and 
Development”; as well as “Economic Impacts to Existing or Planned Commercial/Industrial 
Development” was used to address this criterion. 



13. Ability of Vessels to Adjust Operations without Significant Economic Loss in Order to 
Transit the Proposed Action: Can vessels and cargoes be partially disassembled/dismantled 
in order to transit the Proposed Action, and if so, is it economically reasonable? The Coast 
Guard must take into consideration a vessel’s ability to adjust its operations without significant 
economic loss. Adjustment or mitigation techniques may include using other routes, lowering 
electronics (Global Positioning System [GPS], radar, communication antennae, etc.), lowering 
crane booms, etc. 



Large commercial freighters and cargo ships do not operate up and down each of the three 
rivers due to navigational constraints. Therefore, this criterion is not discussed.  



14. Availability of Alternative Routes for Vessel Passage: Are alternative routes available for 
vessel passage? 



Since each bridge is located at the confluence of each respective river, alternate routes (that do 
not exhibit equal or greater obstruction as presented by the Proposed Action) for vessel passage 
are not available. Therefore, this criterion was not considered in the effect determination. 



15. Ability of Vessels to Transit at Typical Lower Water Stages: Can vessels transit at typical 
lower water stages (mean low water, mean pool level, etc.)? 



The evaluation methodology of “Obstruction of Passage” was applied to determine the “Ability of 
Vessels to Transit at Typical Lower Water Stages”. 
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2.6.2 Evaluation Criteria 



After assessing the potential of the No-Build Alternative and the Proposed Action to impact identified 
navigational needs as per USCG guidance (Section 2.6.1), a determination was made as to whether 
the Proposed Action meets or impacts the reasonable needs of existing and future navigation. The 
determinations of impacts to reasonable needs are described below: 



 No Impact – No impact and/or change expected. 



 Minimal – Impacts are not expected to be measurable, or are measurable but are too small to 
cause any change in environment. 



 Minor – Impacts that are measureable but are within the capacity of the affected system to 
absorb the change, or the impacts can be compensated with little effort and few resources so 
that the impact is not substantial. 



 Moderate – Impacts that are measurable but are within the capacity of the affected system to 
absorb the change, or the impacts can be compensated with effort and resources so that impact 
is not substantial. 



 Major – Environmental impacts that, individually or combined, could be substantial. 



 Enhanced – Positive impacts are anticipated. 



For those navigational needs that required interpretative analysis of modeling results (obstruction of 
passage; impacts to jobs, economic growth and development; economic impacts to existing or 
planned commercial/industrial development; impacts to USACE transit ability, impacts to USCG 
transit ability, and impacts to proposed commercial vessels as a result of proposed development), 
criteria for the selection of an impact determination were developed to define determinations to the 
level of detail required (see Section 6.0 for this criteria matrix). 
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3.0  Characterization of New River Bridge 



3.1 Project Area Description 



3.1.1 Location of New River Waterway 



The New River originates in the Everglades and flows east to the Atlantic Ocean, entirely within 
Broward County. The inlet of the New River is located north of the Port Everglades cut in the City of 
Fort Lauderdale. The waterway travels from the Intracoastal Waterway on the east to the west past 
residences and through the Central Business District of the City of Fort Lauderdale. West of the 
Central Business District, the river splits into north and south forks (North Fork and South Fork, 
respectively). The North Fork of the New River is a shallow meandering tributary, bordered primarily 
by residences with private docks for approximately 1.5 miles east before the waterway narrows 
along the south side of Sunrise Boulevard. The South Fork is a wider tributary for approximately 3.0 
miles to the south, where the waterway narrows and forks to either the North or South New River 
Canal. The South Fork is deeper, supports larger vessels, and is bordered by residences and 
commercial marine industries.



9
 Most marinas on the South Fork are located approximately 2.5 to 3.5 



miles from the New River Bridge, and numerous boat yards extend to approximately 6.8 miles from 
the New River Bridge (Figure 3.1-1). 



The New River is traversed by multiple operable and fixed bridges. Characterization and location of 
these bridges, within the extent of waterfront development as defined in Figure 3.1-1 in the upper 
confluence and North and South Forks, can be found in Table 3.1-1. 
 
Table 3.1-1. Characterization of Bridges Crossing the New River 



Bridge Name Type of Bridge 
Location Where Bridge 



Crosses the River 



Vertical 
Clearance 



(feet) 



Horizontal 
Clearance 



(feet) 



State Hwy A1A Bridge operable/bascule 
East Intracoastal 



Waterway 
55 125 



Southeast 3rd Ave 
Bridge 



operable/bascule 
Confluence east of the rail 



bridge 
16 60 



Andrews Ave Bridge operable/bascule 
Confluence east of the rail 



bridge 
21 60 



New River Bridge operable/bascule Confluence 4 60 



William Marshall 
Memorial Bridge 



operable/bascule North Fork 20 60 



Southwest Eleventh 
Avenue Bridge 



operable/swing North Fork <5 ND 



Broward Boulevard 
Bridge 



fixed North Fork <5 ND 



Davie Boulevard 
Bridge 



operable/bascule South Fork 21 60 



Interstate-95 (I-95) 
Bridge 



fixed South Fork and North Fork 55 68 



CSX Railway Bridge operable South Fork and North Fork 2 ND 



Notes:  ND=no data 



3.1.2 Location of New River Bridge 



The New River Bridge is located approximately 4 miles west of the New River’s inlet (26° 7'7.75" N 
and 80° 8'43.54" W) (Figure 3.1-1). This operable bridge has a vertical clearance of 4 feet and 
horizontal clearance of 60 feet. Although in general the bridge remains open to allow a constant flow 



                                                   
9
 RS&H. 2012. New River Boat Survey and Preliminary Bridge Opening Analysis. FM Number: 417031-3-22-01 
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of vessel traffic, it currently closes an average of 10 times daily to accommodate freight rail service. 
While closed, most vessels (with the exception of small recreational vessels requiring less than 4 
feet of draw) are unable to pass underneath the bridge deck, and must queue while waiting for the 
bridge to re-open. 
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Figure 3.1-1. New River Bridge Location Map 
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3.1.3 Land-use and Population Density 



The land use adjacent to the New River waterline is composed mainly of residential areas, with the 
exception of a large commercial sector north of the New River Bridge, at Las Olas Boulevard 
(Figure 3.1-2). Las Olas Boulevard, is one of the largest commercial areas in Broward County and 
hosts many hotels and mixed-use condominium developments. Office buildings and high-rises 
include Las Olas River House, Las Olas Grand, 110 Tower (formerly AutoNation Tower), Bank of 
America, One Financial Plaza, Broward Financial Center, One East Broward Boulevard, Barnett 
Bank Plaza, PNC Center, New River Center, One Corporate Center, SunTrust Centre, and SunTrust 
Tower. A high density of commercial facilities can also be found south of the New River Bridge. 
 
Marine facilities are located approximately 1.5 miles from the New River inlet, immediately after the 
A1A Route Bridge, and southeast and southwest of the New River Bridge; however, most marine 
facilities are concentrated within the river’s South Fork, approximately 3 miles west of the New River 
Bridge (Figure 3.1-2).  
 
Population density maps developed through analysis and development of GIS data show lands 
adjacent to the New River have census blocks with population densities that extend from Class 1 to 
Class 5. Class 1 and Class 2 population density can be found by the New River Inlet (Figure 3.1-3), 
while waterfront areas at the confluence of the New River have population densities in the range of 
Class 2 to Class 5. About 20 square miles of land adjacent to the New River have waterfront access. 
The population in this area is approximately 62,507 to 85,031 people (Table 3.1-2). 
 
Table 3.1-2. Land Area and Population Density with Waterfront Access at the New River 



Class 
Total Area 



(square miles) 
Area with Waterfront 



Access (square miles) 
Percent with 



Waterfront Access 



Population within 
Waterfront Access  



Size Class 



1 18.5 10.5 57% 26,300 



2 13.6 5.7 42% 21,517 



3 10.9 2.3 21% 14,533 



4 3.5 1.0 27% 8,323 



5 2.8 0.3 11% 3,097 
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Figure 3.1-2. New River Bridge Adjacent Land Use 
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Figure 3.1-3. New River Bridge Adjacent Population Density per Census Block 
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3.2 Marine Industry at New River Bridge 



The New River has a robust waterfront industry, with vessel traffic utilizing a broad array of public 
and private marine facilities including 12 marinas and four boat ramps, as well as four boat/yacht 
clubs, two waterfront restaurants and two waterfront hotels that cater to mariners (Figure 3.2-1). 
Additionally, residential and commercial development occurs along the navigable extent of the New 
River, which provides approximately 280 private slips and 3,750 private docks.4



 
This waterway 



overview provides a description of the navigable extent of the New River and a characterization of 
the vessel traffic, waterway facilities, and the current and proposed use of the river.  



3.2.1 Vessel Traffic Patterns 



Navigational constraints and regional land use dictate vessel traffic patterns on the New River. 
These factors result in varied navigational use of the New River, which is a travel corridor offering 
restaurants and entertainment venues that cater to marine vessels. Boating destinations on the New 
River include the Central Business District, Lauderdale Marine Center and the Port Everglades Inlet 
to the Atlantic Ocean.  



The New River going inbound (or upriver) starts at river markers 5 and 6. The river is approximately 
450 feet wide through marker 11 where the river makes an “S” turn to marker 12, known as the 
Tarpon Bend. Beyond marker 12 and into the Central Business District, the river is on average less 
than 150 feet wide, but can be as little as 100 feet wide at some narrower turns. This section of the 
river can be too narrow for larger vessels, which can include yachts up to 140 feet in length. Tow 
boats are often utilized to tow 100 foot yachts and larger vessels up and down the New River to and 
from several large boat yards that cater to yachts (e.g., Lauderdale Marine Center). All of the 
commercial vessels; such as the tour boats, tow boats and fuel barge boats; as well as bridges 
(including the FECR New River Bridge), monitor very high frequency (VHF) channel 9. From marker 
12, the New River runs about a quarter mile to the next bend.  
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Figure 3.2-1. Marinas and Commercial Docks Along New River 











 Navigation Discipline Report For the AAF Passenger Rail Project from Orlando to Miami, Florida 
AMEC Project No. 6063120212 July 2014 



 



 3-9 AMEC 



Approximately 0.3 miles upriver from the Southwest 4
th
 Avenue Bridge, the New River splits into the 



North Fork and South Fork. The North Fork of the New River is a shallow meandering tributary, 
bordered primarily by residences with private docks for approximately 1.5 miles before the waterway 
narrows into a canal that flows east along the south side of Sunrise Boulevard. The North Fork is 
primarily utilized as a travel corridor to and from residences Due to reduced depth and reach, the 
North Fork is less accessible to larger vessels. Additionally, the Broward Boulevard fixed bridge and 
the Southwest 11



th
 Avenue swing bridge both have clearances less than 5 feet, which limits larger 



vessels from traversing this area. 



The South Fork is a tributary that is generally wider than the North Fork, but can be narrow at river 
bends. The South Fork conveys most of the larger vessel traffic; primarily to the commercial 
boatyards located approximately 1.5 miles south of the river fork (refer to Figure 3.2-1). The Davie 
Boulevard Bridge, a bascule bridge that has a vertical clearance of 21 feet, is located approximately 
halfway from the river fork and commercial boatyards to the south. Boatyards are located on both 
the east and west side of the I-95 high-level fixed bridge (vertical clearance of 55 feet) and adjacent 
to the CSX Railroad Bridge. From these boatyards, the South Fork disperses into several inshore 
waterways. 



The inshore waterways of the New River are primarily comprised of a network of man-made canals. 
These canals function essentially as a travel corridor to and from small marinas, boat ramps, and 
waterfront residential facilities. Vessel traffic on these waterways is limited to smaller vessels along a 
relatively narrow waterway for passage to and from their destinations. These canals are maintained 
for navigability by the USACE and Florida Inland Navigation District. Navigation can be limited in the 
upper portions of the New River, particularly where canals cross underneath low clearance bridges.  



3.2.2 Vessel Registration and Population Trends 



Vessel registration information for Broward County from 2003 to 2013 was obtained from the Florida 
Department of Highway Safety and Motor Vehicles, indicating an overall reduction in vessel 
registration of 15.1 percent over this period.



10
 Vessel registration grew by approximately 4.1 percent 



between 2003 and 2008; however, during the recession from 2009 to 2013, vessel registration 
declined by approximately 18.9 percent from 2006 levels, which represented the peak vessel 
registration for the study period.  
 
Broward County, home to 1.69 million people in 2003, had grown by approximately 5.1 percent to a 
population of 1.78 million people in 2013. The county’s population is projected to grow to 1.81 million 
people by 2016 and to 1.90 million by 2025.5 Most municipalities are forecast to experience steady 
growth; however, Fort Lauderdale and Hollywood show the greatest growth over the 25-year period 
due to future housing unit construction in each city’s downtown area.5 
 
Based on County population and vessel registration data for 2003 to 2013, 2.69% of the population 
is estimated to own/operate a vessel. This average number of registered vessels per capita was 
then compared to county population growth forecasts obtained from the Bureau of Economic and 
Business Research.5 Based on these population forecasts, it is anticipated that registered vessels in 
Broward County will increase to 48,629 by 2016 (Table 3.2-1). 
  



                                                   
10



 Florida Department of Highway Safety and Motor Vehicles. 2014. Florida Vessel Owners Statistics: 2000-2013. 
Available at http://www.flhsmv.gov/dmv/vslfacts.html. Accessed 3 March 214. Online data available was only 
available back to 2000. Request for data prior to 2000 indicate that this information is no longer maintained by the 
State of Florida. 





http://www.flhsmv.gov/dmv/vslfacts.html.%20Accessed%203%20March%20214
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Table 3.2-1. Population and Vessel Registration in Broward County (2003 through 2016)Error! 
Bookmark not defined. 



Year 
Total 



Population 
Total  



Vessel Registration 
Percentage of Population with  



Registered Vessels 



2003 1,698,425 49,041 2.89% 



2004 1,723,131 49,470 2.87% 



2005 1,740,987 51,105 2.94% 



2006 1,753,162 51,375 2.93% 



2007 1,765,707 50,623 2.87% 



2008 1,758,494 51,057 2.90% 



2009 1,744,922 45,373 2.60% 



2010 1,748,066 42,976 2.46% 



2011 1,753,162 42,687 2.43% 



2012 1,771,099 42,131 2.38% 



2013 1,784,715 41,657 2.33% 



2016 (projected) 1,807,075 48,629 2.69% (11-year average) 



Source: Florida Office of Economic and Demographic Research, 2013. Based on the results from the Florida Demographic 
Estimating Conference, February 2013 and UF, BEBR, Florida Population Studies, Volume 46, Bulletin 165, March 2013 
medium county projections. 



3.2.3 Inventory of Waterway Features 



The Waterway Features Inventory of recreational and commercial boating access facilities includes 
boat ramps, marinas, dry storage facilities, anchorages, and commercial entities (Table 3.2-2). The 
number of waterfront residences with dockage or slips along the New River was also estimated. 
Additionally, a sampling procedure was utilized to estimate the number of wetslips and docks 
available at waterfront residential properties within the navigable extent of each waterway, extending 
inland from the Intracoastal Waterway. For the purposes of study, the New River was surveyed for 
the extent of its navigable area west of the operable bridge and east to the Intracoastal Waterway. 
 
Table 3.2-2. Overview of Waterway Features in Broward County and the New River 



Boating Facility Broward County New River 
Percent of Broward County Inventory on 



New River 



Marinas 



Marina 37 12 32.4% 



Private Club 9 4 44.4% 



Hotels/Restaurants 12 4 33.3% 



Boat Ramps 



Private 0 0 - 



Public 35 4 11.4% 



 



3.2.3.1 Marinas, Boat Ramps and Repair/ Support Facility Inventory 



The New River contains 12 public and private marinas. These marinas range in capacity from 5 slips 
to more than 190 slips, with an average of approximately 42 slips per marina. Marinas on the New 
River comprise approximately one third of all marinas in Broward County (Table 3.2-3). The largest 
concentration of marinas is located on the South Fork of the New River approximately two miles 
west of the New River Bridge.  
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Table 3.2-3. Overview of Waterway Features in the New River and Associated Waterways 



Boating Facility Number Slips  



Location Relative to 
New River FEC Corridor Railway Bridge 



East West 



Commercial Marina 9 502 2 7 



Public Marina 3 190 2 1 



Private Club 4 79 2 2 



Hotel/ Restaurant 4 47 4 - 



Total  20 818 10 10 



Source:  Florida Fish and Wildlife Research Institute, 2009 



 



Four locations on the New River have boat ramps (Table 3.2-4). All boat ramps on the New River 
are public, with three located west of the New River Bridge and one to the east. Only two 
anchorages occur in the vicinity of the New River, both located east of the New River Bridge. The 
New River, and Fort Lauderdale in general, are known for recreational vessel services, and contains 
a relatively high number of vessel and yacht service companies. Most of these vessel repair and 
service facilities are located west of the New River Bridge, particularly concentrated on the South 
Fork of the River. These commercial repair and support facilities provide a variety of services 
including vessel repair, cleaning, sales, and temporary dry docking. These services provide 
economic benefits to the City of Fort Lauderdale and the regional economy (refer to Section 3.2.2).  



Table 3.2-4. Boat Ramps, Anchorages, and Vessel Repair Facilities on the New River 



Boating Facility Number 



Location Relative to 
New River FEC Corridor Railway Bridge 



East West 



Boat Ramp 4 1 3 



Anchorage 2 2 - 



Repair/ Support Facilities 15 5 10 



Total 21 8 13 



Source: Florida Fish and Wildlife Research Institute, 2009 



 
3.2.3.2 Residential Boating Facility Inventory 



The New River and nearby area islands in the Intracoastal Waterway have a high number of 
residential waterfront properties and numerous residential neighborhoods with waterway access to 
the River. These parcels contain a large number of docks, while only approximately 6% contain a 
slip. Overall, approximately 89% of all waterfront properties contain either a dock or a slip 
(Table 3.2-5). The majority of the small private waterfront housing developments on the New River 
only meets the boating needs of the residences, and do not provide any public boating access. 
While secondary to marinas and other public marine facilities, an inventory of the docks and slips at 
waterfront housing developments is important to provide an overall picture of the complete marine 
industry and recreational use of the New River. Utilizing methodology provided in Section 2.1, the 
approximate number of docks and slips for single family, multi-family greater than 10, multi-family 
less than 10, and condominiums were counted or estimated (Table 3.2-5).  
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Table 3.2-5. Overview of Residential Boating Features of Waterfront Properties on the New River 



Land Use 



Total 
Waterfront 
Properties 



Estimated Properties 
with Docks 



Estimated Properties 
with Slips 



Estimated Properties 
with Docks or Slips 



Single Family 4,218 
3,627



a
 



(86%) 
169



a
 



(4%) 
3,796 
(90%) 



Multi Family <10 
Units 



194 
114



a
 



(59%) 
56



a
 



(29%) 
170 



(88%) 



Multi Family >10 
Units 



23 
4 



(17%) 
10 



(44%) 
14 



(61%) 



Condominiums 72 
5 



(7%) 
45 



(63%) 
50 



(70%) 



Total Waterfront 
Properties 



4,507 
3,750 
(83%) 



280 
(6%) 



4,030 
(89%) 



Note: 
a
 Estimated based on a percent of parcels with docks or slips from a random sample of 100 WFP parcels on the New 
River 



 
3.2.3.3 Purpose and Use of Navigation Infrastructure (Commercial versus Recreational 



Vessel Traffic) 



Navigation on the New River is predominantly recreational, with limited commercial and marine 
industry vessel traffic. The size of the waterway and adjacent land uses limit the extent of 
commercial marine activities on the New River. Commercial barge traffic primarily occurs in the 
vicinity of the Port of the Everglades. Inland commercial vessel activities are primarily associated 
with water taxi/bus, restaurant, and touring operations.  



3.2.4 Economic Analysis 



The total economic value of the marine industry along the New River is based on all marine related 
sales along this river, including those directly related to marine services (e.g., vessel sales, vessel 
repairs, recreational equipment) and those that are outside the marine industry but related to marine 
activity (e.g., sales of food and ice for boating trips). The type of sales that were considered in the 
marine industry include: 



 Vessel and yacht sales; 



 Vessel accessories and replacement parts (e.g., trailers, electronics); 



 Vessel services (e.g., repair, maintenance, interior design); 



 Vessel storage (e.g., marinas, onshore storage); 



 Sales at businesses frequented during boating trips (e.g., hotels and restaurants); 



 Recreational equipment and instruction (e.g., dive equipment, fishing tackle, water ski 
instruction); 



 Inland waterway businesses (e.g., water taxis and charter boats); and 



 Other miscellaneous costs (e.g., insurance, business/personal services). 



This analysis estimates the direct, indirect, and induced benefits of the marine industry to the local 
economy. In order to determine the direct economic value of the marine industry along the New 
River, the total direct economic value of the marine industry in Broward County was estimated, and 
then the relative percentage of the industry that can be attributed to the New River was applied. This 
value was then used to determine the resulting indirect and induced benefits. This analysis also 
considers the number of jobs that are supported by the economic activity associated with the marine 
industry along the New River. 



3.2.4.1 Economic Benefits of the Marine Industry in Broward County 



The direct economic value of the marine industry in Broward County was determined by updating the 
economic analysis performed by the State of Florida in 2011. The state’s study was updated from 
the base year of 2007, when the original study for Broward County was performed, to reflect the total 
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value of the industry in December 2013. The direct economic value of the marine industry 
associated with the New River includes all marine-related spending by the individuals and 
businesses utilizing the waterway. 



The direct benefits of the marine industry in Broward County were determined by escalating the 
values determined in the base year of 2007 in accordance with growth experienced between that 
time and December 2013. The gross sales in Kind Code 28 for Broward County declined by 5.17% 
in that period while gross sales across all Kind Codes in the state of Florida grew by 8.56%. In 
accordance with the methodology described in Section 2.2, retail sales were escalated by -5.17%, 
while port operations and non-marine benefits were escalated by 8.56%. As seen in Table 3.2-6, the 
resulting estimated total economic value of the marine industry (not including port tenants) in 
Broward County was $3,748.3 million, a decrease of $192.6 million (5%) from the 2007 value of 
$3,940.8 million. 



Table 3.2-6. Direct Benefits of the Marine Industry in Broward County 



Business Type 
2007 Marine 



Business Volume 
a
 



2013 Marine  
Business Volume 



Total Direct Benefits (marine only) $3,858,775,858  $3,659,190,239  



Non-marine Benefits (gas, food, drink, ice) $82,100,000  $89,131,273  



Total Marine and Non-marine Benefits $3,940,875,858  $3,748,321,512  



Source: Original 2007 marine business volume obtained from Appendix M of the Update of the Economic Benefits of the District’s 
Waterways in Florida, Main Report by the Florida Inland Navigation District, December 2011. Available at 
http://www.aicw.org/studies.jhtml?method=list 



Note: 
a 
Excludes receipts from port tenants since the port operations in Broward County are not associated with the New River. 



 



Due to indirect and induced effects of expenditures in the marine industry in Broward County, the 
total economic value of the industry is greater than the initial direct spending. The total economic 
value of the marine industry for Broward County, including direct, indirect, and induced effects, was 
generated by using IMPLAN economic modeling software for the 2007 data. Because the distribution 
of economic value is similar to the distribution at the time of the original study, the relative indirect 
and induced effects would also be similar. Therefore, extrapolating from the data obtained for the 
2007 model results, the estimated 2013 results show that the total value of the marine industry in 
Broward County is $5,268.0 million, with $3,748.3 million in direct sales, $820.2 million in indirect 
benefits, and $699.4 million in induced benefits (see Table 3.2-7). 



The economic activity associated with Broward County’s marine industry also supports local area 
employment, including jobs associated with the direct effects of spending in the industry as well as 
jobs associated with indirect and induced economic activity. These benefits, including both the 
number of jobs and personal income, were estimated using the same methodology of applying the 
2007 IMPLAN model run percentages to determine the total effects. The results show that direct 
spending in the marine industry supports 15,185 jobs and $638.7 million in personal income. 
Additionally, the total spending associated with the marine industry, including direct, indirect, and 
induced effects, supports 27,592 jobs and $1,186.8 million in personal income (see Table 3.2-7). 



Table 3.2-7. Direct, Indirect, and Induced Benefits of the Marine Industry in Broward County 



Benefit 



Original 2007 Model Results Estimated 2013 Figures 



Direct Indirect Induced Total Direct Indirect Induced Total 



Business Volume  
(in millions) 



$4,325.8 $946.6 $807.2 $6,079.6 $3,748.3 $820.2 $699.4 $5,267.9 



Personal Income  
(in millions) 



$737.1 $364.2 $268.3 $1,369.6 $638.7 $315.6 $232.5 $1,186.8 



Employment 17,524 7,415 6,904 31,843 15,185 6,425 5,982 27,592 



Source: Original 2007 model results obtained from Appendix M of the Update of the Economic Benefits of the District’s Waterways 
in Florida, Main Report by the Florida Inland Navigation District, December 2011. Available at 
http://www.aicw.org/studies.jhtml?method=list 



 





http://www.aicw.org/studies.jhtml?method=list


http://www.aicw.org/studies.jhtml?method=list
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3.2.4.2 Economic Benefits of the Marine Industry associated with the New River 



The New River represents approximately 32.7% ($1,723.7 million) of the marine activity and 
economic value in Broward County, excluding port activities. This total value is comprised of 
$1,226.5 million in direct expenditures, $268.4 in indirect effects, and $228.9 million in induced 
effects. This activity supports a total of 9,028 jobs and $388.3 million in personal income (see 
Table 3.2-8). 



Table 3.2-8. Direct, Indirect, and Induced Benefits of the Marine Industry along the New River 



Benefit Direct Indirect Induced Total 



Business Volume (in millions) $1,226.5 $268.4 $228.9 $1,723.7 



Personal Income (in millions) $209.0 $103.3 $76.1 $388.3 



Employment 4,968 2,102 1,957 9,028 



Source: Original 2007 model results obtained from Appendix M of the Update of the Economic Benefits of the District’s Waterways 
in Florida, Main Report by the Florida Inland Navigation District, December 2011. Available at 
http://www.aicw.org/studies.jhtml?method=list 



 



3.2.5 Public Outreach 



Since AAF made the first public announcement of its proposed passenger rail Project in Florida, a 
comprehensive public engagement strategy has been employed. A series of meetings, briefings, 
speeches and telephone calls with stakeholders, community leaders, neighborhood leaders and 
elected officials have been ongoing and will continue. AAF has participated in more than 300 
meetings with residents, business and community leaders, and public agencies throughout the State. 
Further to these efforts that began in March 2012, AAF has undertaken earlier coordination efforts to 



work proactively with federal, state and local agencies (e.g., FRA, USACE, USCG, SFWMD, etc.). 
Public outreach activities in Broward County, particularly in the vicinity of the New River, are 
provided in Tables 3.2-9 and 3.2-10. Additionally, the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) scoping 
meeting and meetings that specifically addressed navigation issues on the New River are outlined in 
Table 3.2-9.  



Table 3.2-9. Community Outreach Data (page 1 of 4) 



Presentation Made To Type of Event 



April 2012 



City of Fort Lauderdale Briefing - Lee Feldman, City Manager 



Broward County Call - Commissioner Kristin Jacobs 



Florida Minority Firms  Presentation – Coordinated by United States 
Congresswoman Corrine Brown 



May 2012 



Broward County Meeting - Bertha Henry, County Administrator 



Broward Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) Presentation – Board Meeting 



Central Florida Partnership Presentation – Board Meeting 



City of Fort Lauderdale/ Broward County Briefing - Lee Feldman, City Manager 
Bertha Henry, County Administrator 
Chris Walton, Transit Director 



City of Fort Lauderdale Follow Up - Lee Feldman, City Manager 
Planning Staff: Diana Alarcon, Sharon Dreesen, Jenni 
Morejon 



Broward County Briefing - Bertha Henry, County Administrator 



Fort Lauderdale Downtown Development Authority (DDA) Briefing - Chris Wren, Executive Director 



South Florida Regional Planning Council Presentation – monthly board meeting 



South Florida Regional Transportation Authority (SFRTA) Joseph Giuletti, Executive Director, & Staff 



Transit Oriented Development Briefing - Tony Brown, Executive Director 
Commissioner Lowe 
Scott Evans, Planning Director 





http://www.aicw.org/studies.jhtml?method=list








 Navigation Discipline Report For the AAF Passenger Rail Project from Orlando to Miami, Florida 
AMEC Project No. 6063120212 July 2014 



 



 3-15 AMEC 



Table 3.2-9. Community Outreach Data (page 2 of 4) 



Presentation Made To Type of Event 



June 2012 



Center for Urban Transportation Research Meeting - Jason Bittner 



Citizen’s Independent Transportation Trust Meeting - Charles Scurr, Executive Director 



FL House of Representatives Meeting - Rep. Lori Berman 



July 2012 



Broward County Planning Council Briefing - Henry Sniezek, Executive Director 



Florida Coalition of Railroad Passengers Presentation – Spring/Summer meeting 



City of Fort Lauderdale Briefing – Jenni Morejon, Deputy Director 
Renee Cross, Senior Transportation Planner 
Diana Alarcon, Transportation & Mobility Director 
Kevin Walford, Transportation Planner 



Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) - District 5 Meeting - Secretary Noranne Downs 



Floridians for Better Transportation Presentation – 2012 Transportation Summit 



Fort Lauderdale City Commission Presentation – monthly City Commission meeting 
with all city commissioners 



United State Department of Transportation (USDOT) Meeting - Secretary Ray LaHood 



August 2012 



Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP), 
USACE, SFWMD, St. Johns River Water Management 
District (SJRWMD) and others 



Tiger Team Meetings (held monthly) 



Broward County Senior Staff Meeting 
 



Environmental Group Meeting Meeting with: 
Everglades Foundation 
Audubon Society 
Florida Conservation Council 
Sierra Club 



Myregion.org Presentation – monthly board meeting 



Greater Fort Lauderdale Alliance Meeting – Boating 
Community 



Meeting with: 
Greater Fort Lauderdale Alliance 
Fort Lauderdale DDA 
Broward MPO 
Lauderdale Marine Center 
Stiles 
Marine Advisory Board 
Ward’s Marine Electric 
Riverfront Marina, Cymbal Development  
Winterfest 
Tow Boat US Fort Lauderdale 
City of Fort Lauderdale 
Roscioli Yacht Center 
Bradford Marine  
Fiberglass Coating 
Frank & Jimmies Propeller, Neptune Boat Lift 



Broward County Commissioners Individual briefings with:  
Dale Holness,  
Barbara Sharief, and  
Ilene Lieberman 



September 2012 



City of Hollywood, FL Briefing - Mayor Peter Bober and staff 



Broward County Planning and Environmental Regulation 
Division 



Pre-application meeting 



Florida East Coast Railway Society Presentation – historical society 



Greater Fort Lauderdale Alliance Presentation – Corporate Council 



Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council (TCRPC) Presentation – monthly board meeting 
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Table 3.2-9. Community Outreach Data (page 3 of 4) 



Presentation Made To Type of Event 



October 2012 



USCG Pre-application meeting 



United States House of Representatives Subcommittee 
on Railroads, Pipelines, & Hazardous Materials 



Briefing- Joyce Rose 



Southeast Florida Transportation Council Presentation – scheduled board meeting  



Tom Gustafson Briefing – Florida House of Representatives 
candidate 



City of Delray Beach Briefing – Mayor Woodie McDuffie 



November 2012 



Marine Industries Association of South Florida (MIASF) Boat tour – MIASF representatives and the City of 
Fort Lauderdale 



City of Fort Lauderdale Briefing –Lee Feldman, City Manager 



City of Fort Lauderdale  Briefing – Mayor Jack Seiler 



December 2012 



South Florida Regional Planning Council Presentation – Monthly board meeting 



Sun Sentinel Editorial board 



United States House of Representatives Briefing – Congressman Mario Diaz Balart 



FL House of Representatives Briefing – Representative Will Weatherford 



Broward County Meeting – Bertha Henry, County Administrator 



January 2013 



Broward MPO Briefing – Greg Stuart, Executive Director, and James 
Cromar, Planner 



Broward County Planning and Environmental Regulation 
Division 



Permit review meeting 
 



Environmental groups Meeting: Everglades Foundation 
Audubon Society 
1,000 Friends of Florida 



National Railroad Construction Conference Presentation – yearly conference 



MIASF Briefing – Kristy Hebert, President, and Patience 
Cohn 



February 2013 



Broward County Briefing – Commissioner Sue Gunzburger 



Florida Chamber of Commerce – Transportation Summit Presentation – Mobility and Investment Strategies 
Panel  



City of Fort Lauderdale Presentation – Marine Advisory Board 



United States House of Representatives Transportation & 
Infrastructure Committee – Subcommittee on Railroads, 
Pipelines, and Hazardous Materials 



Briefing - Mike Friedberg, Staff Director, and Fred 
Miller, Counsel 



Broward County Meeting - Bertha Henry, County Administrator, and 
staff 



Brevard County Briefing – Commissioner Trudie Infantini 



Brevard County Briefing – Commissioner Mary Bolin Lewis (staff) 



March 2013 



Broward County Briefing – Commissioner Martin David Kiar 



Broward County Briefing – Commissioner Stacey Ritter 



April 2013 



Biscayne Gardens Civic Association Presentation – monthly neighborhood meeting 



Village of Biscayne Park Briefing – Mayor Noah Jacobs and Manager Anna 
Garcia 



Fort Lauderdale Economic Development Advisory Board Presentation –monthly board meeting 



AAF/Broward County Marine Advisory Committee Presentation/Meeting – first meeting of a group 
convened by AAF to discuss and reach solutions on 
marine industry concerns 



Life Sciences South Florida Executive Committee Presentation –monthly board meeting 
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Table 3.2-9. Community Outreach Data (page 4 of 4) 



Presentation Made To Type of Event 



April 2013 (continued) 



Mayors Mean Business – Florida League of Mayors Presentation – more than 50 mayors at annual Florida 
League of Mayors meeting 



City of Dania Beach Briefing – Vice Mayor Al Jones, Community 
Redevelopment Agency (CRA) Director Jeremy Earle, 
Economic Development Manager Dan Murphy 



City of Hollywood Briefing – Commissioner/Broward MPO Chair Richard 
Blattner, Public Works Director Sylvia Glazer, Director 
of Parking & Intergovernmental Affairs Lorie Mertens-
Black 



Notice of Intent published April 15, 2013 initiated EIS scoping process 



May 2013 



Broward County Briefing – Vice Mayor Barbara Sharief (staff) 



Broward County Briefing – Commissioner Chip LaMarca 



City of Fort Lauderdale Briefing – Commissioner Dean Trantalis 



EIS Process scoping meeting/open house Public meeting – Miami (Section 2.2.5) 



EIS Process scoping meeting/open house Public meeting – West Palm Beach (Section 2.2.5) 



EIS Process scoping meeting/open house Public meeting – Fort Pierce (Section 2.2.5) 



City of Fort Lauderdale Briefing – Vice Mayor Bruce Roberts 



Broward County NAACP Briefing – Greg Durden 



City of Pompano Beach Briefing – Mayor Lamar Fisher 



Flagler Village Civic Association Presentation – monthly neighborhood association 
meeting (Fort Lauderdale) 



Efficient Transportation for the Community Presentation – monthly board meeting 



EIS Process scoping meeting/open house Public meeting – Fort Lauderdale (Section 2.2.5) 



June 2013 



Florida Planning & Zoning Association Presentation at yearly conference 



Mayor Steve Abrams’ Roundtable District 4 
Mayors/Managers meeting 



Presentation to mayors and city managers from 
coastal cities in District 4 in Palm Beach County  



City of Fort Lauderdale Briefing – Commissioner Romney Rogers 



City of Pompano Beach Briefing – Vice Mayor George Brummer 



City of Dania Beach Briefing – Mayor Walter Duke 



AAF sponsored Minority, Disadvantaged and Women-
owned Business Enterprises (MBE/DBE/WBE) and 
veteran-owned small business (VOSB) and service-
disabled veteran-owned small business (SDVOSB) 
Outreach Forum 



Events held in Central and South Florida so 
DBE/MBE/WBE firms could discuss potential teaming 
opportunities with potential prime contractors 



United States House of Representatives Briefing – Congresswoman Corrine Brown 



July 2013 



FL House of Representatives Briefing – Representative David Richardson 



Village of Biscayne Park Presentation – monthly commission meeting 



Black Archives Briefing – Dr. Dorothy Fields, Founder 



AFL-CIO Miami Briefing – Ellis Canty, Board Member 



October 2013 



City of Fort Lauderdale Monthly meeting -Marine Advisory Committee 
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Table 3.2-10. Letters and Agreements of Support 



Date Document; Entity Signatory 



May 10, 2012 
Resolution No. 05-01-12; DDA of Fort 
Lauderdale 



Gregory Durden, Chairman; Chris Wren, 
Executive Director 



July 24, 2012 
Memorandum of Understanding; City of 
West Palm Beach 



Geraldine Muoio, Mayor 



July 24, 2012 Letter of Support; Broward MPO Gregory Stuart, Executive Director 



July 24, 2012 
Letter of Support; South Florida 
Regional Planning Council 



James F. Murley, Executive Director 



July 24, 2012 
Letter of Support; Hialeah Chamber of 
Commerce & Industries 



Mandy Llanes, Chairman 



July 24, 2012 
Letter of Support; Greater Fort 
Lauderdale Alliance, Broward County 



Bob Swindell, President and CEO 



July 25, 2012 
Letter of Support; Coral Gables 
Chamber of Commerce 



Mark A. Trowbridge, President and CEO 



July 25, 2012 Letter of Support; TCRPC Michael J. Busha, AICP, Executive Director 



July 31, 2012 Letter of Support; Broward County Bertha W. Henry 



July 31, 2012 
Letter of Support, Florida Chamber of 
Commerce 



David A. Hart, Executive Vice President 



 



3.2.5.1 Fort Lauderdale EIS Scoping 



The public scoping meeting to support preparation of the EIS was held at Holiday Park Social 
Center, 1150 G. Harold Martin Drive, Fort Lauderdale from 3:30 to 7:00 pm on May 29, 2013. Eighty 
(80) persons attended the meeting, and most of those indicated they were representing a local 
government agency, business, or homeowner association. Approximately 13 persons indicated they 
were not representing any organization. Twenty (20) attendees submitted either comments or 
completed a survey questionnaire.



11
  



Public participants in the Fort Lauderdale meeting expressed concern regarding potential for 
adverse economic impacts on Fort Lauderdale’s recreational boaters and marine industry due to 
more frequent crossings of the FECR operable bridge across the New River near the proposed 
station. Five (5) people addressed this topic at the meeting while an additional comment was 
received by email. Both traffic and boater congestion and public safety were a concern with respect 
to grade crossings in Fort Lauderdale, with specific concern regarding frequency of closing at 
Broward Boulevard and the New River Bridge.  



3.2.6 Additional Public Comments 



Additional comments delivered by mail or email were received during the scoping process. The FRA 
received an email from John R. Fiore, Associate Planner; Liaison, Broward County Marine Advisory 
Committee; Broward County Parks and Recreation Division. The comment sent on April 25, 2013 
raised a concern that increased rail traffic on the FECR operable bridge across the New River in Fort 
Lauderdale will cause delays and boating safety hazards for recreational and commercial boaters 
using the New River waterway.  



3.2.6.1 Marine Advisory Board Meeting, Fort Lauderdale  



AAF presented to the City of Fort Lauderdale Marine Advisory Board in Fort Lauderdale, Florida on 
Thursday, February 7, 2013. The meeting took place at 6:00 pm in the 8



th
 Floor Conference Room of 



100 North Andrews Avenue. After the presentation by AAF staff, several members of the Marine 
Advisory Board expressed concerns related to additional closure of the New River Bridge and 
associated effects to marine traffic. Members wanted to know how long the New River Bridge would 



                                                   
11



 Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc. (VHB). June 28, 2013. Scoping Report for All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger 
Rail Project – Orlando to Miami. Prepared for Federal Railroad Administration 











 Navigation Discipline Report For the AAF Passenger Rail Project from Orlando to Miami, Florida 
AMEC Project No. 6063120212 July 2014 



 



 3-19 AMEC 



need to be down per crossing and per day. In addition, the inability to provide exact schedules for 
freight crossings due to irregular freight service was raised as an issue for marine traffic. The 
possible use of a bridge tender was also discussed.  



Private citizens at the meeting had additional concerns related to safety in the event of marine 
emergencies as well as the effects of bridge closures on public events such as the Winterfest Boat 
Parade. A representative of the Marine Industries Association of South Florida (MIASF) expressed 
appreciation for the continuing dialogue and attention to the concerns of MIASF given by the AAF 
Project staff.  



At the conclusion of the meeting, the marine Advisory Board passed a motion stating strong 
concerns over impacts to river traffic, especially for vessels traveling to Marina Mile boatyards and 
requesting AAF to continue dialogue with the City and marine interests (including MIASF) to ensure 
impacts are minimized and mitigated. 



3.2.6.2 Broward County Marine Advisory Committee Meeting 



The AAF Project was presented to the Broward County Marine Advisory Committee in Wilton 
Manors, Florida on Thursday, October 3, 2013. The meeting took place at 2:00 pm at the Island City 
Park Preserve located at 823 N.E 28



th
 Street. After the presentation, the Committee expressed 



concern over long wait times for vessels during crossings.  



3.3 Summary of Vessel Traffic Survey at New River 



Vessel traffic was summarized at the New River Bridge and surrounding areas, including peak travel 
seasons, months, days, and times; vertical clearance; and nearby bridges over the New River. This 
summary includes a literature review of existing vessel traffic studies, and vessel traffic extracted 
from 2014 FECR’s video recordings, and a live feed of the bridge. These combined data was used to 
analyze vessel activity within the New River and provides the information necessary to estimate 
impacts related to increased train traffic and associated closures of the New River Bridge. The 
information gathered from previous vessel studies along the New River was summarized and used 
in conjunction with vessel traffic data collected from the videos to evaluate changes in vessel traffic 
from 2004 to 2014, and to determine reliability of previous navigation studies to determine 
socioeconomic effects of the Proposed Action. 



3.3.1 Literature Review Vessel Traffic Surveys 



Vessel traffic studies along the New River have been conducted in 2004-2005
12



, 2009
13



 and 2011
9
. 



These studies include aerial and fixed point surveys, and provide estimated morning and afternoon 
vessel trends as well as seasonal trends separated by weekdays and weekends. Figure 3.3-1 
depicts the locations for these studies.  



3.3.1.1 Broward County Vessel Study 



A vessel traffic study was conducted in Broward County via aerial surveys between May 7, 2004 and 
January 24, 2005.



12 
Fixed point surveys were conducted via field team observers at Colee Hammock 



Park to record vessel traffic along the New River passing the park. Colee Hammock Park is located 
approximately 1.2 miles east of the existing New River Bridge (Figure 3.3-1). Observations were 
conducted on both weekdays and weekends throughout the summer and winter of 2004 and 2005. 
The data recorded during this period showed the number of average daily vessels observed during 
the summer were 224 for weekdays, and 591 for weekends, with a weekend/weekday ratio of 2.6 



                                                   
12 



Gorzelany, Jay F. 2005. MOTE Marine Laboratory. Recreational Boat Traffic Surveys of Broward County, Florida. 
Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation, Final Report 



13
 Gannett Fleming. 2009. South Florida East Coast Corridor Transit Analysis Study Phase 2 Navigable Waterway 



Analysis Technical Memorandum. 
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(Table 3.3-1). There were more vessels observed during the winter as compared to the summer, 
with an average of 340 vessels during weekdays and an average of 846 vessels observed during 
weekends. More vessels were observed on average in the afternoon as compared to the morning 
during both the summer and winter with 495 and 841 vessels, respectively. On average, peak vessel 
traffic appears to occur on Sundays with 442 vessels observed while Saturday counts averaged 277 
vessels (Table 3.3-2). However, it is worth mentioning that the number of vessels observed in this 
study only reflect traffic east of the New River Bridge and not the number of vessels directly crossing 
New River Bridge. 



 
Table 3.3-1. Summary of Vessel Traffic Observed at Colee Hammock Park in the New River East of the 



New River Bridge Collected via Video Cameras (2004 and 2005) Summarized by Season 
and by Time of Day 



Season 
Weekday 
(Average) 



Weekend 
(Average) 



Ratio 
(WE/WD) 



Morning (am) 
(8:00 am to 11:59 am) 



Afternoon (pm) 
(Noon to 3:00 pm) 



Ratio 
(pm/am) 



Summer 224 591 2.6 320 495 1.5 



Winter 340 846 2.5 345 841 2.4 



Source: Modified from Tables 10 and 11 from Gorzelany 2005
12



 
Notes: WD = Weekday; WE = Weekend 



 



Table 3.3-2. Summary of Vessel Traffic Observed at Colee Hammock Park in the New River East of the 
FECR Bridge Collected via Field Observers (2004 and 2005) Summarized by Day of the 
Week 



Day Number of Days Observed Average 



Sunday 2 442 



Monday 1 87 



Tuesday 1 167 



Wednesday 1 173 



Thursday - - 



Friday 1 137 



Saturday 2 277 



Source: Modified from Tables 1 and 2 from Gorzelany, 2005
12
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Figure 3.3-1. New River Vessel Survey Location 
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This study also conducted aerial flight surveys to assess vessel traffic trends for all of Broward 
County.



12
 Aerial surveys were conducted from May 2004 to January 2005 to estimate weekday and 



weekend vessel trends as well as trends throughout the week separated by morning and afternoon 
(Table 3.3-3). This study indicates that peak vessel activity occurs in the afternoon between noon 
and 3 pm with an average of 118 vessels counted on weekdays and an average of 347 vessels 
counted on weekends. Peak weekday vessel traffic occurs on Fridays with an average of 
142 vessels, whereas weekend traffic peaks occur on Sundays with an average of 501 vessels. 
Morning vessel activity is considerably lower for both weekdays and weekends with 91 and 176 
vessels observed, respectively (Table 3.3-3). 



Table 3.3-3. Total Number of Vessels Observed in Broward County via Aerial Surveys Conducted in 
2004 and 2005 



 



Morning (am)  
(8:00am to 11:59 am) 



Afternoon (pm) 
(Noon to 3:00 pm) 



Ratio 
(pm/am) 



Total 



Number Days 
Observed 



Average 
per day 



Number days 
Observed 



Average 
per day 



Number days 
Observed 



Average 
per day 



Weekday verses Weekend Summary 



Weekday 4 91 4 118 1.3     



Weekend 4 176 4 347 2.0     



Weekly Summary  



Sunday 1 191 2 501 2.6 3 398 



Monday 1 63 1 79 1.3 2 71 



Tuesday - - - - - - - 



Wednesday 1 97 1 128 1.3 2 113 



Thursday 1 106 1 123 1.2 2 115 



Friday 1 97 1 142 1.5 2 120 



Saturday 3 171 3 304 1.8 6 237 



Source: Modified from Tables 1 and 2 from Gorzelany, 2005
12



 
Notes: WD = Weekday; WE = Weekend 



 
3.3.1.2 New River Vessel Survey and Preliminary Bridge Opening Analysis 



A vessel survey was conducted in April 2011, for the section of the New River upstream of the New 
River Bridge to I-95 on the South Fork, and Broward Boulevard on the North Fork.9 The purpose of 
this study was to evaluate vessel traffic that would require the opening of operable bridges east of 
the New River Bridge crossing, towards the Intracoastal Waterway, in Fort Lauderdale, Florida. 
Focus was placed primarily on vessels with vertical clearances higher than those of the Southeast 
3



rd
 Avenue Bridge (16 feet) and the Andrews Avenue Bridge (21 feet).  



Results from this study show that 425 vessels upstream of the Southeast 3rd Avenue Bridge and 
Andrews Avenue Bridge would require bridge openings. Based on analysis of the confirmed vessel 
heights surveyed during February 2011, the most common vessel height requiring opening of the 
Southeast 3



rd
 Avenue Bridge is 59 feet. Vessel heights requiring the majority of openings range from 



50 to 70 feet. The most common vessel heights requiring opening of the Andrews Avenue Bridge are 
over 55 feet. Vessel heights requiring the majority of openings include the vessel heights mentioned 
above, as well as those vessels with a 64 foot vessel height.



9
 



Estimates of the total number of vessels in the navigable waterways upstream of the Southeast 3rd 
Avenue Bridge (extending to the water control structures), and the number of vessels that appeared 
to have a vertical clearance requirement greater than 20 feet were approximated from aerial 
photography taken March 26, 2011. Downstream of I-95 (and Broward Boulevard on the North Fork) 
were approximately 1,186 vessels, approximately 484 (41%) of which appeared to have a vertical 
clearance requirement greater than 20 feet. Upstream of I-95 (and Broward Boulevard on the North 











 Navigation Discipline Report For the AAF Passenger Rail Project from Orlando to Miami, Florida 
AMEC Project No. 6063120212 July 2014 



 



 3-23 AMEC 



Fork) were approximately 1,406 vessels, approximately 289 (21%) of which appeared to have a 
vertical clearance requirement greater than 20 feet.



9 



3.3.1.3 South Florida East Coast Corridor Transit Analysis Study – Phase 2 Navigable 
Waterway Analysis Technical Memorandum 



A navigable waterway analysis was published by Gannett Fleming in November 2009, which 
evaluated the vessel traffic traversing bridges along the New River, based on preliminary studies 
from 1999 and 2009. The January 1999 vessel survey at the CSX Railway crossing of the South 
Fork determined approximately 170 vessels pass underneath this bridge with the tallest vessel 
height reaching 48 feet. Based on personal communication from the USCG, under low tide vessels 
with heights close to 55 feet can transit under the CSX Bridge. The CSX Railway Bridge remains in 
the open position similar to New River Bridge and closes to facilitate train passage on an as-needed 
basis. Vertical clearance in the western reaches of the South Fork is restricted to 55 feet due to the 
I-95 fixed bridge. A field study conducted in March 2009 surveyed the vertical heights of the tallest 
sailing vessels moored between the Andrews Avenue Bridge and the New River Bridge, finding an 
average height of 54.5 feet. Based on interviews conducted during March 2009 with local marine 
businesses, River Bend Marine Center and Storm Rigging, the most common vertical clearance of 
sailing vessels coming for service were 60 feet and 63.5 feet, respectively. Although the charted 
clearance of the power cables west of New River Bridge is 80 feet, Storm Rigging indicated that the 
cables are actually at 105 feet, and therefore vessels reaching 95 feet in height can pass through the 
area, particularly during low tide.  



3.3.2 2014 Vessel Traffic Survey  



Video recordings from a camera placed by the New River Bridge were provided by FECR. These 
videos consist of two full consecutive weeks of the peak season for vessel traffic, from January 14



th
 



to the 27
th
, 2014 and were assessed to extract data of vessel traffic traversing the New River Bridge 



during daylight hours (from 6:00 am through 6:30 pm each day). In addition, this section summarizes 
vessel traffic data and traffic characteristics extracted from a survey of a live feed of the New River 
Bridge, February 2014. 



3.3.2.1 Summary of Vessel Traffic Traversing New River FEC Bridge 



New River Bridge 2014 Video Assessment 



Based on the January 2014 FECR video, an average of 157 vessel crossings occurred at the New 
River Bridge (Min=99; Max=289) on a daily basis (6:00 am to 6:30 pm) from Monday through Friday 
compared to an average of 356 vessels (Min=262; Max=508) per day on a weekend day 
(Table 3.3-4). Both Sundays observed during this two week video assessment (January 19 and 
January 26) had the most vessel activity, with a total 304 and 508 vessel counts from 6:00 am to 
6:30 pm, respectively. Wednesdays and Thursdays reported the lowest vessel activity with an 
average of 114 and 136 vessel counts, respectively. The average vessel count for Monday is likely 
higher than typical since it included data from January 20, 2014, which is a holiday. 



The average count of commercial vessels per day ranged from 29 to 59 (Figure 3.3-1). An increase 
in commercial crossings during the weekend was not observed during this two week assessment, 
but lower vessel counts were observed during Monday and Friday, with an average vessel count of 
29 and 33 vessels, respectively. An average count of recreational vessels per day ranged from 64 to 
356, with lower traffic during Wednesday and Thursday and an increase in vessel traffic of 
approximately 64% during the weekend (Figure 3.3-2). 
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Table 3.3-4. Vessel Traffic at New River Bridge Based on FECR Video Assessment from January 2014 



Week Day Date 



Vessel Traffic at New River Bridge
a
 



Total 



Percent of 
Commercial 
Vessels/day 



Percent of 
Recreational 
Vessels/day 



Morning 
 (6:00 AM-9:59 AM ) 



Noon 
(10:00 AM-1:59 PM) 



Afternoon to Overnight  
(2:00 PM-5:59 AM) 



Commercial Recreational Commercial Recreational Commercial Recreational 



Tuesday 1/14/2014 4 13 21 60 22 57 177 26.6% 73.4% 



Wednesday 1/15/2014 9 9 20 21 20 20 99 49.5% 50.5% 



Thursday 1/16/2014 7 8 17 22 24 32 110 43.6% 56.4% 



Friday 1/17/2014 5 5 10 58 12 64 154 17.5% 82.5% 



Saturday 1/18/2014 5 19 13 77 16 132 262 13.0% 87.0% 



Sunday 1/19/2014 9 9 19 106 19 147 309 15.2% 84.8% 



Monday 1/20/2014 6 16 17 113 18 119 289 14.2% 85.8% 



Tuesday 1/21/2014 26 13 22 46 22 21 150 46.7% 53.3% 



Wednesday 1/22/2014 10 6 19 34 22 38 129 39.5% 60.5% 



Thursday 1/23/2014 7 6 24 35 28 61 161 36.6% 63.4% 



Friday 1/24/2014 4 7 18 39 17 55 140 27.9% 72.1% 



Saturday 1/25/2014 18 9 29 100 16 172 344 18.3% 81.7% 



Sunday 1/26/2014 9 30 18 155 31 265 508 11.4% 88.6% 



Monday 1/27/2014 9 10 8 10 ND ND 37 45.9% 54.1% 



Notes:
 a 



Vessel traffic was assessed primarily during January daylight hours (from 6:00am to 6:30pm), but casual observations late at night were also recorded; ND=no data 
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Figure 3.3-2. Average Vessel Count Traversing the New River Bridge 
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New River Bridge 2014 Live Video Feed Survey 



The average vessel count observed during the February 2014 New River live feed observations was 
lower than values obtained from the January 2014 New River Bridge video assessment 
(Table 3.3-5). However, the density of traffic was similar throughout the week, with lower vessel 
traffic on Thursdays and an increase in vessel traffic over the weekend. A higher traffic of 
recreational vessels was observed compared to commercial vessels. Most commercial vessel trips 
account for those made by taxi boats, the Jungle Queen, a sightseeing riverboat cruise, and towing 
services (Table 3.3-6). 



Table 3.3-5. Vessel Traffic at New River Bridgea Observed During Survey of Live Video Feed 
Assessment 



Day Number of Vessels (am) Number of Vessels (pm) Number of Vessels per day 



Tuesday ND 102 102 



Thursday 16 67 83 



Friday ND 94 94 



Saturday 85 305 390 



Sunday 96 297 393 



Notes: 
a 
Vessel traffic was assessed during January daylight hours, from 6:00am to 6:30pm; ND = no data 



 



Table 3.3-6. Commercial Vessel Traffic at New River Bridge Observed During Live Video Feed 
Assessment on February 13, 2014 



3.4 Summary of Bridge Operation at New River 



This section includes data gathered through existing bridge operation studies at and near the New 
River Bridge, bridge operation surveys performed from the live feed and the current and projected 
operations schedule for freight and passenger traffic provided by AAF. These data are summarized 
herein and will be used to assess projected changes in maritime traffic. 



3.4.1 Literature Review of Bridge Operation Studies 



Bridge operation studies along the New River were conducted in 2009
13



 and 2011
9
. These studies 



include aerial surveys, along with fixed point surveys and provide average weekly and monthly 
bridge operation/openings as well as vertical clearances for bridges along the New River. 



3.4.2 New River Vessel Survey and Preliminary Bridge Opening Analysis 



A vessel survey and bridge opening analysis was conducted in April 2011 for the section of the New 
River upstream of the FECR Bridge to I-95 on the South Fork, and Broward Boulevard on the North 
Fork.



9
 The purpose of this study was to evaluate vessel traffic that would require the opening of 



operable bridges east of the New River Bridge crossing, towards the Intracoastal Waterway, in Fort 
Lauderdale, Florida. 



Bridge operation based on tender log data was used to determine the frequency of openings at the 
Southeast 3rd Avenue and Andrews Avenue bridges. A summary of the estimated number of 
openings per day of the week for each of these bridges is described in Table 3.4-1.9 In addition, the 
data demonstrate that in 2011 the Southeast 3rd Avenue Bridge was opened 10,821 times. Peak 
opening times occurred on Friday, Saturday, and Sunday with approximately 32, 33, and 31 daily 
openings, respectively (Table 3.1-1). The average bridge openings per day, week and month at the 
Southeast 3rd Avenue Bridge was approximately 30, 210 and 900 respectively. The Andrews 



Vessel Type 



Number of Trips 



Morning Afternoon 



Water taxi 4 11 



Jungle Queen 0 2 



Towing service 1 4 
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Avenue Bridge was opened 9,803 times during 2011, with peak opening times occurring on Friday 
and Saturday with approximately 31 and 29 daily openings, respectively. The average bridge 
openings per day, week and month at the Andrews Avenue Bridge was approximately 27, 190 and 
820 respectively.  



Table 3.4-1. Average Number of Openings per day at the Southeast 3rd Avenue Bridge and Andrews 
Avenue Bridge, April 2011 



Bridge Name 



Number of Bridge Openings 



Sunday Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday Saturday 



Southeast 3rd Avenue Bridge 31 30 30 28 29 32 33 



Andrews Avenue Bridge 27 28 28 25 27 31 29 



Source: Modified from RS&H, 20129 



 



The 2011 opening logs for the Andrews Avenue Bridge and Southeast 3rd Avenue Bridge from the 
Broward County Highway and Bridge Maintenance Division record the date, time and vessel that the 
bridge was opened for, as well as the vessel name and direction of the vessel, if available. Based on 
review of the opening logs, February was the month with greatest number of openings at both 
bridges. The estimated average number of daily openings by month for the Andrews Avenue Bridge 
and Southeast 3rd Avenue Bridge for the 2011 calendar year is summarized in Table 3.4-2.  



Table 3.4-2. Average Number of Daily Openings per month at the Andrews Avenue Bridge and 
Southeast 3rd Avenue Bridge, Calendar Year 2011 



Bridge Name 



Average Number of Daily Bridge Openings 



Jan Feb March April May June July Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec 



Southeast 3rd 
Avenue Bridge 



29 34 34 32 34 27 26 27 23 34 32 34 



Andrews Avenue 
Bridge 



27 30 29 29 30 27 26 26 23 28 29 31 



Source: Modified from RS&H, 2012
9
 



3.4.3 South Florida East Coast Corridor Transit Analysis Study – Phase 2 Navigable 
Waterway Analysis Technical Memorandum 



A navigable waterway analysis was published by Gannett Fleming in November 2009 concerning 
bridge operations along the New River for the Andrews Avenue Bridge and the New River Bridge.



13
 



Based on data collected on November 2008, an estimated average of 11 freight trains crossed the 
New River daily and those trains accounted for an average bridge closure time of 3.4 hours per day. 
Depending on the number of freight trains and the train’s length, closure times ranged from 1.5 
hours to almost 6 hours per day.



13
 Weekday closures were found to be longer than weekend 



closures (4 hours as opposed to 2 hours, respectively).
13



 



The number of openings in one-hour periods throughout the day, as well as the average number of 
openings per day was determined based on the Andrews Avenue Bridge log of November, 2007. 
The largest number of bridge openings (33 to 34) took place on Sunday and Monday, respectively. 
The most navigational traffic occurred between 10 am and 4 pm, averaging approximately one 
opening per hour. Table 3.4-3 summarizes the estimated average number of openings per day of the 
week during the study period.



13
 Results of this study were confirmed by a representative from the 



Broward County Streets and Highway Division, who through a phone interview stated the Andrews 
Avenue Bridge opens an average of 30 times per day and 800 to 1,000 times per month.



13 
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Table 3.4-3. Average Number of Andrews Avenue Bridge Openings, November 2007 



Day Average Number of Openings per Day 



Sunday 33 



Monday 34 



Tuesday 22 



Wednesday 26 



Thursday 23 



Friday 24 



Saturday 23 



Source: Gannett Fleming, 2009 
13 



 



3.4.4 New River Bridge Operations Analysis 



A bridge operation survey performed through observations of live feed indicates the New River 
Bridge is closed, on average, 19 minutes per closure (Table 3.4-4). This value is comparable to the 
values obtained through RTC modeled bridge operations using the freight traffic data provided by 
AAF, which shows the New River Bridge is closed about 19 minutes per closure under Existing 
Conditions (Table 3.4-5). 



RTC model results for existing and projected bridge operations are provided in Table 3.4-5. Analysis 
of data suggests the No-Build Alternative (without the infrastructure contemplated as part of the 
Proposed Action) will increase the average time of each bridge closure by approximately 6 minutes. 
The projected freight traffic under the 2016 No-Build Alternative results in a total average daily 
bridge closure of 6 hours during weekdays and approximately 3.3 hours of daily closure during 
weekends, as compared to approximately 3.50 and 2.45 hours of daily closure during weekdays and 
weekends, respectively, under the Existing Conditions. Although the Proposed Action (2016 
Passenger and upgraded infrastructure) will add to the total daily bridge closure time (about 2.92 
hours during the weekdays and 3.12 hours during weekends), improvements to the rail infrastructure 
are expected to increase the speed of rail traffic, reducing the Proposed Action average time of 
single closures (11 minutes) by approximately 8 minutes when compared to Existing Conditions and 
No-Build Alternative (19 minutes). The Combined Effect (2016 Freight and Passenger) will 
correspond to an average of 6.9 hours of daily closure times during the weekdays and 5.23 hours of 
closure time during the weekends. The total bridge closure estimated for the No-Build 2016 Freight 
and the 2016 Improved Freight, (Combined Effect minus the Proposed Action; data presented in 
Appendix A) are very similar. However, the 2016 Improved Freight has a lower total daily closure 
time from Thursday to Saturday and a reduction of bridge closure that ranges between 2 and 30 
minutes during active vessel traffic (6:00am to 6:00pm).  



Under the Combined Effect some hours will experience longer periods of bridge closure time (above 
30 minutes). Extended bridge closure time in a specific hour can be split into several short bridge 
closings periods (e.g., three 10 minutes closings) with bridge openings between each bridge closure, 
or they can happen as one bridge closure in that hour (Table 3.4-6). However, these single extended 
periods of closure time will occur mainly at night and early morning, which are characterized by a 
decreased vessel traffic compared to daytime hours (Appendix B). In addition these extended bridge 
closures are usually followed by long periods of bridge openings that should allow all queue vessels 
to cross without experiencing multiple bridge closures. Even the largest vessels (e.g., Jungle Queen) 
will not take more than 5 to 6 seconds to cross the bridge, thus shorter periods of bridge opening 
(e.g., 5 minutes) should be enough to clear queue vessels at both sides of the bridge.  
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Table 3.4-4. Bridge Operation Survey for New River Bridge Based on Live Feed Observations, February 
2014 



Day of Week 



Time it takes 
Bridge to 



close 



Time it takes 
Train to 
arrive  



Time it 
takes Train 



to cross 



Time it takes 
Bridge to start 



opening 



Time it takes 
for Bridge to 



open 
Total 
Time 



Values Represent the Average Times Per Day (hh:mm:ss) 



Thursday 0:01:17 0:08:44 0:01:33 0:02:04 0:01:28 0:15:04 



Friday 0:02:01 0:11:53 0:02:58 0:02:13 0:01:17 0:20:22 



Saturday 0:01:31 0:20:45 0:02:16 0:00:44 0:01:41 0:26:57 



Sunday 0:01:18 0:06:37 0:03:29 0:01:21 0:01:45 0:14:30 



Statistics of Raw Data for the Bridge Operation Survey
a
 (hh:mm:ss) 



Average 0:01:32 0:12:00 0:02:34 0:01:36 0:01:33 0:19:13 



              



Minimum 0:01:17 0:06:37 0:01:33 0:00:44 0:01:17 0:14:30 



Median 0:01:24 0:10:18 0:02:37 0:01:42 0:01:35 0:17:43 



Maximum 0:02:01 0:20:45 0:03:29 0:02:13 0:01:45 0:26:57 



Notes: 
a 
Average data based on 10 observations 



Each day is an average of multiple observations per day that include both single and multiple trains crossing within the 
closures observed. 
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Table 3.4-5. Summary of Existing and Projected Bridge Operations for the New River Bridge 



New River Bridge 



Existing 
Conditions 2013 F 



No-Build 



Alternative 2016 F
a
 



Proposed 
Action 



2016 P
b
 



Combined Effect 



2016 F+P 
b
 



 Average Single Daily Closure Time (Minutes) 



Sunday 19 20 11 13 



Monday 18 19 11 13 



Tuesday 19 20 10 14 



Wednesday 18 18 13 13 



Thursday 19 19 11 13 



Friday 19 19 12 13 



Saturday 18 18 11 11 



Average Single Weekly 



Closure Time (minutes)
 c
 



19 19 11 13 



Total Number of Daily 
Closures 



10 16 16 30 



 Total Daily Closure Time (Minutes) 



Sunday 148 179 182 319 



Monday 231 395 175 447 



Tuesday 189 362 134 402 



Wednesday 221 348 188 433 



Thursday 186 341 189 397 



Friday 223 354 191 390 



Saturday 146 215 192 308 



Average of Total Weekday 
Closure Time (Minutes) 



210 360 175 414 



Average of Total Weekday 
Closure Time (Hours) 



3.50 6.0 2.92 6.90 



Average of Total Weekend 
Closure Time (Minutes) 



147 197 187 314 



Average of Total Weekend 
Closure Time (Hours) 



2.45 3.3 3.12 5.23 



Notes: 
a
Results based on RTC modeling data of train and bridge operations with closure times verified with existing field 



conditions and under the assumption that infrastructure improvements planned under the Proposed Action do not occur. 
b
Results based on RTC modeling data of train and bridge operations for both freight and passenger rail with the planned 



infrastructure improvements planned under the Proposed Action. 
c
Multiple trains(freight and passenger) can cross under a single bridge closure. 



 
 
Table 3.4-6. Extended Bridge Closures at New River due to Freight and Passenger Train Operations 



Day 
Bridge Closure 
Time (hh:mm) a 



Total Number 
of Trains  



Duration of Single 
Closure (Minutes) 



Open Duration Before Next 
Bridge Closure (Minutes) 



Tuesday 18:22 5 37 22 



Tuesday 22:22 3 31 50 



Thursday 17:22 3 30 29 



Note: Extended bridge closures are characterized by single closures longer than 30 minutes 
a
 Time of day when the extended bridge closure occurs 
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3.5 Model Simulation Results 



No-Build Alternative (Case 2a) Compared to Combined Effect (Case 3) 



Table 3.5.1 shows the model results for marine traffic wait times for total vessels (commercial plus 
recreational), commercial only vessels, and recreational only vessels at New River Bridge crossing 
for the four cases identified in Section 2.5.1. When comparing Case 2a (2016 No-Build Alternative) 
to Case 3 (2016 Freight and Passenger, Combined Effect) an increase in the percentage of vessels 
experiencing a wait from 23% under the No-Build Alternative to 36% under the Combined Effect is 
seen. There is a 90% probability that individual vessels that wait will not wait longer than 16.4 
minutes under Case 2a, and will not wait longer than 12.2 minutes under Case 3. The average wait 
times for all vessels that experience a wait is expected to decrease under the Combined Effect as 
compared to the No-Build Alternative from 7.9 minutes to 6.3 minutes, respectively. 



The effect on vessel wait times for commercial only vessels and recreational only vessels was 
similar to the effect on total vessels. For commercial vessels that wait, the average wait time is 
expected to decrease from 7.3 minutes under the No-Build Alternative to 6.3 minutes under the 
Combined Effect. For recreational vessels that wait, the average wait time is expected to decrease 
from 8.1 minutes under the No-Build Alternative to 6.3 minutes under the Combined Effect. 



Based on vessel traffic characterized in the FECR Video Assessment for the New River Bridge 
(Table 3.3-4), the highest traffic period for commercial and recreational vessels occur from noon to 
6:00 pm. Overall, under the No-Build Alternative (Case 2a) and for the Combined Effect (Case 3) 
there is a higher probability (>80%) that vessels will not have to experience a wait time. However, 
the number of vessels that could potentially experience being in a queue from 6:00 am to 6:00 pm is 
presented in Table 3.5-2. In general, 



 Under the No-Build Alternative, a vessel queue length (the number of vessels that are 
experiencing a wait) of 1 vessel for both directions (traveling east or west) has the highest 
probability of occurrence (Table 3.5-2); while the maximum vessel queue length with a 
probability 0.1 to 2.2% of occurrence is over 10 vessels. 



 Under the Combined Effect, a vessel queue length (the number of vessels that are experiencing 
a wait) of 1 vessel for both directions (traveling east or west) has the highest probability of 
occurrence; while the greatest vessel queue length with a probability ranging from 0.2 to 2.0% is 
over 10 vessels.  



 



Existing Conditions (Case 1) Compared to No-Build Alternative (Case 2a) 



When comparing Case 1 (2013 Existing Conditions) to Case 2a (2016 No-Build Alternative) for total 
vessel traffic, changes in vessel delays are projected. The percentage of vessels that experience a 
wait time increases from 14% under Existing Conditions to 23% for the No-Build Alternative There is 
a 90% probability that individual vessels that wait will not wait longer than 15 minutes under Case 1, 
and will not wait longer than 16.4 minutes under Case 2a.  The average wait times for vessels that 
experience a wait increase under the No-Build Alternative as compared to the Existing Conditions, 
from 5.9 minutes to 7.9 minutes, respectively. 



The effect on vessel wait time for commercial only vessels and recreational only vessels was similar 
to the effect of total vessels experiencing a wait. For commercial vessels that wait, the average wait 
time is expected to increase from 5.1 minutes under Existing Conditions to 7.3 minutes under the 
No-Build Alternative. For recreational vessels that wait, the average wait time is expected to 
increase from 6.3 minutes under Existing Conditions to 8.1 minutes under the No-Build Alternative. 



Based on vessel traffic characterized in the FECR Video Assessment for the New River Bridge 
(Table 3.3-4), the highest traffic period for commercial and recreational vessels occur from noon to 
6:00 pm. under Existing Conditions (Case 1) and for the No-Build Alternative (Case 2a) there is a 
higher probability that vessels will not experience a wait time. However, the number of vessels that 
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could potentially experience being in a queue from 6:00 am to 6:00 pm is presented in Table 3.5-2. 
In general,  



 Under the Existing Conditions a vessel queue length (the number of vessels that are 
experiencing a wait) of 1 vessel for both directions (traveling east or west) has the highest 
probability of occurrence; and the maximum vessel queue length with a 0.1 to 1.4% probability of 
occurrence is over 10 vessels. 



 Under the No-Build Alternative, a vessel queue length (the number of vessels that are 
experiencing a wait) of 1 vessel for both directions (traveling east or west) has the highest 
probability of occurrence (Table 3.5-2); while the maximum vessel queue length with a 
probability 0.1 and 2.2% of occurrence is over 10 vessels. 



 



No-Build Alternative (Case 2a) Compared to 2016 Improved Freight (Case 2b) 



When comparing Case 2a (2016 No-Build Alternative) to Case 2b (2016 Freight, Improved) wait 
times decrease for total vessel traffic. The percentage of vessels that experience a wait time, 
decreases from 23% under 2016 No-Build Alternative to 18% for the 2016 Freight, Improved. There 
is a 90% probability that individual vessels that wait will not wait longer than 16.4 minutes under 
Case 2a, and will not wait longer than 11.2 minutes under Case 2b. The average wait times for 
vessels that experience a wait decrease under the 2016 Freight, Improved as compared to the 2016 
No-Build Alternative from 7.9 minutes to 5 minutes, respectively. 



The effect on vessel wait time for commercial only vessels and recreational only vessels was similar 
to the effect of total vessels experiencing a wait. For commercial vessels that wait the average wait 
time is expected to decrease from 7.3 minutes under the 2016 No-Build Alternative to 4.5 minutes 
under the 2016 Freight, Improved. For recreational vessels that wait, the average wait time is 
expected to decrease from 8.1 minutes under the 2016 No-Build Alternative to 5.2 minutes under the 
2016 Freight, Improved. 



Based on vessel traffic characterized in the FECR Video Assessment for the New River Bridge 
(Table 3.3-4), the highest traffic period for commercial and recreational vessels occur from noon to 
6:00 pm under the No-Build Alternative (Case 2a) and for the 2016 Improved Freight (Case 2b) there 
is a higher probability that vessels will not experience a wait time. However, the number of vessels 
that could potentially experience being in a queue from 6:00 am to 6:00 pm is presented in 
Table 3.5-2. In general,  



 Under the No-Build Alternative (Case 2a) a vessel queue length (the number of vessels that are 
experiencing a wait) of 1 vessel for both directions (traveling east or west) has the highest 
probability of occurrence; and the maximum vessel queue length with a 0.1 to 2.2 % probability 
of occurrence is over 10 vessels. 



 Under the 2016 Improved Freight (Case 2b), a vessel queue length (the number of vessels that 
are experiencing a wait) of 1 vessel for both directions (traveling east or west) has the highest 
probability of occurrence (Table 3.5-2); while the maximum vessel queue length with a 
probability 0.1 and 0.3% of occurrence is over 10 vessels. 
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Table 3.5.1. Navigation Simulation Model Results for New River Bridge 



Case Number 1 2a 2b 3 



Train Traffic 2013 F 2016 F 2016 F 2016 F+P 



Infrastructure 2013 (No-Build) 2013 (No-Build) 2016 (Build) 2016 (Build) 



Marine Traffic                                   Units  2013 2016 Projected 
2016 



Projected 
2016 



Projected 



Total Vessel Wait Times 



Vessel Arrivals (#/day) 215 215 215 215 



Vessels with Zero Wait Time (#/day) 185 165 176 139 



% Vessels with Zero Wait Time   86% 77% 82% 64% 



Vessels With Wait Time (#/day) 30 50 39 76 



% Vessels With Wait Time   14% 23% 18% 36% 



Avg. Wait Time (all) a (min) 0.8 1.8 0.9 2.2 



Avg. Wait Time b (min) 5.9 7.9 5 6.3 



Most Likely Vessel Wait Time; 
>90% Probability of Occurring  



(min) 15.0 16.4 11.2 12.2 



Commercial Vessel Wait Times 



Vessel Arrivals (#/day) 49 49 49 49 



Vessels with Zero Wait Time (#/day) 39 35 37 29 



% Vessels with Zero Wait Time   79% 71% 76% 59% 



Vessels with Wait Time (#/day) 11 14 12 20 



% Vessels With Wait Time   21% 29% 24% 41% 



Avg. Wait Time (all) a (min) 1.1 2.1 1.1 2.6 



Avg. Wait Time b (min) 5.1 7.3 4.5 6.3 



Most Likely Vessel Wait Time; 
>90% Probability of Occurring  



(min) 14.9 17.0 11.6 12.9 



Recreational Vessel Wait Times 



Vessel Arrivals (#/day) 165 165 165 165 



Vessels with Zero Wait Time (#/day) 145 130 
13
8 



10
9 



% Vessels with Zero Wait Time   88% 79% 
84
% 



66
% 



Vessels With Wait Time (#/day) 20 35 27 56 



% Vessels With Wait Time   12% 21% 
16
% 



34
% 



Avg. Wait Time (all) a (min) 0.7 1.7 0.8 2.1 



Avg. Wait Time b (min) 6.3 8.1 5.2 6.3 



Most Likely Vessel Wait Time; 
>90% Probability of Occurring  



(min) 15.1 16.3 11.1 12.0 



Notes:  
a
 Average time all vessels will have to wait before crossing the bridge (average between vessels with wait time and 
vessels with no wait time)  



 b 
Average time queue vessels will have to wait before crossing the bridge 
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Table 3.5-2. Simulation Model Results for Vessel Queue Lengths at New River Bridge 



Case Time 



Length of Queue (vessels) 



Minimum 
Queue 



Percent 
Chance 



Maximum 
Queue 



Percent 
Chance 



Case Number: 1 
Train Traffic: 2013 F 
Infrastructure: 2013 (No-Build) 
Marine Traffic: 2013 



6-7 am 1 2.2 2 0.2 



7-8 am 1 1 2 0.2 



8-9 am 1 1.4 3 0.1 



9-10 am 1 6.5 7 0.1 



10-11 am 1 4.8 8 0.1 



11 am – 12 noon 1 4.1 8 0.2 



12 noon-1 pm 1 1.6 9 0.1 



1-2 pm 1 2.8 9 0.1 



2-3 pm 1 3.9 >10 0.9 



3-4 pm 1 1.3 >10 1.4 



4-5 pm 1 1.7 5 0.1 



5-6 pm 1 4.3 >10 0.1 



6-7 pm 1 2.9 >10 0.2 



Case Number: 2a 
Train Traffic: 2016 F 
Infrastructure: 2013 (No-Build) 
Marine Traffic: 2016 Projected 



6-7 am 1 2.2 2 0.3 



7-8 am 1 2.7 3 0.1 



8-9 am 1 0.5 1 0.1 



9-10 am 1 0.5 1 0.5 



10-11 am 1 4.9 7 0.1 



11 am – 12 noon 1 8.6 >10 0.8 



12 noon-1 pm 1 3.5 >10 0.3 



1-2 pm 1 1.2 2 0.1 



2-3 pm 1 5.4 >10 0.1 



3-4 pm 1 5.3 >10 2.2 



4-5 pm 1 5 >10 0.5 



5-6 pm 1 8.5 >10 1 



6-7 pm 1 8.2 >10 0.5 



Case Number: 2b 
Train Traffic: 2016 F 
Infrastructure: 2016 
Marine Traffic: 2016 Projected 



6-7 am 1 1.2 2 0.1 



7-8 am 1 1.7 2 0.3 



8-9 am 1 0.1 1 0.1 



9-10 am 1 0.5 1 0.5 



10-11 am 1 3.9 5 0.2 



11 am – 12 noon 1 8.4 >10 0.1 



12 noon-1 pm 1 3.7 9 0.1 



1-2 pm 1 1.2 2 0.1 



2-3 pm 1 4.4 8 0.1 



3-4 pm 1 5.7 >10 0.3 



4-5 pm 1 4.6 >10 0.1 



5-6 pm 1 7.1 >10 0.2 



6-7 pm 1 6.9 >10 0.1 



Case Number: 3 
Train Traffic: 2016 F + P 
Infrastructure: 2016 
Marine Traffic: 2016 Projected 



6-7 am 1 3.6 2 0.2 



7-8 am 1 5.5 3 0.1 



8-9 am 1 5 4 0.1 



9-10 am 1 6.8 5 0.1 



10-11 am 1 6.8 6 0.2 



11 am – 12 noon 1 11.6 >10 0.2 



12 noon-1 pm 1 9 >10 0.6 



1-2 pm 1 7.3 >10 0.6 



2-3 pm 1 8.6 >10 1.3 



3-4 pm 1 7.8 >10 0.3 



4-5 pm 1 9.5 >10 2 



5-6 pm 1 8.8 >10 0.8 



6-7 pm 1 8.9 >10 0.3 
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4.0  Characterization of Loxahatchee River Bridge 



4.1.1 Location of Loxahatchee River Waterway 



The Loxahatchee River is located between Martin and Palm Beach Counties (Figure 4.1-1). Its 
headwater is located in River Bank on the south side of Indiana Road about 1.5 miles west of I-95 
and Florida’s Turnpike in Jupiter, and the mouth of the river is located at the Jupiter Inlet. The river 
has three main forks that flow to the central embayment area before heading out the Jupiter Inlet.  



The primary bridges crossing the Loxahatchee River include two operable bridges and three 
stationary bridges. Operable bridges include the US 1 Jupiter Federal Bridge and the Loxahatchee 
River Bridge located at the confluence, 0.9 miles and 1.3 miles from the Loxahatchee River inlet, 
respectively. Stationary bridges include the A1A Route Bridge located 1.2 miles from the 
Loxahatchee inlet, the Tequesta Drive Bridge located at the North Fork 2.4 miles from the 
Loxahatchee River Bridge, and the Loxahatchee River Road Bridge located at the South Fork 1.9 
miles from the Loxahatchee River Bridge. Characterization and location of these bridges, within the 
extent of waterfront development as defined in Figure 3.1-1 in the confluence and Northwest and 
Southwest Forks, can be found in Table 4.1-1. 



Waterfront development on the North Fork extends for about 3.5 miles from the Loxahatchee River 
Bridge, for approximately 4.3 miles in the Northwest Fork and approximately 1.9 miles towards the 
South Fork, by the Loxahatchee River Road Bridge (Figure 4.1-1). 



Table 4.1-1. Characterization of Bridges Traversing the Loxahatchee River 



Bridge name Type of bridge 
Location where bridge 



crosses the river 



Vertical 
clearance 



(feet) 



Horizontal 
clearance 



(feet) 



US 1 Bridge Operable/Bascule Confluence 26 91 



State Hwy A1A Fixed Confluence 25 47 



Loxahatchee River Bridge Operable/Bascule Confluence 4 40 



US 1 Bridge Fixed 
Southeast Intracoastal 



Waterway 12 21 



US1 Bridge Fixed 
Southeast Intracoastal 



Waterway 7 18 



State Hwy 706 Operable/Bascule 
Southeast Intracoastal 



Waterway 35 90 



Tequesta Drive Bridge Fixed Northwest Fork 11 34 



SE Island Way Fixed Northwest Fork 13 36 



SE Island Way Fixed Northwest Fork 6 60 



Center Street Fixed Southwest Fork 4.6 25 



Center Street Fixed Southwest Fork 7 25 



Loxahatchee River Road Fixed Southwest Fork 6 18 



Source: NOAA website 



4.1.2 Location of Loxahatchee River Bridge 



The Loxahatchee River Bridge is located about 1.3 miles west of the Loxahatchee River’s inlet 
(26°56'51.82"N, 80° 5'24.77"W) (Figure 4.1-1). This operable bridge has a vertical clearance of 4 
feet and a horizontal clearance of 40 feet (Table 4.1-1). Although the bridge is typically open to the 
waterway to allow a continuous flow of vessel traffic, it currently closes an average of 10 times daily 
to accommodate freight rail service. While closed, most vessels (with the exception of small 
recreational vessels less than 5 feet in height) are unable to pass underneath the bridge deck, and 
queue while waiting for the bridge to re-open. 
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Figure 4.1-1. Loxahatchee River Bridge Location Map 
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4.1.3 Land-use, Population Density 



Land adjacent to the Loxahatchee River is mainly residential, with the exception of a commercial 
area and marine facilities near the Loxahatchee River inlet and west of the Loxahatchee River 
Bridge (Figure 4.1-2). The headwaters of the Loxahatchee River are one of the only two National 
Wild and Scenic Rivers in the State of Florida. This environmental preserve encompasses the three 
forks and central embayment of the Loxahatchee River, as well as Lake Worth Creek and is 
managed in two sections: Wilderness and Urban. While this designation ends approximately four 
miles west of the Loxahatchee River Bridge, this portion of the river is accessible to vessels 
traversing from the east. This river meanders through freshwater creeks from the west, down into a 
brackish estuary, and finally empties through the Jupiter Inlet into the Atlantic Ocean.  



Population density maps developed through GIS analysis show lands adjacent to the Loxahatchee 
River have census blocks with population densities that extend from Class 1 to Class 3. Population 
density for all Classes can be found by the Loxahatchee River Inlet (Figure 4.1-3), while waterfront 
areas in the confluence and the Forks of the Loxahatchee River have population densities in the 
range of Class 1 to Class 3. About 28 square miles of land adjacent to the Loxahatchee River have 
waterfront access. The number of people in this area is approximately 49,077 to 54,569 people 
(Table 4.1-2). 



Table 4.1-2. Land Area and Population Density with Waterfront Access at the Loxahatchee River 



Class 
Total Area 



(square miles) 
Area with Waterfront 



Access (square miles) 
Percent with 



Waterfront Access 



Population within 
Waterfront Access  



Size Class 



1 22.4 17.0 76 42,501 



2 4.2 1.8 42 6,625 



3 0.9 0.4 44 2,697 
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Figure 4.1-2. Loxahatchee River Bridge Adjacent Land Use 
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Figure 4.1-3. Loxahatchee River Bridge Adjacent Populatin Density per Census Block 
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4.2 Marine Industry at Loxahatchee River Bridge 



The Loxahatchee River supports a marine industry that primarily services smaller recreational 
vessels. Public and private marine facilities are concentrated in the eastern portions of the river and 
include seven marinas and three boat ramps (Figure 4.2-1). Boat/yacht clubs, waterfront restaurants 
and waterfront hotels that cater to mariners occur within Palm Beach and Martin counties; however, 
these waterway features are concentrated along the Intracoastal Waterway and are not located on 
the Loxahatchee River. With the exception of a commercial area and marine facilities near Jupiter 
Inlet, waterfront development is predominantly private residences, which provide approximate 135 
private slips and 1,061 private docks.



5
 While the Loxahatchee River is located in both Martin and 



Palm Beach counties, waterfront development and marine facilities are overwhelming concentrated 
in Palm Beach County. This is largely due to the Wild and Scenic River designation that applies to 
the Loxahatchee River for most of its reach in Martin County. This designation allows for abundant 
marine recreation opportunities, but limits the construction of waterfront and vessel service facilities. 
This waterway overview provides a description of the navigable extent of the Loxahatchee River and 
a characterization of the vessel traffic, waterway facilities, and the current and proposed use of the 
river.  



4.2.1 Vessel Traffic Patterns 



Navigational constraints and regional land use dictate vessel traffic patterns on the Loxahatchee 
River. The Loxahatchee River is used for recreational boating and as a travel corridor to and from 
residences to access the Atlantic Ocean via the Jupiter Inlet and the Intracoastal Waterway. Wild 
and Scenic River designated portions of the Loxahatchee River are accessible to smaller vessels 
only, and is a destination for wildlife viewing.  



4.2.1.1 Vessel Registration and Population Trends 



Palm Beach County has grown by approximately 11.6% from a population of 1.21 million people in 
2003 to a population of 1.35 million people in 2013. The county’s population is projected to grow to 
1.39 million people by 2016 and to 1.54 million by 2025.



10 
Approximately one third of the County’s 



population lives in unincorporated areas. The remainder resides in the major coastal cities located in 
the central and southern portion of the County, including West Palm Beach, Boca Raton, and 
Boynton Beach. The City of Jupiter is anticipated to grow by 8.4% by 2025 to a population of 
61,678.



14
 Compared to Palm Beach County, Martin County tends to be less developed, with a 



population of 148,077 people in 2013. Population growth in Martin County has been robust, growing 
by approximately 10.1% over the last decade from a population of 134,491 people in 2003.  



 



                                                   
14



 Palm Beach County Planning, Zoning, and Building Department. 2013. 2013 Population Allocation Model. Available 
at: http://www.pbcgov.com/pzb/planning/population/populationproj.htm. Accessed 4 March. 





http://www.pbcgov.com/pzb/planning/population/populationproj.htm
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Figure 4.2-1. Marinas and Commercial Docks Along Loxahatchee River 
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Vessel registration information for Palm Beach and Martin counties from 2003 to 2013 were obtained 
from the Florida Department of Highway Safety and Motor Vehicles. Similar to other counties in 
Florida, vessel registration grew steadily between 2003 and 2008; however, during the recession 
from 2009 to 2013, vessel registration declined from peak vessel registration (2006). Overall, vessel 
registration declined by 14.1% between 2003 to 2013 in Palm Beach County, and 10.5% in Martin 
County.



10
  



Based on County population and vessel registration data for 2003 to 2013, the 10-year average of 
registered vessels per capita is 3.31% for Palm Beach County, and 11.66% for Martin County. This 
per capita average of registered vessels was then compared to county population growth forecasts 
obtained from the Bureau of Economic and Business Research.5 Based on these population 
forecasts, it is anticipated that registered vessels in Palm Beach County will increase to 46,173 by 
2016, and registered vessels in Martin County will increase to 17,956 by 2016. These data are 
provided in Table 4.2-1. 



Table 4.2-1. Population and Vessel Registration in Palm Beach and Martin Counties (2003 and 
2016)Error! Bookmark not defined. 



Year 



Palm Beach County Martin County 



Total 
Population 



Total  
Vessel 



Registration 



Percentage 
of 



Population 
with  



Registered 
Vessels 



Total 
Population 



Total  
Vessel 



Registration 



Percentage 
of 



Population 
with  



Registered 
Vessels 



2003 1,211,448 44,391 3.66% 134,491 17,446 12.97% 



2004 1,242,270 44,560 3.59% 137,637 17,639 12.82% 



2005 1,265,900 45,350 3.58% 141,059 17,661 12.52% 



2006 1,287,987 44,964 3.49% 142,645 17,315 12.14% 



2007 1,295,033 44,416 3.43% 143,737 16,772 11.67% 



2008 1,294,654 45,294 3.50% 143,868 17,826 12.39% 



2009 1,287,344 42,517 3.30% 143,856 15,932 11.07% 



2010 1,320,134 41,158 3.12% 146,318 15,652 10.70% 



2011 1,325,758 39,512 2.98% 146,689 15,745 10.73% 



2012 1,335,415 38,363 2.87% 147,203 15,702 10.67% 



2013 1,345,652 38,142 2.83% 148,077 15,606 10.54% 



2016 (Projected) 1,394,974 46,173 3.31% 153,999 17,956 11.66% 



Source: Florida Office of Economic and Demographic Research, 2013. Based on the results from the Florida Demographic 
Estimating Conference, February 2013 and UF, BEBR, Florida Population Studies, Volume 46, Bulletin 165, March 2013 
medium county projections. 



 



4.2.2 Inventory of Waterway Features 



The Waterway Features Inventory of recreational and commercial boating access facilities includes 
boat ramps, marinas, dry storage facilities, anchorages, and commercial entities in both Martin and 
Palm Beach counties (Table 4.2-2). Waterfront residences with dockage or slips along the 
Loxahatchee River in both counties were also estimated. In order to estimate the number of 
waterfront residential properties that include wetslips and docks, a sampling procedure was used. 
For the purposes of this study, the Loxahatchee River was surveyed for the extent of its navigable 
area west of the operable bridge and to the Intracoastal Waterway to the east. 
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Table 4.2-2.  Overview of Waterway Features in Palm Beach and Maritin Counties and the Loxahatchee 
River 



Boating Facility 



Palm 
Beach 
County 



Loxahatchee 
River (within 
Palm Beach 



County) 



Percent of 
Palm Beach 



County 
Inventory on 
Loxahatchee 



River 
Martin 
County 



Loxahatchee 
River (Within 



Martin County) 



Percent of  
Martin County 
Inventory on 
Loxahatchee 



River 



Marinas 



Marina 32 7 21.9% 24 0 0 



Dockuminium 3 0 0% 0 0 0 



Private Club 5 0 0% 3 0 0 



Hotels/Restaurants 2 0 0% 10 0 0 



Boat Ramps 



Private 1 0 0% 2 0 0 



Public 34 3 8.8% 13 1 7.7 



 
4.2.2.1 Marinas, Boat Ramps and Repair/ Support Facility Inventory  



There are seven public and private marinas on the Loxahatchee River, all of which are located within 
Palm Beach County. The number of slips at these marinas ranges from 30 to 130, with a total of 534 
slips and an average of approximately 72 slips per marina. Marinas on the Loxahatchee River 
comprise less than one fourth of all marinas in Palm Beach County (Table 4.2-3). The largest 
concentration of marinas on the Loxahatchee River is located along the Jupiter Inlet to the east of 
the Loxahatchee River Bridge, while the majority of the marinas in Palm Beach County are located 
along the Intracoastal Waterway. No waterfront hotels or restaurants that cater specifically to 
mariners are located on the Loxahatchee River.



5
 



Table 4.2-3. Overview of Waterway Features in the Loxahatchee River 



Boating Facility Number Slips  



Location Relative to 
Loxahatchee River FEC Corridor Railway 



Bridge 



East West 



Commercial Marina / Dockuminium 7 534 7 - 



Private Club 0 - - - 



Hotels / Restaurants 0 - - - 



Total  7 534 7 - 



Source: Florida Fish and Wildlife Research Institute, 2009Error! Bookmark not defined.
 



 



There are four boat ramps located on the Loxahatchee River, all of which are public (Table 4.2-4). 
Two of these ramps are located to the west of the Loxahatchee River Bridge - one on the North Fork 
of the Loxahatchee River and one on the South Fork. Three of the boat ramps are located in the 
Palm Beach County portion of the Loxahatchee River, while one, the Jonathan Dickinson State Park 
ramp, is located in Martin County on the North Fork of the Loxahatchee River. One waterfront vessel 
repair and service facility is located on the Loxahatchee River. 



 
Table 4.2-4. Boat Ramps, Anchorages, and Vessel Repair Facilities on the Loxahatchee River 



Boating Facility Number 



Location Relative to 
New River FEC Corridor Railway Bridge 



East West 



Boat Ramp 4 3 1 



Anchorage 0 - - 



Repair/ Support Facilities 1 1 - 



Total  5 4 1 



Source: Florida Fish and Wildlife Research Institute, 20094 
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4.2.2.2 Residential Boating Facility Inventory 



The Loxahatchee River and nearby area islands in the Intracoastal Waterway have a high number of 
residential waterfront properties and numerous residential neighborhoods with waterway access to 
the river. Using the methodology provided in Section 2.1, the approximate number of docks and slips 
for single family, multi-family greater than 10, multi-family less than 10, and condominiums were 
counted or estimated (Table 4.2-5). Approximately, 81% of water front parcels for single family 
contain docks, and 10% contain slips. The majority of these small private waterfront housing 
developments on the Loxahatchee River only meets the boating needs of the residences and do not 
provide any public boating access.  



 
Table 4.2-5. Overview of Residential Boating Features of Waterfront Properties on the Loxahatchee 



River 



Land Use 
Total Waterfront 



Properties 



Estimated 
Properties with 



Docks 



Estimated 
Properties with 



Slips 



Estimated 
Properties with 
Docks or Slips 



Single Family 1,304 1,057
a
 131



a
 1,188



a
 



Multi Family <10 Units 7 3 2 5 



Multi Family >10 Units 0 0 0 0 



Condominiums 4 1 3 4 



Total Waterfront Properties  1,315 1,061 136 1,195 
 



Note: 
a 
Estimated based on a percent of parcels with docks or slips from a random sample of 100 WFP parcels on the 



Loxahatchee River 



 
4.2.2.3 Purpose and Use of Navigation Infrastructure (Commercial versus Recreational) 



Navigation on the Loxahatchee River is predominantly recreational, with limited commercial and 
marine industry vessel traffic.  



4.2.3 Economic Analysis 



The total economic value of the marine industry along the Loxahatchee River is based on all marine 
related sales along this river, including those directly related to marine services (e.g., vessel sales, 
vessel repairs, recreational equipment) and those that are outside the marine industry but related to 
marine activity (e.g., sales of food and ice for boating trips). The type of sales that were considered 
in the marine industry includes: 



 Vessel and yacht sales; 



 Vessel accessories and replacement parts (e.g., trailers, electronics); 



 Vessel services (e.g., repair, maintenance, interior design); 



 Vessel storage (e.g., marinas, onshore storage); 



 Sales at businesses frequented during boating trips (e.g., hotels and restaurants); 



 Recreational equipment and instruction (e.g., dive equipment, fishing tackle, water ski 
instruction); 



 Inland waterway businesses (e.g., water taxis and charter boats); and 



 Other miscellaneous costs (e.g., insurance, business/personal services). 
 



This analysis estimates the direct, indirect, and induced benefits of the marine industry to the local 
economy. In order to determine the direct economic value of the marine industry along the 
Loxahatchee River, the total direct economic value of the marine industries in Palm Beach and 
Martin Counties were estimated and then the relative percentages of the marine industry that can be 
attributed to the portion of the Loxahatchee River that lies in each of these counties was applied. 
Because there are no wetslips at marinas, dockuminiums, clubs, and hotels/restaurants along the 
portion of the Loxahatchee River that lies in Martin County, the relative percentage for this county is 
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zero; therefore, the economic contribution of the marine industry in Martin County was not 
considered in the analysis for this river. After calculating the direct economic value of the marine 
industry for the portion of the Loxahatchee River that lies in Palm Beach County, this figure was 
used to determine the resulting indirect and induced benefits. This analysis also considers the 
number of jobs that are supported by the economic activity associated with the marine industry along 
the Loxahatchee River. 



4.2.3.1 Economic Benefits of the Marine Industry in Palm Beach County 



The direct economic value of the marine industry in Palm Beach County was determined by updating 
the economic analysis performed by the State of Florida in 2011. The state’s study was updated 
from the base year of 2006, when the original study for Palm Beach County was performed, to 
reflect the total value of the industry in December 2013. The direct economic value of the marine 
industry associated with the Loxahatchee River includes all marine-related spending by the 
individuals and businesses utilizing the waterway. 



The direct benefits of the marine industry in Palm Beach County were determined by escalating the 
values determined in the base year of 2006 in accordance with growth experienced between that 
time and December 2013. The gross sales in Kind Code 28 for Palm Beach County shrunk by 
19.52% in that period while gross sales across all Kind Codes in the state of Florida grew by 9.27%. 
In accordance with the methodology described in Chapter 2, retail sales were escalated by -19.52% 
while port operations and non-marine benefits were escalated by 9.27%. As seen in Table 4.2-6, the 
resulting estimated total economic value of the marine industry (not including port tenants) in Palm 
Beach County in December 2013 was $943.1 million.  



Table 4.2-6. Direct Benefits of the Marine Industry in Palm Beach County 



Business Type 
2006 Marine 



Business Volume 
a 



Estimated 2013 Marine 
Business Volume 



Total Direct Benefits (marine only) $1,297,218,304  $904,169,935  



Non-marine Benefits (gas, food, drink, ice) $35,600,000  $38,901,606  



Total Marine and Non-marine Direct Benefits $1,332,818,304  $943,071,541  



Source:  Original 2006 marine business volume obtained from Appendix L of the Update of the Economic Benefits of the District’s 
Waterways in Florida, Main Report by the Florida Inland Navigation District, December 2011. Available at 
http://www.aicw.org/studies.jhtml?method=list 



Notes: 
a
 Excludes receipts from port tenants since the port operations in Palm Beach County are not associated with the 



Loxahatchee River. 



 
Due to indirect and induced effects of expenditures in the marine industry in Palm Beach County, the 
total economic value of the industry is greater than the initial direct spending. The resulting total 
economic value of the marine industry for Palm Beach County, including direct, indirect, and induced 
effects, was generated by using IMPLAN economic modeling software for the 2006 data. Because 
the distribution of economic value is similar to the distribution at the time of the original study, the 
relative indirect and induced effects would also be similar. Therefore, extrapolating from the data 
obtained for the 2006 model results, the estimated 2013 results show that the total value of the 
marine industry in Palm Beach County is $1.717 billion, with $943.1 million in direct sales, 
$219.4 million in indirect benefits, and $554.2 million in induced benefits (see Table 4.2-7).  



The economic activity associated with Palm Beach County’s marine industry also supports local area 
employment, including jobs associated with the direct effects of spending in the industry as well as 
jobs associated with indirect and induced economic activity. These benefits, including both the 
number of jobs and personal income, were estimated using the same methodology of applying the 
2006 IMPLAN model run percentages to determine the total effects. The results show that direct 
spending in the marine industry supports 4,753 jobs and $182.7 million in personal income. 
Additionally, the total spending associated with the marine industry, including direct, indirect, and 
induced effects, supports 11,865 jobs and $494.8 million in personal income (see Table 4.2-7). 
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Table 4.2-7. Direct, Indirect, and Induced Benefits of the Marine Industry in Palm Beach County 



 



Original 2006 Model Results Estimated 2013 Figures 



Direct Indirect Induced Total Direct Indirect Induced Total 



Business Volume  
(in millions) 



$1,311.9 $305.2 $771.0 $2,388.2 $943.1 $219.4 $554.2 $1,716.7 



Personal Income  
(in millions) 



$254.2 $122.8 $311.3 $688.3 $182.7 $88.3 $223.8 $494.8 



Employment 6,612 2,533 7,360 16,505 4,753 1,821 5,291 11,865 



Source: Original 2006 model results obtained from Appendix L of the Update of the Economic Benefits of the District’s Waterways 
in Florida, Main Report by the Florida Inland Navigation District, December 2011. Available at 
http://www.aicw.org/studies.jhtml?method=list 



 
4.2.3.2 Economic Benefits of the Marine Industry associated with the Loxahatchee River 



The Loxahatchee River represents approximately 23.2% of the marine activity in Palm Beach 
County, excluding revenue from port activities. Because the economic activity associated with the 
Loxahatchee River is located in Palm Beach County, the total economic value of this river is 
equivalent to 23.2% of the economic value of the marine industry in Palm Beach County, or $398.6 
million. This total value is comprised of $219.0 million in direct expenditures, $50.9 in indirect effects, 
and $128.7 million in induced effects. This activity supports a total of 2,755 jobs and $114.9 million in 
personal income (see Table 4.2-8). 



 
Table 4.2-8. Direct, Indirect, and Induced Benefits of the Marine Industry along the Loxahatchee River 



 



Direct Indirect Induced Total 



Business Volume (in millions) $219.0 $50.9 $128.7 $398.6 



Personal Income (in millions) $42.4 $20.5 $52.0 $114.9 



Employment 1,104 423 1,228 2,755 



Source: Original 2007 model results obtained from Appendix M of the Update of the Economic Benefits of the District’s Waterways 
in Florida, Main Report by the Florida Inland Navigation District, December 2011.6 Available at 
http://www.aicw.org/studies.jhtml?method=list 



4.2.4 Public Outreach 



Since AAF made the first public announcement of its proposed passenger rail Project in Florida, a 
comprehensive public engagement strategy has been employed. A series of meetings, briefings, 
speeches and telephone calls with stakeholders, community leaders, neighborhood leaders and 
elected officials have been ongoing and will continue indefinitely. AAF has participated in more than 
300 meetings with residents, business and community leaders, and public agencies throughout the 
State. Further to these efforts that began in March 2012, AAF has undertaken earlier coordination 



efforts to work proactively with federal, state and local agencies [e.g., FRA, USACE, USCG, 
SFWMD, etc.]. Public outreach in Palm Beach and Martin counties, particularly in the vicinity of the 
Loxahatchee River, is provided in Tables 4.2-9 and 4.2-10. Public outreach in the region has 
predominantly occurred in the City of West Palm Beach; however, meetings in the Town of Jupiter 
have also occurred. Additionally, the EIS scoping meeting and meetings that specifically addressed 
navigation issues on the Loxahatchee River are outlined below.  



  





http://www.aicw.org/studies.jhtml?method=list


http://www.aicw.org/studies.jhtml?method=list








 Navigation Discipline Report For the AAF Passenger Rail Project from Orlando to Miami, Florida 
AMEC Project No. 6063120212 July 2014 



 



 4-13 AMEC 



Table 4.2-9. Community Outreach Data (page 1 of 2) 



Presentation Made To Type of Event 



March 2012 



Community Development Department-Town of Lake 
Park 



Meeting - Nadia Di Tommaso 



April 2012 



City of West Palm Beach Briefing - Jeri Muoio, Mayor  
Kim Briesemeister, CRA Director 



City of West Palm Beach Briefing - Commissioner Kimberly Mitchell 



City of West Palm Beach Planning and Zoning 
Department 



Briefing - Rick Green, Director 



City of West Palm Beach CRA Briefing - Kim Briesemeister, Director, & Staff 



July 2012 



City of West Palm Beach Briefing - Ed Mitchell, City Manager 
Rick Greene, Planning Manager 
Alex Hansen, Senior Planner 



City of West Palm Beach Briefing - Development and Traffic Team 



September 2012 



North County Intergovernmental Presentation – monthly board meeting (Palm Beach 
County business organization) 



October 2012 



Marty Perry Briefing – Palm Beach business leader and SFRTA 
board member 



City of Boca Raton Briefing – Deputy Mayor Susan Haynie 



November 2012 



Chamber of Commerce of the Palm Beaches Presentation – monthly meeting to membership 



City of West Palm Beach Planning and Zoning 
Department 



Briefing - Rick Green, Director 



Business Development Board of Palm Beach County Briefing – Kelly Smallridge, CEO 



December 2012 



Sun Sentinel Editorial board 



January 2013 



Palm Beach County Briefing – Commissioner Priscilla Taylor 



Palm Beach County Briefing – Commissioner Mary Lou Berger 



Palm Beach County Briefing – Commissioners Shelley Vana 



City of West Palm Beach Briefing – Mayor Jeri Muoio and Rick Greene 



FONSI for intercity rail passenger service from Miami to West Palm Beach, FL published January 2013 



February 2013 



Palm Beach Post Presentation – Editorial board 



Business Development Board of Palm Beach County Presentation – Economic Development stakeholders 



City of West Palm Beach Briefing – Commissioner Keith James 



City of Palm Bay Briefing – Councilwoman Kristine Isnardi 



March 2013 



West Palm Beach Briefing – Mayor Jeri Muoio and Rick Greene, Planning 
Director 



City of North Palm Beach Meeting – City Manager Ed Green, Village Planner Jodi 
Nentwick and Director of Community Development 
Chuck Huff 



City of Riviera Beach Meeting – City Manager Ruth C. Jones, Deputy City 
Manager Danny D. Jones, Fire Rescue Chief Troy F. 
Perry and Planning & Zoning Administrator Jeff Gagnon 



City of West Palm Beach  Briefing – Commissioner Sharon Materio 



April 2013 



Notice of Intent published April 15, 2013 initiated EIS scoping process 
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Table 4.2-9. Community Outreach Data (page 2 of 2) 



Presentation Made To Type of Event 



May 2013 



EIS Process scoping meeting/open house Public meeting – West Palm Beach (Section 2.2.5) 



Palm Beach County Tourist Development Council Presentation – monthly board meeting 



Martin County Briefing – Commissioner Doug Smith 



Martin County Briefing – Commissioner Ed Fielding 



Martin County Briefing – Commissioner John Haddox 



Town of Jupiter Briefing – Councilor Wendy Harrison 



Palm Beach Business Forum  Presentation – monthly meeting 



Palm Beach County Briefing – Kristine Frazell-Smith and county staff 



Palm Beach MPO Briefing – Nick Uhren, Executive Director 



June 2013 



Mayor Steve Abrams’ Roundtable District 4 
Mayors/Managers meeting 



Presentation to mayors and city managers from coastal 
cities in District 4 in Palm Beach County  



City of West Palm Beach Briefing – Commissioner Shanon Materio 



City of West Palm Beach Briefing – Commissioner Keith James 



Port of Palm Beach Briefing – Commissioner Ed Oppel 



City of Lake Worth Briefing – Vice Mayor Scott Maxwell 



Palm Beach County Briefing – Commissioner Mary Lou Berger 



Palm Beach MPO Presentation – monthly board meeting 



September 2013 



TCRPC  Presentation to Council regarding Loxahatchee River 
Bridge  



Palm Beach MPO Public Meeting - AAF staff gave an update on the project. 
Discussed included questions on noise impacts, safety 
improvements, quiet zones and construction schedule. 



 
 
Table 4.2-10. Letters and Agreements of Support 



Date Document; Entity Signatory 



July 24, 2012 
Memorandum of Understanding; City of 
West Palm Beach 



Geraldine Muoio, Mayor 



July 24, 2012 
Letter of Support; South Florida 
Regional Planning Council 



James F. Murley, Executive Director 



July 31, 2012 
Letter of Support, Florida Chamber of 
Commerce 



David A. Hart, Executive Vice President 



 
4.2.4.1 West Palm Beach EIS Scoping 



The public scoping meeting was held at the Gaines Park Community Center, 1505 N. Australian 
Ave., West Palm Beach from 3:30 to 7:00 pm on May 7, 2013. One-hundred-thirty-six (136) persons 
attended the meeting, and most of those indicated they were representing a local government 
agency, business, or non-governmental organization. Approximately 26 persons indicated they were 
not representing any organization. Sixty-six (66) attendees either submitted comments or completed 
a survey questionnaire. The topic of greatest concern to attendees at the West Palm meeting was 
noise and vibration, generating 19 comments. Concerns about emergency vehicle access at specific 
locations in West Palm Beach and Jupiter were raised by five attendees.  



 
4.2.4.2 Loxahatchee River Railroad Bridge Meeting 



A meeting concerning the Loxahatchee River Railroad Bridge was organized by the Treasure Coast 
Regional Planning Council (TCRPC) and took place on Thursday, September 26



th
, 2013, from 



9:30am to 11:30am. The meeting was held at the Jupiter Community Center, at 200 Military Trail in 
Jupiter, Florida. The Vice President of FECI provided an overview of the AAF project and 
subsequently responded to questions and comments. 
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With relation to the elevation of the tracks and bridge, members of the public requested that AAF 
consider separating passenger and freight trains and a long-term plan to elevate the bridge span. It 
was noted that elevating the Loxahatchee Bridge would require closure of adjacent streets. The 
public also requested more information regarding bridge clearance, anticipated construction 
schedule and bridge closures during construction, and information regarding measures to reduce 
noise and vibrations. A request was made to post digital signage illustrating times until the next train 
crossing after concern over the schedule of closures, including the possibility of extended closures, 
was raised.  



The public audience also expressed concern over impacts to emergency services such as police 
and fire response. Another request was made to provide access to GPS train location data to 
emergency responders. Also related to safety, members of the public expressed a desire for 
information regarding stopping distances for trains traveling at various speeds. In conclusion, the 
TCRPC committed to creating a Loxahatchee River Railroad Bridge Working Group and to continue 
correspondence with FECI to arrange follow-up meetings. 



4.3 Summary of Vessel Traffic Survey at Loxahatchee River 



Vessel traffic data was summarized at the Loxahatchee River Bridge and adjoining areas, byseason, 
month, day, and time of day; vertical clearance; and nearby bridges traversed within the 
Loxahatchee River. This summary includes a literature review of existing vessel traffic studies and 
2014 FECR’s video recordings. This combined data was used to analyze vessel activity within the 
Loxahatchee River and provides the information necessary to estimate impacts related to increased 
train traffic and associated closures of the Loxahatchee River Bridge. The information gathered from 
previous vessel studies along Loxahatchee River was summarized and used in conjunction with 
vessel traffic data collected from the video to evaluate changes in vessel traffic from 2004 to 2014, 
and to determine reliability of previous navigation studies to determine socioeconomic impacts of the 
Proposed Action. 



4.3.1 Literature Review Vessel Traffic Surveys 



Two independent vessel traffic studies along the Loxahatchee River were conducted in 2009 and 
2012. These studies include aerial surveys, along with fixed point surveys and provide estimated 
morning and afternoon vessel trends as well as seasonal trends separated by weekdays and 
weekends. Figure 4.3-1 depicts the locations of each of these studies. 



4.3.1.1 2009 Palm Beach County Vessel Traffic Survey 



An Intracoastal Waterway vessel traffic study was conducted in Palm Beach County from the Martin 
County line south to the Boca Raton Inlet. The study focused on the Intracoastal Waterway, 
specifically four areas within Palm Beach County: Lake Work Inlet, South Lake Worth Inlet, Boca 
Raton Inlet and Jupiter Inlet.



15
 The study area for the Jupiter Inlet included the section of the 



Intracoastal Waterway corresponding to the adjoining sections of Jupiter Inlet and the Loxahatchee 
River. Two types of surveys were conducted: aerial surveys of vessel traffic and video surveys of 
vessel traffic Figure 4.3-1.  



Aerial Survey 



Aerial surveys conducted in 2007 (published in 2009) in this area captured snapshot imagery of 
vessels in Jupiter Inlet and in the Loxahatchee River west of the Jupiter SR 811/Alt A1A Bridge and 
Loxahatchee River Bridge. The Jupiter Inlet data only includes vessel counts east of the 



                                                   
15



 PBS&J. 2009. Palm Beach County Vessel Traffic Study. Prepared for Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation 
Commission. 
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Loxahatchee River Bridge. A total of 16 flights capturing the entire Intracoastal Waterway were 
conducted and spaced evenly across season, day of week (weekend versus weekday) and time of 
day (morning versus afternoon) (Table 4.3-1). Data related to the Inlet aerial survey includes counts 
of vessel types and sizes. The data in this study is compiled into totals for the entire Intracoastal 
Waterway within Palm Beach and does not provide a breakdown for the Loxahatchee/Jupiter area or 
the railroad bridge.  



The total number of vessels counted in the Intracoastal Waterway during this 16 trip period was 
5,597 (Table 4.3-1). Only “in-use” vessels (i.e. excluding those docked at storage facilities, marinas 
or yacht clubs, or residential docks) were counted. Commercial vessels identified included tugs, 
barges, transport and “Other”. In this summary law enforcement vessels were included in the 
commercial count and accounted for 9% of the total commercial traffic. Recreational vessels made 
up 98% of the total vessel traffic. While afternoon counts of recreational vessels were more than 
two-fold higher than in the morning (3,924 versus 1,540), commercial traffic was evenly spaced 
across morning and afternoon periods. On average 8.3 commercial vessels were observed in the 
mornings and 7.9 were observed in the afternoon. On average 192.5 recreational vessels were 
observed in the mornings and 490.5 were observed in the afternoon. 
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Figure 4.3-1. Jupiter Inlet Vessel Study Locations 
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Table 4.3-1. Summary of Commercial versus Recreational Vessel Traffic Observed throughout Intracoastal Waterway in Palm Beach County 



Season Week Day Date 



Morning (am) Afternoon (pm) 



Total 



Percent of 
Commercial 
Vessels/day 



Percent of 
Recreational 
Vessels/day Commercial Recreation Commercial Recreation 



Winter Friday 1/19/2007 5 123 7 165 300 4 96 



Winter Saturday 2/24/2007 10 358 11 578 957 2 98 



Spring Monday 4/2/2007 ND ND 7 241 248 3 97 



Spring Tuesday 4/3/2007 5 136 ND ND 141 4 96 



Spring Saturday 4/21/2007 13 269 ND ND 282 5 95 



Spring Saturday 5/26/2007 ND ND 0 747 747 0 100 



Summer Sunday 6/10/2007 ND ND 6 1406 1412 0 100 



Summer Sunday 6/24/2007 2 288 ND ND 290 1 99 



Summer Wednesday 7/18/2007 14 121 ND ND 135 10 90 



Summer Thursday 8/23/2007 ND ND 9 82 91 10 90 



Fall Monday 10/15/2007 13 45 15 55 128 22 78 



Fall Sunday 11/4/2007 2 206 8 650 866 1 99 



    Total 64 1546 63 3924 5597 2 98 



Source: Modified from Tables A3 from PBS&J 2009
15



 
Note: ND = No Data 
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The data recorded during this period showed that for all seasons the average number of daily 
vessels was greater on the weekends than on weekdays. Weekend to weekday ratios ranged from 
7.5 to 2.6 across seasons (Table 4.3-2). There were more vessels observed during the summer as 
compared to all other seasons, with an average of 113 vessels during weekdays and an average of 
851 vessels observed during weekends. More vessels were observed on average in the afternoon 
as compared to the morning during all seasons and ranged from 752 in the summer to 364 in the 
fall.  



Table 4.3-2. Summary of Vessel Traffic Observed throughout the Intracoastal Waterway in Palm Beach 
County. Summarized by Season and by Time of Day 



Season 
Weekday 
(Average) 



Weekend 
(Average) Ratio (WE/WD) Morning (am) 



Afternoon 
(pm) 



Ratio 
(pm/am) 



Winter 150 479 3.2 248 381 1.5 



Spring 195 515 2.6 212 498 2.3 



Summer 113 851 7.5 213 752 3.5 



Fall 64 433 6.8 133 364 2.7 



Source: Modified from Tables A3 from PBS&J 2009
15



 
Notes: WD = Weekday; WE = Weekend 
 



Vessel size was also recorded during aerial surveys (Table 4.3-3). In addition, this study compiled 
2000 to 2007 vessel registration by size class for all of Palm Beach County (Table 4.3-4). These 
data were used in the Vessel Development Model to project vessel registrations in 2020. Both for 
small vessels (less than 16 feet) and large vessels, a greater number of vessels were recorded 
during aerial surveys conducted during weekend and afternoon observation periods. Aerial survey 
data showed that 90% of all vessels observed were greater than 16 feet in length. The 2007 
registration data did not mirror aerial survey findings of the percentage of small vessels (less than16 
feet). Vessel registrations show that more than 30% of the vessels registered were small vessels 
whereas the aerial survey found that only 10% of the vessels were less than 16 feet in length. 
However, registration data reflects vessels throughout Palm Beach County and not just those 
vessels residing near or traveling within the Intracoastal Waterway. Vessel registration projections 
for 2020 mirrored trends of 2007 vessel registration: more than two times the number of vessels are 
registered for recreational use as compared to commercial use and greater than 60% of the vessels 
are greater than sixteen feet in length. 



Table 4.3-3. Summary of Vessel Size Observed throughout the Intracoastal Waterway in Palm Beach 
County. 



Vessel Size 
Weekday 
(Average) 



Weekend 
(Average) 



Morning 
(8:00 am to 11:59 am) 



Afternoon 
(Noon to 3:00 pm) 



Percentage of 
Total 



< 16 ft 15 52 21 46 10% 



> 16 ft 116 517 180 452 90% 
Source: Modified from Tables A4 from PBSJ 2009



15
 



 
Table 4.3-4. Vessel Registration and 2020 Projections for Palm Beach County. Summarized by Size 



Class and Year 



Vessel Class CANOES CLASS A-1 CLASS A-2 CLASS 1 - 5 



Percentage of Vessels < 16' Vessel Size   Less than 12' 12' - 15'11'' > 16' 



Year Rec Com Rec Com Rec Com Rec Com Rec Com 



2007 264 2 8,550 67 5,535 154 28,619 836 33% 1% 



2020 
(projected) 641 5 10,137 97 3,704 120 37,648 1022 27% 2% 



Source: Modified from Table 1-1 from PBSJ 2009
15



 
Notes: Rec = Recreational; Com = Commercial 
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Video Survey 



Video surveys were conducted at two locations within in the Jupiter Inlet area (Figure 4.3-1) from 
August 17, 2007 through August 19, 2007. Camera 1 was placed at the Jupiter SR 811/Alt A1A 
Bridge and directed southeast toward the Lake Worth Creek/Loxahatchee River confluence. A 
second camera (Camera 2) was placed on the U.S. Highway 1 Bridge and directed east toward 
Jupiter Inlet. Each monitoring period lasted 16 hours from 6 am to 9:59 pm. Data associated with the 
video survey included vessel direction as well as vessel counts at 15 minute increments. However, 
directional data was not provided in tabular form and it was not possible to interpolate the number or 
direction of the vessels from graphs provided in the report. Peak vessel traffic volumes as well as the 
total vessel count per 16 hour period (average daily traffic) were reported (Table 4.3-5). For both 
video survey locations, a greater number of vessels were recorded in the afternoon than in the 
morning). The total number of vessels during the Saturday survey period was similar at both 
locations (992 at Camera 1 versus 1113 at Camera 2). Forecasts out to 2020 show a 22% and 50% 
increase in traffic at the Lake Worth Creek/Loxahatchee River confluence and in Jupiter Inlet, 
respectively. 



It should be noted that data from the video did not record vessels traveling under the Jupiter SR 
811/Alt A1A Bridge or associated Loxahatchee Railroad Bridge. North bound vessels capture on 
Camera 1 could turn west toward the railroad bridge or turn east toward Jupiter Inlet (Figure 4.3-1). 
Similarly, west bound vessels captured on Camera 2 could continue to travel under the railroad 
bridge, turn south into the Intracoastal Waterway, or turn north into the Intracoastal Waterway. 



Table 4.3-5. Vessel Traffic Daily and Peak Volume Totals by Video Recording at two Locations in Jupiter 
Inlet. Traffic Volume Projections through 2020 



Location Data Summary 



Total Vessel Volumes and Projections 



2007 2010 2015 2020 



Jupiter Camera 1 
(Saturday) 



Large Vessels 2 3 3 3 



am Peak Volume 84 88 95 103 



pm Peak Volume 144 151 164 176 



Total Average Daily 
Traffic Volume 992 1042 1128 1213 



Jupiter Camera 2 
(Saturday) 



Large Vessels 0 0 0 0 



am Peak Volume 84 88 95 104 



pm Peak Volume 189 199 215 231 



Total Average Daily 
Traffic Volume 1112 1169 1264 1659 



Source: Modified from Table 2-4 from PBS&J 2009
15



 



4.3.2 2014 Vessel Traffic Survey  



This section summarizes vessel traffic data extracted from a three week video assessment of the 
Loxahatchee River Bridge, from December 31, 2013 to January 21, 2014. 



 
4.3.2.1 Summary of Vessel Traffic Traversing Loxahatchee River Bridge 



Data gathered through a three week video assessment of the Loxahatchee Bridge during winter, 
shows an average of 108 vessel crossings per day occurred (Min=5; Max=335) from Monday to 
Friday, compared to about 271 vessels (Min=119; Max=502) per day on a weekend (Table 4.3-6). 
High vessel activity was observed during four different weekday holidays (around New Years and 
Presidents day) with vessel counts in the range of 200 to 335. When vessel traffic data from holidays 
is not included in the average vessel count for the weekdays, this average value drops to an average 
of 65 vessels per day. Sundays had the highest vessel activity, with exception of the holidays, with a 
range of 119 to 502 vessel counts. The average vessel count for Monday appears high, but these 
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results include data from January 20, 2014 which was a holiday, and thus represents an unusual 
vessel count for Mondays as compared with data from Monday January 27, 2014. 



The average count of commercial vessels per day ranged from 0 to 14 (Figure 4.3-1). A slight 
difference in commercial traffic was observed between weekdays and the weekend (average of 3 
and 5 vessels per day on weekday and weekend respectively). The average count of recreational 
vessels per day ranged from 5 to 500, with lower traffic from Tuesday, Wednesday and Friday and 
an increase in vessel traffic of about 60% during the weekend (Figure 4.3-2). Sunday had the most 
recreational vessel crossings with an average of 313 vessels. 
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Table 4.3-6. Vessel Traffic at Loxahatchee River Bridge Based on FECR Video Assessment from Tuesday December 31, 2013 to Tuesday 
January 21, 2014 



Week Day Date 



Vessel Traffic at Loxahatchee River Bridge
 a
 



Total 



Percent of 
Commercial 
Vessels/day 



Percent of 
Recreational 
Vessels/day 



Morning  
 (6:00 AM-9:59 AM ) 



Noon  
(10:00 AM-1:59 PM) 



Afternoon to Overnight  
(2:00 PM-6:00 AM) 



Commercial Recreational Commercial Recreational Commercial Recreational 



Tuesday 12/31/2013 0 9 1 75 5 139 229 2.6% 97.4% 



Wednesday 1/1/2014 0 13 4 90 1 122 230 2.2% 97.8% 



Thursday 1/2/2014 2 14 2 128 2 187 335 1.8% 98.2% 



Friday 1/3/2014 0 5 7 17 0 23 52 13.5% 86.5% 



Saturday 1/4/2014 5 8 8 50 1 47 119 11.8% 88.2% 



Sunday 1/5/2014 0 8 0 98 0 81 187 0.0% 100.0% 



Monday 1/6/2014 0 13 0 72 0 68 153 0.0% 100.0% 



Tuesday 1/7/2014 0 3 0 8 0 8 19 0.0% 100.0% 



Wednesday 1/8/2014 0 0 0 3 0 2 5 0.0% 100.0% 



Thursday 1/9/2014 0 5 4 7 0 10 26 15.4% 84.6% 



Friday 1/10/2014 2 4 3 49 1 79 138 4.3% 95.7% 



Saturday 1/11/2014 0 22 1 117 7 223 370 2.2% 97.8% 



Sunday 1/12/2014 0 41 0 189 2 270 502 0.4% 99.6% 



Monday 1/13/2014 0 11 0 39 2 48 100 2.0% 98.0% 



Tuesday 1/14/2014 0 15 1 44 0 25 85 1.2% 98.8% 



Wednesday 1/15/2014 0 12 3 9 1 6 31 12.9% 87.1% 



Thursday 1/16/2014 2 3 2 9 0 25 41 9.8% 90.2% 



Friday 1/17/2014 0 10 0 22 4 40 76 5.3% 94.7% 



Saturday 1/18/2014 1 22 2 82 0 92 199 1.5% 98.5% 



Sunday 1/19/2014 0 18 3 106 0 127 254 1.2% 98.8% 



Monday 1/20/2014 0 19 0 91 2 88 200 1.0% 99.0% 
Note: 



a 
Vessel traffic was assessed primarily during daylight hours (from 6:00am to 6:30pm), but casual observations were also recorded later at night.  



 











 Navigation Discipline Report For the AAF Passenger Rail Project from Orlando to Miami, Florida 
AMEC Project No. 6063120212     July 2014 



 



 4-23 AMEC 



Figure 4.3-2. Average Vessel Count Traversing the Loxahatchee River Bridge  
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4.4 Summary of Bridge Operation at Loxahatchee River 



This section includes data gathered through existing bridge operation studies at and near the 
Loxahatchee River Bridge, and the current and projected operations schedule for freight and 
passenger traffic provided by AAF. These data are summarized herein and will be used to assess 
projected changes in maritime traffic. 



4.4.1 Loxahatchee Bridge Operations Analysis 



A bridge operation survey performed through the assessment of video recordings from the 
Loxahatchee River Bridge show that this operable bridge is closed for an average 19 minutes each 
time (Table 4.4-1). This value is comparable to the values obtained through RTC modeled bridge 
operations using the freight traffic data provided by AAF, which shows the Loxahatchee River Bridge 
is closed about 19 minutes per closure under Existing Conditions (Table 4.4-1). 



Daily closures observed during the video assessment ranged from 0 to 4 closures. Observed 
number of closures is less than half of the daily closures reported by FECR (10 closures per day) 
(Existing Conditions). 



A summary of existing and projected bridge operations is provided in Table 4.4-2. Analysis of RTC 
model data suggests that projected freight increase with the No-Build Alternative without the 
infrastructure contemplated as part of the Proposed Action will increase the average time of each 
bridge closure by approximately 6 minutes. Furthermore, the projected freight traffic under the No-
Build Alternative results in a total average daily bridge closure of 5.8 hours during weekdays and 
approximately 3.6 hours of daily closure during weekends, as compared to approximately 3.57 and 
2.60 hours of daily closure during weekdays and weekends, respectively, under the Existing 
Conditions. Although the Proposed Action (2016 Passenger and upgraded infrastructure) will add to 
the total daily bridge closure time (about 5.53 hours during the weekdays and 5.41 hours during 
weekends), improvements to the rail infrastructure are expected to increase the speed of rail traffic, 
reducing the Proposed Action average time of single closures (11 minutes) by approximately 8 
minutes when compared to Existing Conditions (19 minutes) or about 9 minutes when compared to 
the No-Build Alternative respectively (20 minutes). The Combined Effect (2016 Freight and 
Passenger) will correspond to an average of 8.59 hours of daily closure times during the weekdays 
and 7.23 hours of closure time during the weekends. The total bridge closure estimated for the 2016 
Improved Freight, (Combined Effect minus the Proposed Action; data presented in Appendix A) is 
slightly shorter than the No-Build 2016 Freight. However, the 2016 Improved Freight has a lower 
total daily closure time throughout the week and a reduction of bridge closure that ranges between 3 
and 24 minutes during active vessel traffic (6:00am and 6:00pm).  



Under the Combined Effect, some specific hour periods can potentially show longer periods of 
bridge closure time (above 30 minutes). Extended bridge closure time in a specific hour can be split 
into several short bridge closings periods (e.g., three -10 minutes closings) with bridge openings 
between each bridge closure, or these can happen as one bridge closure in that hour (Table 4.4-3). 
These single extended periods of closure time however, will occur mainly late at night, during which 
there is a decreased vessel traffic compared to daytime hours (Appendix B). In addition these 
extended bridge closures are usually followed by long periods of bridge openings that should allow 
all queue vessels to cross without experiencing multiple bridge closures. Large vessels will not take 
more than 5 to 6 seconds to cross the bridge, thus shorter periods of bridge opening (e.g., 5 
minutes) should be enough to clear queue vessels at both sides of the bridge.  
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Table 4.4-1. Bridge Operation Survey for Loxahatchee River Bridge Based on FECR Video Assessment 



Day of Week 
Time it takes 



bridge to close 
Time it takes 
train to arrive  



Time it takes 
train to cross 



Time it takes Bridge to 
start opening 



Time it takes for 
Bridge to open Total Time 



Values Represent the Average Times Per Day (hh:mm:ss) 



Sunday 0:01:05 0:02:20 0:01:02 0:12:07
 a
 0:01:44 0:18:18 



Monday 0:01:51 0:07:23 0:02:03 0:00:54 0:01:37 0:14:22 



Tuesday 0:01:39 0:14:48 0:01:20 0:01:05 0:01:29 0:20:22 



Wednesday 0:02:02 0:08:59 0:02:57 0:02:22 0:01:51 0:17:52 



Thursday 0:01:43 0:10:41 0:02:30 0:03:36 0:02:07 0:21:17 



Friday 0:02:05 0:12:12 0:02:24 0:01:01 0:01:56 0:19:39 



Saturday 0:01:29 0:13:35 0:03:24 0:02:09 0:01:27 0:22:42 



Statistics of Raw Data for the Bridge Operation Survey
 b



 (hh:mm:ss) 



Average 0:01:46 0:10:47 0:02:30 0:02:21 0:01:45 0:19:27 



              



Minimum 0:00:40 0:00:51 0:00:23 0:00:40 0:00:47 0:07:47 



Median 0:01:53 0:12:11 0:01:53 0:01:08 0:01:54 0:20:24 



Maximum 0:02:30 0:20:08 0:06:19 0:12:07 0:02:31 0:35:18 



Notes: Each day is an average of multiple observations per day that include both single and multiple trains crossing within the closures observed. 
a 
This number is the result of multiple train crossings. 



b
 Average data based on 23 observations 











Navigation Discipline Report For the AAF Passenger Rail Project from Orlando to Miami, Florida 
AMEC Project No. 6063120212 July 2014 



 



 4-26 AMEC 



Table 4.4-2. Summary of Existing and Projected Bridge Operations for the Loxahatchee River Bridge 



Loxahatchee River Bridge 



Existing 
Conditions 



2013 F 
a
 



No-Build 
Alternative 



2016 F 
a
 



Proposed 
Action 



2016 P 
b
 



Combined 
Effect 2016 



F+ P 
b
 



  Average Single Daily Closure Time (Minutes) 



Sunday 19 20 11 11 



Monday 22 20 12 13 



Tuesday 20 19 11 12 



Wednesday 19 20 12 12 



Thursday 18 20 11 12 



Friday 20 20 11 12 



Saturday 18 21 11 11 



Average Single Daily Closure Time 
c
 (minutes) 19 20 11 12 



Total Number of Daily Closures 10 16 30 42 



  Total Daily Closure Time (Minutes) 



Sunday 148 183 322 437 



Monday 190 315 345 515 



Tuesday 199 370 318 510 



Wednesday 231 394 347 535 



Thursday 216 357 319 508 



Friday 235 318 330 508 



Saturday 164 249 327 430 



Average of Total Weekday Closure Time (Minutes) 214 350.8 332 515 



Average of Total Weekday Closure Time (Hours) 3.57 5.8 5.53 8.59 



Average of Total Weekend Closure Time (Minutes) 156 216 325 434 



Average of Total Weekend Closure Time (Hours) 2.60 3.6 5.41 7.23 



Notes: 
a
Results based on RTC modeling data of train and bridge operations with closure times verified with existing field 



conditions and under the assumption that infrastructure improvements planned under the Proposed Action do not occur. 
b
Results based on RTC modeling data of train and bridge operations for both freight and passenger rail with the planned 



infrastructure improvements planned under the Proposed Action. 
c
Multiple trains(freight and passenger) can cross under a single bridge closure. 



 



Table 4.4-3. Extended Bridge Closures at Loxahatchee River due to Freight and Passenger Train 
Operations 



Day 
Bridge Closure 
Time (hh:mm) 



a
 



Total Number 
of Trains 



Duration of Single 
Closure (Minutes) 



Open Duration Before Next 
Bridge Closure (Minutes) 



Monday 21:05 4 38 32 



Wednesday 21:05 4 38 32 



Note: Extended bridge closures are characterized by single closures longer than 30 minutes 
a
 Time of day when the extended bridge closure occurs 



 



4.5 Model Simulation Results 



No-Build Alternative (Case 2a) Compared to Combined Effect (Case 3) 



Table 4.5-1 shows the model results for marine traffic wait times for total vessels (commercial plus 
recreational), commercial only vessels, and recreational only vessels at Loxahatchee River Bridge 
crossing for the four cases identified in Section 2.5.1. When comparing Case 2a (2016 No-Build 
Alternative) to Case 3 (2016 Freight and Passenger, Combined Effect) an increase in the 
percentage of vessels experiencing a wait from 25% under the No-Build Alternative to 42% under 
the Combined Effect is observed. There is a 90% probability that individual vessels that wait will not 
wait longer than 16.7 minutes under Case 2a, and will not wait longer than 9.8 minutes under Case 
3. The average wait times for vessels that experience a wait is expected to decreases under the 
Combined Effect as compared to the No-Build Alternative, from 9.4 minutes to 5.7 minutes, 
respectively. 
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The effect on vessel wait time for commercial only vessels and recreational only vessels was similar 
to the effect on total vessels. For commercial vessels that wait, average wait time is expected to 
decrease from 6.7 minutes under the No-Build Alternative to 5.4 minutes under the Combined Effect. 
For recreational vessels that wait, average wait time is expected to decrease from 9.5 minutes under 
the No-Build Alternative 5.7 minutes under the Combined Effect. 



Based on vessel traffic characterized in the FECR Video Assessment for the Loxahatchee River 
Bridge (Table 4.3-7), the highest traffic periods for commercial and recreational vessels occur from 
10:00 am to 6:00 pm. Overall, under the No-Build Alternative (Case 2a) and the Combined Effect 
(Case 3) there is a higher probability (> 80%) that vessels will not have to experience a wait time. 
However, the number of vessels that could potentially experience being in a queue from 6:00 am to 
6:00 pm is presented in Table 4.5-2. In general, 



 Under the No-Build Alternative, a vessel queue length (the number of vessels that are 
experiencing a wait) of 1 vessel for both directions (traveling east or west) has the highest 
probability of occurrence (Table 4.5-2); while the maximum vessel queue length with a 
probability 0.2 to 1.7% of occurrence is over 10 vessels. However, there are also blocks of time 
where vessels are expected to have a 0% of queue time (e.g., 6:00 am to 9:00am). 



 Under the Combined Effect, a vessel queue length (the number of vessels that are experiencing 
a wait) of 1 vessel for both directions (traveling east or west) has the highest probability of 
occurrence; while the greatest vessel queue length with a probability ranging from 0.1 to 0.5% is 
over 10 vessels.  



 



Existing Conditions (Case 1) Compared to No-Build Alternative (Case 2a) 



When comparing Case 1 (2013 Existing Conditions) to Case 2a (2016 No-Build Alternative) for total 
vessel traffic, increases in vessel delays are projected. The percentage of vessels that experience a 
wait time increases from 7% under Existing Conditions to 25% for the No-Build Alternative. There is 
a 90% probability that individual vessels that wait will not wait longer than 15.9 minutes under Case 
1, and will not wait longer than 16.7 minutes under Case 2a. The average wait times for vessels that 
experience a wait increases under the No-Build Alternative as compared to the Existing Conditions, 
from 8.3 minutes to 9.4 minutes, respectively. 



The effect on vessel wait time for commercial only vessels and recreational only vessels was similar 
to the effect of total vessels experiencing a wait. For commercial vessels that wait, wait times are 
expected to increase on average from 5.9 minutes under Existing Conditions to 6.7 minutes under 
the No-Build Alternative. For recreational vessels that wait, wait times are expected to increase on 
average from 8.5 minutes under Existing Conditions to 9.5 minutes under the No-Build Alternative. 



Based on vessel traffic characterized in the FECR Video Assessment for the Loxahatchee Bridge 
(Table 4.3-7), the highest traffic periods for commercial and recreational vessels occur from 10:00 
am to 6:00 pm. under the Existing Condition (Case1) and the No-Build Alternative (Case 2a) there is 
a higher probability that vessels will not experience a wait time. However, the number of vessels that 
could potentially experience being in a queue from 6:00 am to 6:00 pm is presented in Table 4.5-2. 
In general,  



 Under the Existing Conditions a vessel queue length (the number of vessels that are 
experiencing a wait) of 1 vessel for both directions (traveling east or west) has the highest 
probability of occurrence; and the maximum vessel queue length with a 0.1 to 1.3 % probability 
of occurrence is over 10 vessels. e.g., 5:00 pm to 7:00 pm). 



 However, there are also blocks of time where vessels are expected to have a 0% of queue time 
(e.g., 6:00 pm to 7:00 pm). 



 Under the No-Build Alternative, a vessel queue length (the number of vessels that are 
experiencing a wait) of 1 vessel for both directions (traveling east or west) has the highest 
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probability of occurrence (Table 4.5-2); while the maximum vessel queue length with a 
probability 0.2 to 1.7% of occurrence is over 10 vessels. However, there are also blocks of time 
where vessels are expected to have a 0% of queue time (6:00 am to 9:00am). 



No-Build Alternative (Case 2a) Compared to 2016 Improve Freight (Case 2b) 



When comparing Case 2a (2016 No-Build Alternative) to Case 2b (2016 Freight, Improved) wait 
times decrease for total vessel traffic. The percentage of vessels that experience a wait time, 
decreases from 25% under 2016 No-Build Alternative to 18% for the 2016 Freight, Improved. There 
is a 90% probability that individual vessels that wait will not wait longer than 16.7 minutes under 
Case 2a, and will not wait longer than 11.4 minutes under Case 2b.  The average wait times for 
vessels that experience a wait decrease under the 2016 Freight, Improved as compared to the 2016 
No-Build Alternative from 9.4 minutes to 6.3 minutes, respectively. 



The effect on vessel wait time for commercial only vessels and recreational only vessels was similar 
to the effect of total vessels experiencing a wait. For commercial vessels that wait, wait times are 
expected to decrease on average from 6.7 minutes under the 2016 No-Build Alternative to 4.2 
minutes under the 2016 Freight-Improved. For recreational vessels that wait, wait times are 
expected to decrease on average from 9.5 minutes under the 2016 No-Build Alternative to 6.4 
minutes under the 2016 Freight-Improved. 



Based on vessel traffic characterized in the FECR Video Assessment for the Loxahatchee River 
Bridge (Table 4.3-7), the highest traffic periods for commercial and recreational vessels occur from 
10:00 am to 6:00 pm. Under the No-Build Alternative (Case 2a) and the 2016 Improved Freight 
(Case 2b) there is a higher probability that vessels will not experience a wait time. However, the 
number of vessels that could potentially experience being in a queue from 6:00 am to 6:00 pm is 
presented in Table 4.5-2. In general,  



 Under the No-Build Alternative, a vessel queue length (the number of vessels that are 
experiencing a wait) of 1 vessel for both directions (traveling east or west) has the highest 
probability of occurrence (Table 4.5-2); while the maximum vessel queue length with a 
probability 0.2 to 1.7% of occurrence is over 10 vessels. However, there are also blocks of time 
where vessels are expected to have a 0% of queue time (e.g., 6:00 am to 9:00am). 



 Under the 2016 Improved Freight (Case 2b), a vessel queue length (the number of vessels that 
are experiencing a wait) of 1 vessel for both directions (traveling east or west) has the highest 
probability of occurrence (Table 4.5-2); while the maximum vessel queue length with a 
probability 0.4 of occurrence is over 10 vessels. However, there are also blocks of time where 
vessels are expected to have a 0% of queue time (e.g., 6:00 am to 9:00am). 
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Table 4.5-1. Simulation Model Results for Loxahatchee River Bridge 



Case Number 1 2a 2b 3 



Train Traffic 2013 F 2016 F 2016 F 2016 F+P 



Infrastructure 2013 (No-Build) 2013 (No-Build) 2016 (Build) 2016 (Build) 



Marine Traffic                                 Units  2013 2016 Projected 
2016 



Projected 
2016 



Projected 



Total Vessel Wait Times 



Vessel Arrivals (#/day) 121 121 121 121 



Vessels With Zero Wait Time (#/day) 112 105 110 74 



% Vessels With Zero Wait Time   93% 87% 91% 61% 



Vessels With Wait Time (#/day) 9 16 11 47 



% Vessels With Wait Time   7% 25% 18% 42% 



Avg. Wait Time (all) a (min) 0.6 1.2 0.6 2.2 



Avg. Wait Time b (min) 8.3 9.4 6.3 5.7 



Most Likely Vessel Wait Time; 
>90% Probability of Occurring  



(min) 15.9 16.7 11.4 9.8 



Commercial Vessel Wait Times 



Vessel Arrivals (#/day) 4 4 4           4 



Vessels With Zero Wait Time (#/day) 4 4 4 2 



% Vessels With Zero Wait Time   84% 84% 86% 56% 



Vessels With Wait Time (#/day) 1 1 1 2 



% Vessels With Wait Time   16% 16% 14% 44% 



Avg. Wait Time (all) a (min) 0.9 1.2 0.6 2.4 



Avg. Wait Time b (min) 5.9 6.7 4.2 5.4 



Most Likely Vessel Wait Time; 
>90% Probability of Occurring  



(min) 15.4 15.7 11.0 10.1 



Recreational Vessel Wait Times 



Vessel Arrivals (#/day) 116 116 116 116 



Vessels With Zero Wait Time (#/day) 108 101 106 71 



% Vessels With Zero Wait Time   93% 87% 91% 61% 



Vessels With Wait Time (#/day) 8 15 11 45 



% Vessels With Wait Time   7% 13% 9% 39% 



Avg. Wait Time (all) a (min) 0.6 1.2 0.6 2.2 



Avg. Wait Time b (min) 8.5 9.5 6.4 5.7 



Most Likely Vessel Wait Time; 
>90% Probability of Occurring  



(min) 15.9 16.8 11.4 9.8 



Notes:  
a
 Average time all vessels will have to wait before crossing the bridge (average between vessels with wait time and 
vessels with no wait time)  



 b 
Average time queue vessels will have to wait before crossing the bridge 
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Table 4.5-2. Simulation Model Results for Vessel Queue Lengths at Loxahatchee River Bridge 



Case Time 



Length of Queue (vessels) 



Minimum 
Queue 



Percent 
Chance 



Maximum 
Queue 



Percent 
Chance 



Case Number: 1 
Train Traffic: 2014 F 
Infrastructure: 2014 (No-Build) 
Marine Traffic: 2014 



6-7 am 1 0.2 1 0.2 



7-8 am 1 2.5 2 0.3 



8-9 am 1 3.2 3 0.3 



9-10 am 1 1.9 3 0.1 



10-11 am 1 3.6 4 0.1 



11 am – 12 noon 1 1.5 4 0.1 



12 noon-1pm 1 3.7 6 0.1 



1-2 pm 1 0.3 5 0.1 



2-3 pm 1 2.2 8 0.1 



3-4 pm 1 2.4 >10 0.1 



4-5 pm 1 2.4 >10 1.3 



5-6 pm nq na nq na 



6-7 pm nq na nq na 



Case Number: 2a 
Train Traffic: 2016 F 
Infrastructure: 2014 (No-Build) 
Marine Traffic: 2016 Projected 



6-7 am nq na nq na 



7-8 am nq na nq na 



8-9 am nq na nq na 



9-10 am 1 0.4 2 0.1 



10-11 am 1 6.4 7 0.2 



11 am – 12 noon 1 0.5 7 0.1 



12 noon-1pm 1 5.5 >10 0.2 



1-2 pm 1 1.3 7 0.1 



2-3 pm 1 0.1 1 0.1 



3-4 pm 1 3.3 6 0.1 



4-5 pm 1 8 >10 1.7 



5-6 pm 1 6.6 >10 1.5 



6-7 pm nq na nq na 



Case Number: 2b 
Train Traffic: 2016 F 
Infrastructure: 2016 
Marine Traffic: 2016 Projected 



6-7 am nq na nq na 



7-8 am nq na nq na 



8-9 am nq na nq na 



9-10 am 1 0.2 1 0.2 



10-11 am 1 4.2 5 0.1 



11 am – 12 noon 1 0.5 4 0.1 



12 noon-1pm 1 4 8 0.1 



1-2 pm 1 1.2 4 0.1 



2-3 pm 1 0.1 1 0.1 



3-4 pm 1 2.4 5 0.1 



4-5 pm 1 5.8 >10 0.4 



5-6 pm 1 4.8 >10 0.4 



6-7 pm nq na nq na 



Case Number: 3 
Train Traffic: 2016 F + P 
Infrastructure: 2016 
Marine Traffic: 2016 Projected 



6-7 am 1 0.8 2 0.1 



7-8 am 1 4.2 2 0.5 



8-9 am 1 6.7 3 0.2 



9-10 am 1 6.8 4 0.1 



10-11 am 1 9 6 0.1 



11 am – 12 noon 1 10.8 >10 0.4 



12 noon-1pm 1 9.9 >10 0.1 



1-2 pm 1 10.1 >10 0.4 



2-3 pm 1 8.1 >10 0.1 



3-4 pm 1 9.2 >10 0.5 



4-5 pm 1 9.9 >10 0.2 



5-6 pm 1 12.9 >10 0.4 



6-7pm 1 0.6 >10 0.1 
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5.0  Characterization of St. Lucie River Bridge 



5.1 Project Area description 



5.1.1 Location of St. Lucie River Waterway 



The St. Lucie River is located between St. Lucie and Martin Counties. The headwaters of the North 
Fork are located in St. Lucie County near I-95 and flows south into Martin County where it joins the 
north-flowing South Fork. The headwaters for the South Forks are located east of I-95 and northwest 
of Hobe Sound. The North Fork, passes through Port Saint Lucie and White City, The North and 
South Forks meet just south of the old Roosevelt Bridge in Stuart to form the main confluence of the 
St. Lucie River. From here, the River travels east, passing under the St. Lucie River Bridge and the 
Roosevelt Bridge until it reaches the northern end of Sewall’s Point peninsula, where the river then 
runs south under the Evans Crary Bridge and then into the Indian River Lagoon, which goes into the 
Atlantic Ocean. The St. Lucie River connects to Lake Okeechobee by the St. Lucie Canal. 



The primary bridges crossing the St. Lucie River within the extent of waterfront development, as 
defined in Figure 5.1-1, include three operable bridges and ten stationary bridges. Operable bridges 
include the St. Lucie River Bridge and the Dixie Highway Bridge, located at the confluence, 
approximately 5.92 miles and 5.97 miles from the St. Lucie River inlet, respectively and a railroad 
bridge located in the South Fork at the Okeechobee Waterway. Stationary bridges include the 
Roosevelt Highway Bridge, located 5.82 miles from the St. Lucie River inlet in the confluence of the 
River; the State Road 716 Bridge, located 7.22 miles from the St. Lucie River Bridge in the North 
Fork; the Prima Vista Boulevard Bridge, located 12.7 miles from the St. Lucie River Bridge in the 
North Fork; the County Road 712 Bridge, located 16.61 miles from the St. Lucie River Bridge in the 
North Fork; the State Road 714 Bridge, located 2.09 miles from the St. Lucie River Bridge in the 
South Fork; the I-95 Bridge, located 6.4 miles from the St. Lucie River Bridge in the South Fork; the 
Florida Turnpike Bridge, located 6.69 miles from the St. Lucie River Bridge in the South Fork; the 
SW 96



th
 Street Bridge, located 9.43 miles from the St. Lucie River Bridge in the South Fork; the SR 



710 Bridge, located 20.69 miles from the St. Lucie River Bridge in the South Fork; and the Conner’s 
Highway Bridge, located 31.32 miles from the St. Lucie River Bridge, which thereafter enters Lake 
Okeechobee. Characterization and location of these bridges, within the extent of waterfront 
development as defined in Figure 5.1-1 in the confluence and North and South Forks, can be found 
in Table 5.1-1. 



5.1.2 Location of St. Lucie River Bridge 



The St. Lucie River Bridge is located about 5.92 miles from the St. Lucie River’s inlet (27°12'12.84"N 
80°15'36.41"W) (Figure 5.1-1). This operable bridge has a vertical clearance of 7 feet and a 
horizontal clearance of 50 feet (Table 5.1-1). Although this bridge remains open to the waterway to 
allow a continuous flow of vessel traffic, it closes an average of 10 times daily to accommodate 
freight rail service. While closed, most vessels (with the exception of small recreational vessels less 
than 16 feet size class) are unable to pass through the bridge, and queue while waiting for the bridge 
to re-open. 
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Table 5.1-1.  Characterization of Bridges Crossing the St. Lucie River Bridge 



Bridge name Type of bridge 



Location where 
bridge crosses the 



river 



Vertical 
clearance 



(feet) 



Horizontal 
clearance 



(feet) 



State Highway A1A fixed Inlet 65 125 



Roosevelt Highway fixed 
Confluence east of 



the rail bridge 
65 90 



St. Lucie River Bridge operable/bascule Confluence 7 50 



Dixie Highway Bridge operable/bascule 
Confluence west of 



the rail bridge 
14 58 



State Road 714 Bridge fixed South Fork 54 90 



I-95 Bridge fixed South Fork 56 110 



Fl Turnpike Bridge fixed South Fork 56 90 



SW 96th Street Bridge fixed South Fork 56 90 



SW Warfield Boulevard Bridge fixed South Fork 55 90 



CSX Railroad Bridge operable/swing South Fork 7 47 



State Road 716 Bridge fixed North Fork 18.4 75.5 



E Prima Vista Boulevard Bridge fixed North Fork 12.8 57.7 



Country Road 712 Bridge fixed North Fork ND ND 



Notes: ND = no data 
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Figure 5.1-1. St. Lucie River Bridge Location Map 
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5.1.3 Land-use, Population Density 



The upper North Fork of the St. Lucie River is primarily preserve land bordered by residential 
communities. South of Port St. Lucie, the North Fork widens and is surrounded by residences on the 
banks and golf courses until reaching the confluence (Figure 5.1-2). From Lake Okeechobee 
through much of the southwestern regions of the South Fork, the land use primarily consists of 
agricultural and some residential. After passing underneath the I-95 Bridge, the banks of the St. 
Lucie River are again dominated by residential land use and some marine facilities until reaching the 
confluence at the Dixie Highway Bridge, where more commercial land use and marine facilities can 
be found. A unique mixed land use of commercial and residential is found in this location; traveling 
east in the confluence the land use returns to primarily residential. 



Population density maps developed through GIS analysis show adjacent lands to the St. Lucie River 
have census blocks with population densities that extend from Class 1 to Class 3. Land with 
waterfront access in only occupied by Class 1 and Class 2 population areas. Class 1 population 
density can be found east of the Loxahatchee River Bridge by the river Inlet (Figure 5.1-3), while 
waterfront areas in the confluence and the Forks of the Loxahatchee River have population densities 
in the range of Class 1, with the exception of the south Fork that includes an area of Class 2. About 
28 square miles of land adjacent to the Loxahatchee River have waterfront access. The number of 
people in this area is approximately 70,323 to 76,396 people (Table 5.1-2). 



Table 5.1-2. Land Area and Population Density with Waterfront Access at the St. Lucie River 



Class 
Total Area 



(square miles) 
Area with Waterfront 



Access (square miles) 
Percent with 



Waterfront Access 
Population within Waterfront 



Access Size Class 



1 43.3 25.7 59% 64,245 



2 5.7 2.4 43% 9,115 



3 0.2   0%  
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Figure 5.1-2. St. Lucie River Bridge Adjacent Land Use 
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Figure 5.1-2. St. Lucie River Bridge Adjacent Population Density per Census Block 
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5.2 Marine Industry at St. Lucie River FEC Bridge 



The St. Lucie River supports a marine industry that primarily services smaller recreational vessels. 
Public and private marine facilities are concentrated in the eastern portions of the river and include 
seven marinas and four boat ramps. Boat/yacht clubs, waterfront restaurants and waterfront hotels 
that cater to mariners occur within St. Lucie and Martin counties; however, these waterway features 
are concentrated along the Intracoastal Waterway and are not located on the St. Lucie River 
(Figure 5.2-1). With the exception of a large commercial area and marine facilities near Jupiter Inlet, 
waterfront development is predominantly private residences, which provide approximately 
135 private slips and 1,061 private docks.4



 
While the St. Lucie River is located in both Martin and 



St. Lucie counties, waterfront development and marine facilities are overwhelmingly concentrated in 
St. Lucie County. This waterway overview provides a description of the navigable extent of the 
St. Lucie River and a characterization of the vessel traffic, waterway facilities, and the current and 
proposed use of the river.  



5.2.1 Vessel Traffic Patterns 



The St. Lucie River going up river has a broad river channel at its confluence with the Indian River 
Lagoon. The Indian River Lagoon provides mariners with access to the Atlantic Ocean and the 
Intracoastal Waterway. From the St. Lucie Bridge, the St. Lucie River travels inland southwestward 
to South Fork where it enters the St. Lucie Canal. After entering the St. Lucie Canal (Okeechobee 
Waterway), the waterway continues generally west southwestward to Port Mayaca where the canal 
enters Lake Okeechobee. The Okeechobee Waterway provides a route across the state a Florida 
from the St. Lucie River to Punta Rassa, approximately 90 miles south of the entrance to Tampa Bay 
on Florida’s west coast.  



5.2.2 Vessel Registration and Population Trends 



St. Lucie County has grown by approximately 32.7% from a population of 211,898 people in 2003 to 
a population of 281,151 people in 2013. The county’s population is projected to grow to 307,870 
people by 2016 and to 387,701 by 2025.4 Martin County tends to be less developed than St. Lucie 
County, with a population of 148,077 people in 2013. Population growth in Martin County has grown 
more slowly than St. Lucie County over the last decade from a population of 134,491 people in 2003.  
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Figure 5.2-1. Marinas and Commercial Docks Along St. Lucie River 
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Vessel registration information for St. Lucie and Martin counties from 2003 to 2013 were obtained 
from the Florida Department of Highway Safety and Motor Vehicles. Similar to other counties in 
Florida, vessel registration grew between 2003 and 2008; however, during the recession from 2009 
to 2013, vessel registration declined from peak vessel registration (2005 to 2006). Overall, vessel 
registration declined by approximately 10.5% between 2003 to 2013 in both St. Lucie County and 
Martin counties.



10 
 



Based on County population and vessel registration data for 2003 to 2013, the 10-year average of 
registered vessels per capita is 5.17% for St. Lucie County and 11.66% for Martin County. This per 
capita average of registered vessels was then compared to county population growth forecasts 
obtained from the Bureau of Economic and Business Research.5 Based on these population 
forecasts, it is anticipated that registered vessels will increase to 15,916 in St. Lucie County and will 
increase to 17,956 in Martin County by 2016. These data are provided in Table 5.2-1. 



Table 5.2-1. Population and Vessel Registration in St. Lucie and Martin Counties (2003 and 2016Error! 
Bookmark not defined. 



Year 



St. Lucie County Martin County 



Total 
Population 



Total  
Vessel 



Registration 



Percentage of 
Population 



with  
Registered 



Vessels 
Total 



Population 



Total  
Vessel 



Registration 



Percentage of 
Population 



with  
Registered 



Vessels 



2003 211,898 13,154 6.21% 134,491 17,446 12.97% 



2004 226,216 13,398 5.92% 137,637 17,639 12.82% 



2005 240,039 13,999 5.83% 141,059 17,661 12.52% 



2006 259,315 14,154 5.46% 142,645 17,315 12.14% 



2007 271,961 14,053 5.17% 143,737 16,772 11.67% 



2008 276,585 13,907 5.03% 143,868 17,826 12.39% 



2009 272,864 13,621 4.99% 143,856 15,932 11.07% 



2010 277,789 13,123 4.72% 146,318 15,652 10.70% 



2011 279,696 12,857 4.60% 146,689 15,745 10.73% 



2012 280,355 12,577 4.49% 147,203 15,702 10.67% 



2013 281,151 12,564 4.47% 148,077 15,606 10.54% 



2016 
(Projected) 



307,870 15,916 5.17% 153,999 17,956 11.66% 



5.2.3 Inventory of Waterway Features 



The Waterway Features Inventory of recreational and commercial boating access facilities includes 
boat ramps, marinas, dry storage facilities, anchorages, and commercial entities in both Martin and 
St. Lucie counties (Table 5.2-2). Waterfront residences with dockage or slips along the St. Lucie 
River in both counties were also estimated. In order to estimate the number of waterfront residential 
properties that include wetslips and docks, a sampling procedure was used. For the purposes of this 
study, the St. Lucie River was surveyed for the extent of its navigable area east of the operable 
bridge, including the Okeechobee Waterway to the west, and to the Intracoastal Waterway to the 
east. 



5.2.3.1 Marinas, Boat Ramps and Repair/ Support Facility Inventory  



There are 15 public and private marinas on the St. Lucie River. The number of slips at these marinas 
ranges from 8 to nearly 200, with a total of 439 slips and an average of approximately 35 slips per 
marina. Marinas occur throughout the St. Lucie River but many are concentrated in the vicinity of the 
St. Lucie River Bridge.Error! Bookmark not defined. 
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Table 5.2-2. Overview of Waterway Features on the St. Lucie River and Associated Waterways 



Boating Facility Number Slips  



Location Relative to 
St. Lucie River FEC Corridor Railway Bridge 



East West 



Commercial Marina 9 439 4 5 



Public Marina 6 78 2 4 



Private Club 5 192 3 2 



Hotel/ Restaurant 5 207 3 2 



Total  25 916 12 13 



Source: Florida Fish and Wildlife Research Institute, 20094 



 



There are 15 boat ramps located on the St. Lucie River, all of which are public (Table 5.2-3). In 
addition, two anchorages, and five waterfront vessel repair and service facilities are located on the 
St. Lucie River. 



Table 5.2-3. Boat Ramps, Anchorages, and Vessel Repair Facilities on the St. Lucie River 



Boating Facility Number 



Location Relative to 
St. Lucie River FEC Corridor Railway Bridge 



East West 



Boat Ramp 15 2 13 



Anchorage 2 1 1 



Repair/ Support Facilities 5 3 2 



Total 22 6 16 



Source: Florida Fish and Wildlife Research Institute, 20094 



 
5.2.3.2 Residential Boating Facility Inventory 



The St. Lucie River and nearby area islands in the Intracoastal Waterway have a high number of 
residential waterfront properties and numerous residential neighborhoods with waterway access to 
the river. These parcels contain a large number of docks, while approximately 12.3% contain a slip. 
Overall, approximately 82.8% of all waterfront properties contain either a dock or a slip (Table 5.2-4). 
The majority of these small private waterfront housing developments on the St. Lucie River meet the 
boating needs of the residences, but do not provide public boating access. While secondary to 
marinas and other public marine facilities, an inventory of the docks and slips at waterfront housing 
developments is important to provide an overall picture of the complete marine industry and 
recreational use of the St. Lucie River. Utilizing methodology provided in Section 2.1, the 
approximate number of docks and slips for single family, multi-family greater than 10, multi-family 
less than 10, and condominiums were counted or estimated (Table 5.2-4).  



Table 5.2-4.  Overview of Residential Boating Features of Waterfront Properties on the St. Lucie River 



Land Use 



Total 
Waterfront 
Properties 



Estimated 
Properties with 



Docks 



Estimated 
Properties with 



Slips 



Estimated 
Properties with 
Docks or Slips 



Single Family 2,847 2,021
a
 341



a
 2,362



a
 



Multi Family <10 Units 32 17 2 19 



Multi Family >10 Units 3 2 0 2 



Condominiums 15 1 14 15 



Total Waterfront 
Properties  



2,897 2,041 357 2,398 



Note: 
a
Estimated based on a percent of parcels with docks or slips from a random sample of 100 WFP parcels on the St. Lucie   



  River  



 
5.2.3.3 Purpose and Use of Navigation Infrastructure (Commercial versus Recreational) 



Navigation on the St. Lucie River is predominantly recreational, with limited commercial and marine 
industry vessel traffic. The size of the waterway for inland portions of the St. Lucie River limit the 
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extent of commercial marine activities. No commercial barge traffic occurs in the St. Lucie River. 
Inland commercial vessel activities are primarily associated with water taxi/bus, restaurant, and 
touring operations.  



5.2.4 Economic Analysis 



The total economic value of the marine industry along the St. Lucie River is based on all marine 
related sales along this river, including those directly related to marine services (e.g., vessel sales, 
vessel repairs, recreational equipment) and those that are outside the marine industry but related to 
marine activity (e.g., sales of food and ice for boating trips). The type of sales that were considered 
in the marine industry includes: 



 Vessel and yacht sales;  



 Vessel accessories and replacement parts (e.g., trailers, electronics); 



 Vessel services (e.g., repair, maintenance, interior design); 



 Vessel storage (e.g., marinas, onshore storage); 



 Sales at businesses frequented during boating trips (e.g., hotels and restaurants); 



 Recreational equipment and instruction (e.g., dive equipment, fishing tackle, water ski 
instruction); 



 Inland waterway businesses (e.g., water taxis and charter boats); and 



 Other miscellaneous costs (e.g., insurance, business/personal services). 



This analysis estimates the direct, indirect, and induced benefits of the marine industry along the St. 
Lucie River to the local economy. In order to determine the direct economic value attributed to the 
St. Lucie River, the total direct economic value of the marine industries in Martin and St. Lucie 
Counties were estimated and then the relative percentages of the marine industry that can be 
attributed to the portion of the St. Lucie River that lies in each of these counties was applied. After 
calculating the direct economic value of the marine industry for the portion of the St. Lucie River that 
lies in each county, these figures were used to determine the resulting indirect and induced benefits. 
This analysis also considers the number of jobs that are supported by the economic activity 
associated with the marine industry along the St. Lucie River. 



5.2.4.1 Economic Benefits of the Marine Industry in Martin County 



The direct economic value of the marine industry in Martin County was determined by updating the 
economic analysis performed by the State of Florida in 2011. The state’s study was updated from 
the base year of 1999, when the original study for Martin County was performed, to reflect the total 
value of the industry in December 2013. The direct economic value of the marine industry 
associated with the portion of the St. Lucie River that lies in Martin County includes all direct 
spending associated with the marine industry that occurred in the vicinity of this portion of the St. 
Lucie River. In other words, it includes all marine-related spending by the individuals utilizing this 
portion of the waterway. 



The direct benefits of the marine industry in Martin County were determined by escalating the values 
determined in the base year of 1999 in accordance with growth experienced between that time and 
December 2013. The gross sales in Kind Code 28 for Martin County grew by 58.73% in that period, 
while the Consumer Price Index increased by 38.47%. In accordance with the methodology 
described in Chapter 2, retail sales were escalated by 58.73% while non-marine benefits were 
escalated by 38.47%. As seen in Table 5.2-5, the resulting estimated total economic value of the 
marine industry in Martin County in December 2013 was $523.7 million. 
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Table 5.2-5. Direct Benefits of the Marine Industry in Martin County 



Business Type 
1999 Marine 



Business Volume 
Estimated 2013  



Marine Business Volume 



Total Direct Benefits (marine only) $307,515,142  $488,116,321  



Non-marine Benefits (gas, food, drink, ice) $25,700,000  $35,587,399  



Total Marine and Non-marine Direct Benefits $333,215,142  $523,703,720  



Source: Original 1999 marine business volume obtained from Appendix K of the Update of the Economic Benefits of the District’s 
Waterways in Florida, Main Report by the Florida Inland Navigation District, December 2011. Available at 
http://www.aicw.org/studies.jhtml?method=list 



 



Due to indirect and induced effects of expenditures in the marine industry in Martin County, the total 
economic value of the industry is greater than the initial direct spending. The resulting total economic 
value of the marine industry for Martin County, including direct, indirect, and induced effects, was 
generated by using IMPLAN economic modeling software for the 1999 data. Because the distribution 
of economic value is similar to the distribution at the time of the original study, the relative indirect 
and induced effects would also be similar. Therefore, extrapolating from the data obtained for the 
1999 model results, the estimated 2013 results show that the total value of the marine industry in 
Martin County is $705.0 million, with $523.7 million in direct sales, $86.0 million in indirect benefits, 
and $95.3 million in induced benefits (see Table 5.2-6).  



The economic activity associated with Martin County’s marine industry also supports local area 
employment, including jobs associated with the direct effects of spending in the industry as well as 
jobs associated with indirect and induced economic activity. These benefits, including both the 
number of jobs and personal income, were estimated using the same methodology of applying the 
1999 IMPLAN model run percentages to determine the total effects. The results show that direct 
spending in the marine industry supports 4,588 jobs and $138.1 million in personal income. 
Additionally, the total spending associated with the marine industry, including direct, indirect, and 
induced effects, supports 7,049 jobs and $205.5 million in personal income (see Table 5.2-6). 



Table 5.2-6. Direct, Indirect, and Induced Benefits of the Marine Industry in Martin County 



 



Original 1999 Model Results Estimated 2013 Figures 



Direct Indirect Induced Total Direct Indirect Induced Total 



Business Volume  
(in millions) 



$314.8 $51.7 $57.3 $423.8 $523.7 $86.0 $95.3 $705.0 



Personal Income  
(in millions) 



$83.0 $19.0 $21.5 $123.5 $138.1 $31.6 $35.8 $205.5 



Employment 2,758 663 816 4,237 4,588 1,103 1,358 7,049 



Source: Original 1999 model results obtained from Appendix K of the Update of the Economic Benefits of the District’s Waterways 
in Florida, Main Report by the Florida Inland Navigation District, December 2011. Available at 
http://www.aicw.org/studies.jhtml?method=list 



 



5.2.4.2 Economic Benefits of the Marine Industry in St. Lucie County 



The direct economic value of the marine industry in St. Lucie County was determined by updating 
the economic analysis performed by the State of Florida in 2011. Because the economic studies for 
the marine industry in Martin and St. Lucie Counties were both performed in 1999, the methodology 
for updating data to December 2013 values is the same for both counties. The direct economic value 
of the marine industry associated with the portion of the St. Lucie River that lies in St. Lucie County 
includes all direct spending associated with the marine industry that occurred in the vicinity of this 
portion of the St. Lucie River. In other words, it includes all marine-related spending by the 
individuals utilizing this portion of the waterway. 



The direct benefits of the marine industry in St. Lucie County were determined by escalating the 
values determined in the base year of 1999 in accordance with growth experienced between that 
time and December 2013. The gross sales in Kind Code 28 for St. Lucie County grew by 49.32% in 
that period, while the Consumer Price Index increased by 38.47%. In accordance with the 





http://www.aicw.org/studies.jhtml?method=list


http://www.aicw.org/studies.jhtml?method=list
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methodology described in Chapter 2, retail sales were escalated by 49.32% while non-marine 
benefits were escalated by 38.47%; there is no revenue from port operations in this county. As seen 
in 5.2-7, he resulting estimated total economic value of the marine industry in St. Lucie County in 
December 2013 was $308.3 million. 



 
Table 5.2-7. Direct Benefits of the Marine Industry in St. Lucie County 



Business Type 
1999 Marine 



Business Volume 
Estimated 2013 Marine 



Business Volume 



Total Direct Benefits (marine only) $186,473,389  $278,438,465  



Non-marine Benefits (gas, food, drink, ice) $21,600,000  $29,910,032  



Total Marine and Non-marine Direct Benefits $208,073,389  $308,348,497  



Source: Original 1999 marine business volume obtained from Appendix J of the Update of the Economic Benefits of the District’s 
Waterways in Florida, Main Report by the Florida Inland Navigation District, December 2011. Available at 
http://www.aicw.org/studies.jhtml?method=list 



The resulting total economic value of the marine industry for St. Lucie County, including direct, 
indirect, and induced effects, was generated by using IMPLAN economic modeling software for the 
1999 data. Because the distribution of economic value is similar to the distribution at the time of the 
original study, the relative indirect and induced effects would also be similar; this also applies for the 
calculation of personal income and employment. Therefore, extrapolating from the data obtained for 
the 1999 model results, the estimated 2013 results show that the total value of the marine industry in 
St. Lucie County is $420.85 million, with $308.35 million in direct sales, $53.17 million in indirect 
benefits, and $59.33 million in induced benefits. Additionally, the total personal income generated by 
the industry is $106.60 million and the total associated employment is 3,771 jobs (see Table 5.2-8). 



 
Table 5.2-8. Direct, Indirect, and Induced Benefits of the Marine Industry in St. Lucie County 



 



Original 1999 Model Results Estimated 2013 Figures 



 
Direct Indirect Induced Total Direct Indirect Induced Total 



Business Volume  
(in millions) 



$192.87 $33.26 $37.11 $263.24 $308.35 $53.17 $59.33 $420.85 



Personal Income  
(in millions) 



$40.34 $12.46 $13.88 $66.68 $64.49 $19.92 $22.19 $106.60 



Employment 1,377 441 541 2,359 2,201 705 865 3,771 



Source: Original 1999 model results obtained from Appendix J of the Update of the Economic Benefits of the District’s Waterways 
in Florida, Main Report by the Florida Inland Navigation District, December 2011. Available at 
http://www.aicw.org/studies.jhtml?method=list 



 
5.2.4.3 Economic Benefits of the Marine Industry associated with the St. Lucie River 



The St. Lucie River represents approximately 82.9% of the marine activity in Martin County and 
15.3% in St. Lucie County. Because the economic activity associated with the St. Lucie River is 
located in both Martin and St. Lucie Counties, the total economic value of this river is equivalent to 
82.9% of the economic value of the marine industry in Martin County plus 15.3% of the economic 
value of the marine industry in St. Lucie County, resulting in a total economic value of $648.8 million. 
This total value is comprised of $481.3 million in direct expenditures, $79.4 million in indirect effects, 
and $88.1 million in indirect effects. This activity supports a total of 6,420 jobs and $186.6 million in 
personal income (see Table 5.2-9). 
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Table 5.2-9. Direct, Indirect, and Induced Benefits of the Marine Industry along the St. Lucie River 



 Direct Indirect Induced Total 



Portion within 
Martin County 



Business Volume (in millions) $434.1 $71.3 $79.0 $584.4 



Personal Income (in millions) $114.4 $26.2 $29.7 $170.3 



Employment 3,803 914 1,125 5,843 



Portion within  
St. Lucie County 



Business Volume (in millions) $47.2 $8.1 $9.1 $64.4 



Personal Income (in millions) $9.9 $3.0 $3.4 $16.3 



Employment 337 108 132 577 



Total 



Business Volume (in millions) $481.3 $79.4 $88.1 $648.8 



Personal Income (in millions) $124.3 $29.2 $33.1 $186.6 



Employment 4,140 1,022 1,258 6,420 



Source: Original 2007 model results obtained from Appendix M of the Update of the Economic Benefits of the District’s Waterways 
in Florida, Main Report by the Florida Inland Navigation District, December 2011. Available at 
http://www.aicw.org/studies.jhtml?method=list 



5.2.5 Public Outreach 



A summary of public participation initiatives and community outreach events, particularly related to 
navigation that occurred in the vicinity of the St. Lucie River, are presented in the Tables 5.2-10 and 
5.2-11. Additionally, details regarding other meetings that specifically addressed navigation issues 
on the St. Lucie River are outlined below. 



 
Table 5.2-10. St. Lucie River Community Outreach (page 1 of 3) 



Presentation Made To Type of Event 



May 2012 



Central Florida Partnership Presentation – Board Meeting 



City of Orlando Meeting - Mayor Buddy Dyer 



Greater Orlando Aviation Authority (GOAA) Briefing - Stan Thornton, Project Liaison Manager 



GOAA Briefing - Phil Brown, Executive Director 



MetroPlan Orlando Transit-Oriented Development Forum 



Orange County Meeting - Mayor Jacobs, Jim Harrison, Assistant County 
Administrator 



SeaWorld Meeting - Terry Prather 



Transit Oriented Development Briefing - Tony Brown, Executive Director 
Commissioner Lowe 
Scott Evans, Planning Director 



Universal Florida Meeting - John McReynolds 



June 2012 



Orange County Environmental Protection Division Briefing - Lori Cuniff 



Osceola County Briefing - Don Fisher, County Manager 



GOAA Meeting – Phil Brown and Staff 



July 2012 



GOAA Meeting – GOAA staff, United States Congressman John 
Mica 



Orlando Sentinel Meeting - Editorial Board 



August 2012 



FDEP, USACE, SFWMD, SJRWMD and others Tiger Team Meetings 



FDEP, SFWMD and SJRWMD Pre-application meeting/Bi-monthly conference calls 



September 2012 



FDEP, USACE, SFWMD, SJRWMD and others Tiger Team Meeting 



FDEP, SFWMD and SJRWMD Bi-monthly conference calls 



MetroPlan Orlando Presentation – monthly board meeting  



TCRPC Presentation – monthly board meeting 



 





http://www.aicw.org/studies.jhtml?method=list








Navigation Discipline Report For the AAF Passenger Rail Project from Orlando to Miami, Florida 
AMEC Project No. 6063120212 July 2014 



 



 5-15 AMEC 



Table 5.2-10. St. Lucie River Community Outreach (page 2 of 3) 



Presentation Made To Type of Event 



October 2012 



FDEP, SFWMD and SJRWMD Bi-monthly conference calls 



November 2012 



Universal Studios Briefing – John McReynolds, SVP, External Affairs, and 
Alice Norsworthy, EVP, Marketing and Sales 



FDEP, SFWMD and SJRWMD Bi-monthly conference calls 



FDEP, USACE, SFWMD, SJRWMD and others Tiger Team Meeting 



City of Titusville Call – Mayor Jim Tulley 



December 2012 



FDEP, USACE, SFWMD, SJRWMD and others Tiger Team Meeting 



USACE Bi-monthly conference calls 



FDEP, SFWMD and SJRWMD Bi-monthly conference calls 



Space Coast Transportation Planning Organization Presentation – monthly board meeting 



January 2013 



FDEP, SFWMD and SJRWMD Bi-monthly conference calls 



FDEP, USACE, SFWMD, SJRWMD and others Tiger Team Meeting 



City of Orlando Briefing – Mayor Buddy Dyer 



Central Florida Urban League Briefing – Allie Braswell, Executive Director 



February 2013 



FDEP, SFWMD and SJRWMD Bi-monthly conference calls 



FDEP, USACE, SFWMD, SJRWMD and others Tiger Team Meeting 



City of Titusville Briefing – Mayor Jim Tulley 



March 2013 



FDOT, District 4 Briefing – Amie Goddeau 



FDEP, SFWMD and SJRWMD Bi-monthly conference calls 



April 2013 



Audubon Florida – Central Florida  Briefing - Charles Lee 



NAIOP Central Florida Chapter Presentation – monthly meeting 



FDEP, USACE, SFWMD, SJRWMD and others Tiger Team Meeting 



FDEP, SFWMD and SJRWMD Bi-monthly conference calls 



SR 528 Land Manager Meeting Environmental Coordination Meeting 



GOAA Environmental Coordination Meeting 



Mayors Mean Business – Florida League of Mayors Presentation – more than 50 mayors at annual Florida 
League of Mayors meeting 



Women in Transportation – Central Florida chapter Presentation – at annual scholarship dinner 



Notice of Intent published April 15, 2013 initiated EIS scoping process 
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Table 5.2-10. St. Lucie River Community Outreach (page 3 of 3) 
Presentation Made To Type of Event 



May 2013 



USACE, USFWS, Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA), FDEP, Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation 
Commission (FFWCC), SJRWMD, and GOAA 



Agency/tribal Coordination Meeting (Section 2.2.2) 



EIS Process scoping meeting/open house Public meeting – Orlando (Section 2.2.5) 



FDEP, U USACE, SFWMD, SJRWMD and others Tiger Team Meeting 



City of Fort Pierce Briefing – City Manager, Engineer and Planning Director 



City of Fort Pierce Briefing – Mayor Linda Hudson 



City of Fort Pierce Briefing – Commissioner Eddie Becht 



City of Fort Pierce Briefing – Commissioner Rufus Alexander 



City of Fort Pierce Briefing – Commissioner Reggie Sessions 



City of Fort Pierce Briefing – Commissioner Tom Perona 



St. Lucie Transportation Planning Organization Briefing – Peter Buchwald, Executive Director 



Florida Transportation Commission Presentation at public meeting 



St. Lucie County Briefing – Commissioner Chris Dzadovsky 



St. Lucie County Briefing – Commissioner Tod Mowery 



St. Lucie County Briefing – Commissioner Frannie Hutchinson 



Economic Development Council of St. Lucie Briefing – Larry Pelton, Executive Director 



EIS Process scoping meeting/open house Public meeting – Fort Pierce (Section 2.2.5) 



City of Stuart Briefing – City Manager 



City of Stuart Briefing – Mayor Eula Clarke 



City of Stuart Briefing – Commissioner James Christie 



City of Stuart Briefing – Commissioner Jeff Krauskopf 



Martin County Briefing – Commissioner Doug Smith 



Martin County Briefing – Commissioner Ed Fielding 



Martin County Briefing – Commissioner John Haddox 



Visit Orlando Briefing – George Aguel, President & CEO, and 
management team 



MetroPlan Orlando Briefing – Harry Barley, Executive Director 



City of Orlando Briefing – Mayor Buddy Dyer 



June 2013 



FRA/GOAA /Federal Aviation Authority Environmental coordination meeting 



October 2013 



TCRPC Presentation to Council regarding St. Lucie River Bridge 



 
Table 5.2-11. Letters and Agreements of Support 



Date Document; Entity Signatory 



July 23, 2012 
Letter of Support; Florida State Hispanic 
Chamber of Commerce 



Julio Fuentes, President and CEO 



July 24, 2012 
Letter of Support; South Florida 
Regional Planning Council 



James F. Murley, Executive Director 



July 25, 2012 Letter of Support; TCRPC Michael J. Busha, AICP, Executive Director 



July 31, 2012 
Letter of Support, Florida Chamber of 
Commerce 



David A. Hart, Executive Vice President 



 
5.2.5.1 St. Lucie River Railroad Bridge Meeting 



A meeting concerning the St. Lucie River Railroad Bridge was organized by the TCRPC and took 
place on Thursday, October 3, 2013, from 9:30 am to 11:30 am. The meeting was held at Stuart City 
Hall, at 121 SW Flagler Avenue in Stuart, Florida. The Vice President of FECI provided an overview 
of the AAF project and subsequently responded to questions and comments. 



Attendees expressed concern regarding the frequency of bridge closures and the resulting impacts 
to marine navigation and economy, including property values. There was also concern about the 
lack of awareness of the Project by residents who use the bridge for weekend recreational boating. 
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In relation to bridge closure, the public requested an estimate of expected total time of closure per 
hour, an investigation of improved mechanics and communications technology, and the coordination 
of bridge closures/openings with the bridge tender on Old Roosevelt Bridge. The discussion also 
focused on how the Martin County Metropolitan Planning Organization and FDOT would be involved 
in facilitating any bridge improvements. Members of the public also raised a concern regarding 
vessel safety related to the location of the two bridges and the existing currents in the channel noting 
that vessels have hit the bridge structure of Highway 1 (NW Federal Highway) before. A request for 
a taller, wider bridge was made for the purpose of increasing vessel safety. The public also 
requested a limited-service station in downtown Stuart. In conclusion, the TCRPC committed to 
coordinating with the FECR to arrange a follow-up meeting.  



5.2.5.2 Waterways Plan for Martin and St. Lucie Counties  



A meeting concerning the Waterways Plan for Martin and St. Lucie Counties was organized by the 
TCRPC and took place on Wednesday, January 29, 2014, at 2:00 pm. The meeting was held in the 
Stuart City Hall Commission Chambers, at 121 SW Flagler Avenue in Stuart, Florida. The meeting 
was the third forum in a six-forum series, and included participants from the SFWMD, Florida Fish 
and Wildlife Conservation Commission (FFWCC), USCG, Martin County, Martin County Sheriff’s 
Office, St. Lucie County, St. Lucie County Sheriff’s Office, and the City of Stuart.  



The panel discussed the various possible ways in which the Waterways Plan could address 
regulation or management of the waterway. A brief discussion of the Project was prompted by a 
member of the Martin Municipal Planning Organization, and led to a conversation regarding USCG 
permitting requirements and environmental processes. During the conversation, concern for impacts 
to marine navigation was raised and the notion of including a bridge tender was suggested.  



The same topics were discussed in a steering committee meeting for the Waterways Plan that took 
place on Wednesday, January 29, 2014, at 4:00 pm. The meeting was also held in the Stuart City 
Hall Commission Chambers, at 121 SW Flagler Avenue in Stuart, Florida. 



5.3 Summary of Vessel Traffic Survey at St. Lucie River 



Vessel traffic was summarized at the St. Lucie River Bridge and adjoining areas, including peak 
travel days and times. This summary includes a review of the 2014 FECR video recordings, used to 
analyze vessel activity within the St. Lucie River and provide the information necessary to estimate 
impacts related to increased train traffic and associated closures of the St. Lucie River Bridge. The 
information gathered from the video was then used to determine the socioeconomic impacts of the 
Proposed Action. 



5.3.1 Literature Review Vessel Traffic Surveys 



Previous vessel traffic studies along the St. Lucie River were not identified. Vessel trends for the St. 
Lucie River Bridge were identified through the 2014 Vessel Traffic Survey and modeling of bridge 
operations. 



5.3.2 2014 Vessel Traffic Survey  



This section summarizes vessel traffic data extracted from a two-week video assessment of the St. 
Lucie River Bridge, from January 3, 2014 to January 17, 2014. 



5.3.2.1 Summary of Vessel Traffic Traversing St. Lucie River Bridge 



Data gathered through a two-week video assessment of the St. Lucie River Bridge during winter 
shows an average of 102 vessel crossings per day occurred (Min=28; Max=263) from Monday to 
Friday, compared to about 315 vessels (Min=157; Max=413) per day on a weekend (Table 5.3-1). 
Sundays had the most vessel activity, with a range of 296 to 395 vessel counts.  
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The average count of commercial vessels per day ranged from 2 to 21, with an average of 7 vessels 
and 12 vessels traversing the St. Lucie Bridge on weekdays and weekends respectively 
(Figure 5.3-1). An increase of 43% in commercial traffic during the weekend was observed during 
this two week assessment. The average count of recreational vessels per day ranged from 26 to 406 
which represent a maximum increase in vessel traffic of about 69% during the weekend 
(Figure 5.3-1). 
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Table 5.3-1.  Vessel Traffic at St. Lucie River Bridge Based on FECR Video Assessment from January 2014 



Week Day Date 



Vessel Traffic at Stuart River Bridge
 a
 



Total 



Percent of 
Commercial 
Vessels/day 



Percent of 
Recreational 
Vessels/day 



Morning  
(6:00 AM-9:59 AM ) 



Noon  
(10:00 AM-1:59 PM) 



Afternoon to Overnight 
(2:00 PM-6:00 AM) 



Commercial Recreational Commercial Recreational Commercial Recreational 



Friday 1/3/2014 2 6 7 17 4 8 44 29.5% 70.5% 



Saturday 1/4/2014 6 22 8 77 5 39 157 12.1% 87.9% 



Sunday 1/5/2014 0 25 1 264 1 104 395 0.5% 99.5% 



Monday 1/6/2014 1 18 2 57 2 75 155 3.2% 96.8% 



Tuesday 1/7/2014 0 10 1 8 1 8 28 7.1% 92.9% 



Wednesday 1/8/2014 5 19 5 59 1 41 130 8.5% 91.5% 



Thursday 1/9/2014 0 28 4 37 2 26 97 6.2% 93.8% 



Friday 1/10/2014 0 22 3 43 4 51 123 5.7% 94.3% 



Saturday 1/11/2014 1 37 2 183 4 186 413 1.7% 98.3% 



Sunday 1/12/2014 4 33 9 123 8 119 296 7.1% 92.9% 



Monday 1/13/2014 1 62 2 124 5 69 263 3.0% 97.0% 



Tuesday 1/14/2014 1 31 2 45 3 32 114 5.3% 94.7% 



Wednesday 1/15/2014 2 20 2 27 2 21 74 8.1% 91.9% 



Thursday 1/16/2014 2 8 2 12 5 17 46 19.6% 80.4% 



Friday 1/17/2014 0 16 3 27 0 0 46 6.5% 93.5% 



Note: 
a 
Vessel traffic was assessed during January (high vessel traffic season) daylight hours (from 6:00am to 6:30pm), but casual observations were also recorded later at night.  
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Figure 5.3-1. Average Vessel Count Traversing the St Lucie River Bridge 
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5.4 Summary of Bridge Operation at St. Lucie River 



This section includes data gathered through the current and projected operations schedule for freight 
and passenger traffic provided by AAF as modeled in the RTC simulation model. These data are 
summarized herein and will be used to assess projected changes in maritime traffic (Sections 6.0 
and 7.0). 



5.4.1 St. Lucie Bridge Operations Analysis 



RTC model results for existing and projected bridge operations are provided in Table 5.4-1. Results 
shows the St. Lucie River Bridge is closed about 21 minutes per closure under Existing Conditions 
(Table 5.4-1). Analysis of data suggests the No-Build Alternative (without the infrastructure 
contemplated as part of the Proposed Action) will decrease the average time of each bridge closure 
by approximately 1 minute. The projected freight traffic under the 2016 No-Build Alternative results in 
a total average daily bridge closure of 6.6 hours during weekdays and approximately 3.6 hours of 
daily closure during weekends, as compared to approximately 4.01 and 2.74 hours of daily closure 
during weekdays and weekends, respectively, under the Existing Conditions. Although the Proposed 
Action (2016 Passenger and upgraded infrastructure) will add to the total daily bridge closure time 
(about 5.95 hours during the weekdays 5.89 hours during weekends), improvements to the rail 
infrastructure are expected to increase the speed of rail traffic, reducing the Proposed Action 
average time of single closures (15 minutes) by approximately 6 minutes, when compared to 
Existing Conditions (21 minutes) or about 5 minutes when compared to the No-Build Alternative 
respectively (20 minutes). The Combined Effect (2016 Freight and Passenger) will correspond to an 
average of 9.79 hours of daily closure times during the weekdays and 7.63 hours of closure time 
during the weekends. The total bridge closure estimated for the No-Build 2016 Freight and the 2016 
Improved Freight, (Combined Effect minus the Proposed Action; data presented in Appendix A) are 
very similar. However, the 2016 Improved Freight has a lower total daily closure time throughout the 
week and a reduction of bridge closure that ranges between 4 and 53 minutes during active vessel 
traffic (6:00am and 6:00pm), except for Wednesday. 



Under the Combined Effect, some specific hours could potentially experience longer periods of 
bridge closure time (above 30 minutes). Extended bridge closure time in a specific hour can be split 
into several short bridge closings periods (e.g., three -10 minutes closings) with bridge openings 
between each bridge closure, or they can happen as one bridge closure in that hour (Table 5.4-3). 
These single extended periods of closure time however, will occur mainly at night and early morning, 
during which there is decreased vessel traffic compared to daytime hours (Appendix B). In addition 
these extended bridge closures are usually followed by long periods of bridge openings that should 
allow all queue vessels to cross without experiencing multiple bridge closures. Even the largest 
vessels will not take more than 5 to 6 seconds to cross the bridge, thus shorter periods of bridge 
opening (e.g., 5 minutes) should be enough to clear queue vessels at both sides of the bridge.  
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Table 5.4-1. Bridge Operation Survey for St. Lucie River Bridge Based on FECR Video Assessment 



Day of Week 
Time it takes 



bridge to close 
Time it takes 
train to arrive  



Time it takes 
train to cross 



Time it takes Bridge to 
start opening 



Time it takes for 
Bridge to open Total Time 



Values Represent the Average Times Per Day (hh:mm:ss) 



Monday 0:00:59 0:18:37 0:00:34 0:02:27 0:00:25 0:23:02 



Tuesday 0:00:40 0:11:47 0:11:01 0:01:21 0:01:09 0:25:41 



Wednesday 0:00:23 0:23:16 0:01:22 0:02:52 0:00:27 0:28:20 



Thursday 0:00:32 0:14:54 0:04:18 0:02:04 0:00:27 0:22:18 



Friday 0:00:30 0:09:34 0:36:54 0:04:05 0:00:29 0:51:32 



Statistics of Raw Data for the Bridge Operation Survey 
a
 (hh:mm:ss) 



Average 0:00:36 0:14:30 0:08:25 0:02:00 0:00:44 0:26:10 



  



      Minimum 0:00:14 0:02:03 0:00:06 0:00:34 0:00:22 0:06:07 



Median 0:00:31 0:14:07 0:02:39 0:01:45 0:00:29 0:23:02 



Maximum 0:01:26 0:24:11 0:58:02 0:04:05 0:02:57 1:22:15 



Note: Each day is an average of multiple observations per day that include both single and multiple trains crossing within the closures observed. 
a 
Average data based on 17 observations  
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Table 5.4-2.  Summary of Existing and Projected Bridge Operations for the St. Lucie River Bridge 



St Lucie River Bridge 



Existing 
Conditions 



2013 F 
a
 



No-Build 
Alternative 



2016 F 
a
 



Proposed 
Action 



2016 P 
b
 



Combined 
Effect  



2016 F + P 
b
 



  Average Single Daily Closure Time (Minutes) 



Sunday 23 22 18 16 



Monday 21 20 15 15 



Tuesday 20 19 16 15 



Wednesday 20 18 13 15 



Thursday 21 20 14 14 



Friday 20 19 16 16 



Saturday 19 19 13 13 



Average Single Daily Closure Time 
c
 (minutes) 21 20 15 15 



Total Number of Daily Closures 10 18 30 42 



  Total Daily Closure Time (Minutes) 



Sunday 158 179 348 458 



Monday 227 358 385 583 



Tuesday 234 407 372 580 



Wednesday 245 411 316 594 



Thursday 254 407 355 611 



Friday 244 404 357 570 



Saturday 171 247 359 457 



Average of Total Weekday Closure Time (Minutes) 241 397.4 357 588 



Average of Total Weekday Closure Time (Hours) 4.01 6.6 5.95 9.79 



Average of Total Weekend Closure Time (Minutes) 165 213 354 458 



Average of Total Weekend Closure Time (Hours) 2.74 3.6 5.89 7.63 



Notes: 
a
Results based on RTC modeling data of train and bridge operations with closure times verified with existing field 



conditions and under the assumption that infrastructure improvements planned under the Proposed Action do not occur. 
b
Results based on RTC modeling data of train and bridge operations for both freight and passenger rail with the planned 



infrastructure improvements planned under the Proposed Action. 
c
Multiple trains(freight and passenger) can cross under a single bridge closure. 



 



Table 5.4-3. Extended Bridge Closures at St. Lucie River due to Freight and Passenger Train Operations 



 
Day 



Bridge Closure 
Time (hh:mm) a 



Total 
Number of 



Trains 
Bridge Closure 
Time (hh:mm) 



Duration of 
Single Closure 



(Minutes) 



Open Duration Before 
Next Bridge Closure 



(Minutes) 



Monday 16:09 3 16:09 33 20 



Monday 18:09 3 18:09 33 36 



Tuesday 18:09 3 18:09 32 40 



Tuesday 19:22 2 19:22 33 3 



Tuesday 20:00 3 20:00 41 10 



Wednesday 16:19 4 16:19 40 16 



Wednesday 18:19 3 18:19 33 20 



Thursday 14:10 3 14:10 30 35 



Thursday 16:22 3 16:22 32 5 



Thursday 20:07 3 20:07 34 17 



Friday 13:09 3 13:09 32 35 



Friday 19:13 4 19:13 33 32 



Note: Extended bridge closures are characterized by single closures longer than 30 minutes 
a
 Time of day when the extended bridge closure occurs 



 
  











Navigation Discipline Report For the AAF Passenger Rail Project from Orlando to Miami, Florida 
AMEC Project No. 6063120212 July 2014 



 



 5-24 AMEC 



5.5 Model Simulation Results 



No-Build Alternative (Case 2a) Compared to Combined Effect (Case 3) 



Table 5.5.1 shows the model results for marine traffic wait times for total vessels (commercial plus 
recreational), commercial only vessels, and recreational only vessels at St. Lucie Bridge crossing for 
the four cases identified in Section 2.5.1. When comparing Case 2a (2016 No-Build Alternative) to 
Case 3 (2016 Freight and Passenger, Combined Effect) an increase in the percentage of vessels 
experiencing a wait from 14% under the No-Build Alternative to 42% under the Combined Effect is 
observed. There is a 90% probability that individual vessels that wait will not wait longer than 18.3 
minutes under Case 2a, and will not wait longer than 17.6 minutes under Case 3. The average wait 
times for all vessels that experience a wait is expected to decrease under the Combined Effect as 
compared to the No-Build Alternative, from 9.9 minutes to 8.1 minutes, respectively. 



The effect on vessel wait time for commercial only vessels and recreational only vessels was similar 
to the effect on total vessels. For commercial vessels that wait, wait time is expected to decrease on 
average from 8.1 minutes under the No-Build Alternative to 7.7 minutes under the Combined Effect. 
For recreational vessels that wait, wait time is expected to decrease on average from 10.1 minutes 
under the No-Build Alternative to 8.1 minutes under the Combined Effect. 



Based on vessel traffic characterized in the FECR Video Assessment for the St. Lucie Bridge 
(Table 5.3-1), the highest traffic for commercial and recreational vessels occur from 10:00 am to 
6:00 pm. Overall, under the No-Build Alternative (Case 2a) and for the Combined Effect (Case 3) 
there is a higher probability (>80%) that vessels will not have to experience a wait time. However, 
the number of vessels that could potentially experience being in a queue from 6:00 am to 6:00 pm is 
presented in Table 5.5-2. In general, 



 Under the No-Build Alternative, a vessel queue length (the number of vessels that are 
experiencing a wait) of 1 vessel for both directions (traveling east or west) has the highest 
probability of occurrence (Table 3.5-2); while the maximum vessel queue length with a 
probability 0.1 to 2.1% of occurrence is over 10 vessels. 



 Under the Combined Effect, a vessel queue length (the number of vessels that are experiencing 
a wait) of 1 vessel for both directions (traveling east or west) has the highest probability of 
occurrence; while the greatest vessel queue length with a probability ranging from 0.1 to 4.3% is 
over 10 vessels.  



 



Existing Conditions (Case 1) Compared to No-Build Alternative (Case 2a) 



When comparing Case 1 (2013 Existing Conditions) to Case 2a (2016 No-Build Alternative) for total 
vessel traffic, increases in vessel delays are projected. The percentage of vessels that experience a 
wait time increases from 7% under Existing Conditions to 14% for the No-Build Alternative. There is 
a 90% probability that individual vessels that wait will not wait longer than 16.5 minutes under Case 
1, and will not wait longer than 18.3 minutes under Case 2a.  The average wait times for vessels that 
experience a wait increase under the No-Build Alternative as compared to the Existing Conditions 
from 8.2 minutes to 9.9 minutes, respectively. 



The effect on vessel wait time for commercial only vessels and recreational only vessels was similar 
to the effect of total vessels experiencing a wait. For commercial vessels that wait, wait time is 
expected to increase on average from 6.1 minutes under Existing Conditions to 8.1 minutes under 
the No-Build Alternative. For recreational vessels that wait, wait time is expected to increase on 
average from 8.5 minutes under Existing Conditions to 10.1 minutes under the No-Build Alternative. 



Based on vessel traffic characterized in the FECR Video Assessment for the St. Lucie River Bridge 
(Table 5.3-1), the highest traffic for commercial and recreational vessels occur from 10:00 am to 
6:00 pm. under the Existing Condition (Case1) and for the No-Build Alternative (Case 2a) there is a 
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higher probability that vessels will not experience a wait time. However, the number of vessels that 
could potentially experience being in a queue from 6:00 am to 6:00 pm is presented in Table 5.5-2. 
In general,  



 Under the Existing Conditions a vessel queue length (the number of vessels that are 
experiencing a wait) of 1 vessel for both directions (traveling east or west) has the highest 
probability of occurrence; and the maximum vessel queue length with a 0.1 to 0.2 % probability 
of occurrence is over 10 vessels. 



 Under the No-Build Alternative, a vessel queue length (the number of vessels that are 
experiencing a wait) of 1 vessel for both directions (traveling east or west) has the highest 
probability of occurrence (Table 3.5-2); while the maximum vessel queue length with a 
probability 0.1 to 2.1% of occurrence is over 10 vessels. 



No-Build Alternative (Case 2a) Compared to 2016 Improve Freight (Case 2b) 



When comparing Case 2a (2016 No-Build Alternative) to Case 2b (2016 Freight, Improved) wait 
times decrease for total vessel traffic. The percentage of vessels that experience a wait time, 
decreases from 14% under 2016 No-Build Alternative to 11% for the 2016 Freight, Improved. There 
is a 90% probability that individual vessels that wait will not wait longer than 18.3 minutes under 
Case 2a, and will not wait longer than 13 minutes under Case 2b.  The average wait times for 
vessels that experience a wait decrease under the 2016 Freight, Improved as compared to the 2016 
No-Build Alternative from 9.9 minutes to 6.9 minutes, respectively. 



The effect on vessel wait time for commercial only vessels and recreational only vessels was similar 
to the effect of total vessels experiencing a wait. For commercial vessels that wait, wait time is 
expected to decrease on average from 8.1 minutes under the 2016 No-Build Alternative to 5.3 
minutes under the 2016 Freight-Improved. For recreational vessels that wait, wait time is expected to 
decrease on average from 10.1 minutes under the 2016 No-Build Alternative to 7.1 minutes under 
the 2016 Freight-Improved. 



Based on vessel traffic characterized in the FECR Video Assessment for the St. Lucie River Bridge 
(Table 5.3-1), the highest traffic for commercial and recreational vessels occur from 10:00 am to 
6:00 pm. under the No-Build Alternative (Case 2a) and for the 2016 Improved Freight (Case 2b) 
there is a higher probability that vessels will not experience a wait time. However, the number of 
vessels that could potentially experience being in a queue from 6:00 am to 6:00 pm is presented in 
Table 5.5-2. In general,  



 Under the No-Build Alternative, a vessel queue length (the number of vessels that are 
experiencing a wait) of 1 vessel for both directions (traveling east or west) has the highest 
probability of occurrence (Table 3.5-2); while the maximum vessel queue length with a 
probability 0.1 to 2.1% of occurrence is over 10 vessels. 



 Under the 2016 Improved Freight (Case 2b), a vessel queue length (the number of vessels that 
are experiencing a wait) of 1 vessel for both directions (traveling east or west) has the highest 
probability of occurrence (Table 5.5-2); while the maximum vessel queue length with a 
probability 0.1 and 0.7% of occurrence is over 10 vessels. 



  











Navigation Discipline Report For the AAF Passenger Rail Project from Orlando to Miami, Florida 
AMEC Project No. 6063120212 July 2014 



 



 5-26 AMEC 



Table 5.5-1. Simulation Model Results for St. Lucie River Bridge 



Case Number 1 2a 2b 3 



Train Traffic 2013 F 2016 F 2016 F 2016 F+P 



Infrastructure 2013 (No-Build) 2013 (No-Build) 2016 (Build) 2016 (Build) 



Marine Traffic                                     Units 2013 2016 Projected 
2016 



Projected 
2016 



Projected 



Total Vessel Wait Times 



Vessel Arrivals (#/day) 157 157 157 157 



Vessels With Zero Wait Time (#/day) 145 135 140 90 



% Vessels With Zero Wait Time   93% 86% 89% 58% 



Vessels With Wait Time (#/day) 11.7 22.5 17 66.7 



% Vessels With Wait Time   7% 14% 11% 42% 



Avg. Wait Time (all) a (min) 0.6 1.4 0.7 3.4 



Avg. Wait Time b (min) 8.2 9.9 6.9 8.1 



Most Likely Vessel Wait Time; 
>90% Probability of Occurring  



(min) 16.5 18.3 13.0 17.6 



Commercial Vessel Wait Times 



Vessel Arrivals (#/day) 9 9 9 9 



Vessels With Zero Wait Time (#/day) 7 7 7 4 



% Vessels With Zero Wait Time   83% 78% 81% 51% 



Vessels With Wait Time (#/day) 2 2 2 4 



% Vessels With Wait Time   17% 22% 19% 49% 



Avg. Wait Time (all) a (min) 1.0 1.8 1.0 3.7 



Avg. Wait Time b (min) 6.1 8.1 5.3 7.7 



Most Likely Vessel Wait Time; 
>90% Probability of Occurring  



(min) 16.4 18.3 12.9 16.6 



Recreational Vessel Wait Times 



Vessel Arrivals (#/day) 148 148 148 148 



Vessels With Zero Wait Time (#/day) 138 127 33 86 



% Vessels With Zero Wait Time   93% 86% 22% 58% 



Vessels With Wait Time (#/day) 10 21 115 63 



% Vessels With Wait Time   7% 14% 78% 42% 



Avg. Wait Time (all) a (min) 0.6 1.4 0.7 3.4 



Avg. Wait Time b (min) 8.5 10.1 7.1 8.1 



Most Likely Vessel Wait Time; 
>90% Probability of Occurring  



(min) 16.5 18.3 13.0 17.7 



Notes:  
a
 Average time all vessels will have to wait before crossing the bridge (average between vessels with wait time and 
vessels with no wait time)  



 b 
Average time



 
queue vessels will have to wait before crossing the bridge 
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Table 5.5-2. Simulation Model Results for Vessel Queue Lengths at St. Lucie River Bridge 



Case Time 



Length of Queue (vessels) 



Minimum Queue Percent Chance 
Maximum 



Queue 
Percent Chance 



Case Number: 1 
Train Traffic: 2013 F 
Infrastructure: 2013 (No-Build) 
Marine Traffic: 2013 



6-7 am 1 4.9 3 0.1 



7-8 am 1 3.4 3 0.3 



8-9 am 1 3.9 5 0.1 



9-10 am 1 3.2 7 0.1 



10-11 am 1 1.1 6 0.1 



11 am – 12 noon 1 4.9 6 0.1 



12 noon-1 pm 1 2.0 8 0.1 



1-2 pm 1 1.0 6 0.1 



2-3 pm 1 0.1 1 0.1 



3-4 pm 1 3.1 7 0.1 



4-5 pm 1 4.6 >10 0.2 



5-6 pm 1 0.7 >10 0.1 



6-7 pm nq na nq na 



Case Number: 2a 
Train Traffic: 2016 F 
Infrastructure: 2013 (No-Build) 
Marine Traffic: 2016 Projected 



6-7 am 1 4.6 2 0.8 



7-8 am 1 0.5 1 0.5 



8-9 am nq na nq na 



9-10 am 1 3.8 6 0.2 



10-11 am 1 4.2 >10 0.5 



11 am – 12 noon 1 0.2 1 0.2 



12 noon-1 pm 1 1.6 >10 0.1 



1-2 pm 1 5.2 >10 2.1 



2-3 pm 1 0.4 4 0.1 



3-4 pm 1 1.0 4 0.1 



4-5 pm 1 10.3 >10 1.1 



5-6 pm 1 8.0 >10 0.2 



6-7 pm 1 0.7 4 0.1 



Case Number: 2b 
Train Traffic: 2016 F 
Infrastructure: 2016 
Marine Traffic: 2016 Projected 



6-7 am 1 2.7 3 0.3 



7-8 am 1 0.3 1 0.3 



8-9 am nq na nq na 



9-10 am 1 2.8 6 0.1 



10-11 am 1 3.7 >10 0.1 



11 am – 12 noon 1 0.2 1 0.2 



12 noon-1 pm 1 1.0 7 0.1 



1-2 pm 1 4.7 >10 0.7 



2-3 pm 1 0.4 4 0.1 



3-4 pm 1 0.5 3 0.1 



4-5 pm 1 10.4 >10 0.3 



5-6 pm 1 5.8 8 0.1 



6-7 pm 1 0.6 2 0.2 



Case Number: 3 
Train Traffic: 2016 F + P 
Infrastructure: 2016 
Marine Traffic: 2016 Projected 



6-7 am 1 5.9 2 0.4 



7-8 am 1 8.4 5 0.1 



8-9 am 1 9.1 7 0.1 



9-10 am 1 9.7 >10 0.1 



10-11 am 1 11.2 >10 1.3 



11 am – 12 noon 1 11.2 >10 0.3 



12 noon-1 pm 1 8.1 >10 1.5 



1-2 pm 1 9.9 >10 4.3 



2-3 pm 1 9.5 >10 0.7 



3-4 pm 1 9.3 >10 0.2 



4-5 pm 1 12.5 >10 1.5 



5-6 pm 1 13.4 >10 0.2 



6-7 pm 1 0.9 7 0.1 
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6.0  Effect Determination 



Impacts to navigation for the New River, Loxahatchee River, and St Lucie River were evaluated 
based on the criteria described in Table 6.0-1. The following section details the effects of the 
Proposed Action at each bridge location. As shown in Table 6.0-1, multiple impacts were considered 
including: 



 Percentage of vessels that will be required to wait; 



 Vessel queue length and probability of queue to occur; 



 Duration and frequency of bridge closure times; and 



 Economic impacts to the marine industry. 



These effect determinations are consistent with USCG guidance for this study.  



Table 6.0-1. Description of Impacts to Navigation for the Effect Determinations 



Impact 



Description of Impact to Navigation 



% of Vessel that Wait 
Queue Length and 



Probability Extended Closure Times Economic Impact 



No Impact Alternative results in no 



change in vessels that 



experience a wait 



during peak traffic 



hours  



Alternative results in no 



change in vessel queue 



length during peak traffic 



hours  



Alternative results in no 



increase in bridge closure 



times during peak traffic 



hours  



Alternative results in no 



economic impact to marine 



industry as a result of 



longer wait times during 



peak vessel traffic hours  



Minimal Alternative results in 



slight changes, not 



expected to be 



measureable, in 



vessels that experience 



a wait during peak 



traffic hours  



Alternative results in slight 



changes not expected to 



be measureable in vessel 



queue length during peak 



traffic hours  



Alternative results in slight 



changes not expected to be 



measureable for bridge 



closure times during peak 



traffic hours  



Alternative results in slight 



changes (< 0.1% change) 



not expected to be 



measureable to marine 



industry as a result of 



longer wait times during 



peak vessel traffic hours  



Minor Alternative results in 



<25% of vessels that 



experience a wait 



during peak traffic 



hours  



Alternative results in an 



increase in vessel queue 



lengths >10 vessels with a 



probability <2.5% during 



peak traffic hours  



Alternative results in single 



bridge closure times that are 



< 30 minutes long during 



peak traffic hours  



Alternative results in a 



> 0.1% but < 1% increase 



in the cost of waiting 



compared to the marine 



industry value 



Moderate Alternative results in 



>25% but <40% of 



vessels that experience 



a wait during peak 



traffic hours  



Alternative results in an 



increase in vessel queue 



lengths >10 vessels with a 



probability >2.5% but <5% 



during peak traffic hours  



Probability that Alternative  



result in single bridge 



closure times that are ≥30 



and ≤45 minutes long during 



peak traffic is less than 1% 



Alternative results in a 



> 1% but < 5% increase in 



the cost of waiting 



compared to the marine 



industry value 



Major Alternative results in 



>40% of vessels that 



experience a wait 



during peak traffic 



hours  



Alternative results in an 



increase in vessel queue 



lengths >10 vessels with a 



probability >5% peak traffic 



hours  



Probability that Alternative 



will result in single bridge 



closure times that are ≥30 



and ≤45 minutes long during 



peak traffic is more than 1% 



Alternative results in a 



> 5% increase in the cost 



of waiting compared to the 



marine industry value 



Enhanced Alternative results in a 



decrease in number of 



vessels that wait during 



peak traffic hours  



Alternative results in a 



decrease in queue lengths 



during peak traffic hours  



Alternative results in a 



decrease in bridge closures 



times during peak traffic 



hours  



Alternative results in a 



decrease in cost of waiting 



as a result of longer wait 



times during peak vessel 



traffic hours  



 



Based on analysis of modeling results for Existing Conditions and the No-Build and Combined 
Alternatives, extended closure times (single closure times greater than 30 minutes) create the 
greatest possible impact to navigation and obstruction of passage. Extended closure times during 
peak vessel traffic hours can present impacts associated with increased vessel wait times (for those 
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vessels that wait) as well as extended vessel queue lengths. Vessel wait times associated with 
extended closure times are limited, as the probability of vessels experiencing a wait time of 30 
minutes or greater is less than 1% (Table 6.0-2). Specifically, there is a less than 1% probability that 
a single vessel will wait for 23.1 minutes at the New River Bridge, 20.2 minutes at the Loxahatchee 
River Bridge, and 30 minutes at the St. Lucie River Bridge. Furthermore, there is a less than 10% 
probability that a single vessel will wait for 12.2 minutes at the New River Bridge, 9.8 minutes at the 
Loxahatchee River Bridge, and 17.6 minutes at the St. Lucie River Bridge.  



Those times when peak vessel traffic coincides with single closures greater than 30 minutes under 
the Combined Effect are described in Tables 6.0-3 through 6.0-5. 



 
Table 6.0-2 Vessel Wait Time Probability per Vessel for the New River, Loxahatchee River, and St. 



Lucie River 



Wait Time Probability 
per Vessel 



New River  
Wait Time (minutes) 



Loxahatchee River Wait 
Time (minutes) 



St. Lucie River  
Wait Time (minutes) 



< 10% 12.2 9.8 17.6 



< 1% 23.1 20.2 30.0 



 
Table 6.0-3. Intervals of Time When Peak Vessel Traffic Coincides with Single Closures Greater than 30 



Minutes at the New River Bridge 



Hour Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday Saturday Sunday 



6-7 am        



7-8 am        



8-9 am        



9-10 am        



10-11 am        



11-noon        



noon-1 pm        



1-2 pm        



2-3 pm        



3-4 pm        



4-5 pm        



5-6 pm 
   Single Closure 



>30 min 
   



6-7 pm 
 Single Closure 



>30 min  
     



7-8 pm        



8-9 pm        



9-10 pm        



10-11 pm 
 Single Closure 



>30 min  
     



Notes:  Shaded areas represent high vessel traffic time 
Times when high vessel traffic coincide with single closures ≥30 minutes have a probability of occurrence of less than 1%, 
and are defined as a moderate impact 
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Table 6.0-4. Intervals of Time When Peak Vessel Traffic Coincides with Single Closures Greater than 30 
Minutes at the Loxahatchee River Bridge 



Hour Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday Saturday Sunday 



6-7 am        



7-8 am        



8-9 am        



9-10 am        



10-11 am        



11-noon        



noon-1 pm        



1-2 pm        



2-3 pm        



3-4 pm        



4-5 pm        



5-6 pm        



6-7 pm        



7-8 pm        



8-9 pm        



9-10 pm 



Single Closure 



>30 min  



Single Closure 



>30 min 



    



10-11 pm        



Notes:  Shaded areas represent high vessel traffic time 
Times when high vessel traffic coincide with single closures ≥30 minutes have a probability of occurrence of less than 1%, 
and are defined as a moderate impact 



 
Table 6.0-5. Intervals of Time When Peak Vessel Traffic Coincides with Single Closures Greater than 30 



Minutes at the St. Lucie River Bridge 



Hour Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday Saturday Sunday 



6-7 am        



7-8 am        



8-9 am        



9-10 am        



10-11 am        



11-noon        



noon-1 pm        



1-2 pm     
Single Closure 



>30 min   



2-3 pm    
Single Closure 



>30 min    



3-4 pm        



4-5 pm 
Single Closure 



>30 min  
Single Closure 



>30 min 
Single Closure 



>30 min    



5-6 pm        



6-7 pm 
Single Closure 



>30 min 
Single Closure 



>30 min 
Single Closure 



>30 min     



7-8 pm  
Single Closure 



>30 min   
Single Closure 



>30 min   



8-9 pm  
Single Closure 



>30 min  
Single Closure 



>30 min    



9-10 pm        



10-11 pm        



Notes:  Shaded areas represent high vessel traffic time 
Times when high vessel traffic coincide with single closures ≥30 minutes have a probability of occurrence of less than 1%, 
and are defined as a moderate impact 
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6.1 Effect Determination of No-Build Alternative at the New River Bridge 



The No-Build Alternative results in an increase in obstruction of passage compared to Existing 
Conditions, because of the greater number of bridge closures due to an increase in rail freight traffic. 
The number of vessels that wait is estimated to increase from 14% to 23%, which represents 
approximately 20 additional vessels per day. Of the additional number of vessels that wait, it is 
projected that 3 are commercial vessels and 15 are recreational vessels. In addition, the average 
wait time for vessels that wait will increase by approximately 2 minutes (Table 6.1-1). This results in 
a minor impact to the commercial and recreational vessels that wait. Although a measureable 
change/increase is expected in the percent of vessels that wait, this increase in wait time is not 
expected to occur during peak traffic hours. 



With the exception of a few specific hour periods, the vessel queue length rarely exceeds 10 vessels 
(Table 6.1-1) and the probability of queue length greater than 10 vessels in any given hour is 2.2%, 
and queuing is projected to be 10 or fewer vessels for the other 97.8% of the time.  



 
Table 6.1-1. Vessel Wait Times for the New River Bridge, Existing Conditions versus No-Build Alternative 



Vessel Traffic Characterization Units Existing Conditions No-Build Alternative 



Commercial Vessel Traffic 



Commercial Vessels Experiencing Wait Time 
a
 #/day 11 14 



Percent Commercial Vessels Experiencing Wait Time % 21 29 
Recreational Vessel Traffic 



Recreational Vessels Experiencing Wait Time 
a
 #/day 20 35 



Percent Recreational Vessels Experiencing Wait 
Time 



% 12 21 



Total Vessel Traffic 



Percent Total Vessels Experiencing Wait Time % 14 23 



Average Wait Time for All Vessels that Wait min 5.9 7.9 



Maximum Probability of Queue Length >10  % 1.4 2.2 



Note: 
a 
Number of vessels rounded to the closest integer 



 



The vertical clearance of the New River Bridge is 4 feet at mean high water level (MHWL). 
Therefore, recreational vessels requiring a low vertical clearance (under 4 feet) may still traverse 
under the bridge when it is closed. Additionally, vessels with a higher vertical clearance may traverse 
under the closed bridge during low water conditions. Since vessels that can currently traverse under 
the closed bridge will do so under the No-Build Alternative, this is characterized as no impact. 



Multiple overhead structures, such as bridges and power cables can obstruct the passage of vessels 
on the New River. However, the New River Bridge has the lowest vertical clearance (4 feet). The 
New River Bridge remains open most of the time, closing only to allow the passage of trains. The 
closed bridge limits vessel passage to the Intracoastal Waterway to the east and to marine facilities 
to the west. The Broward Boulevard Bridge, located at the North Fork, has a vertical clearance below 
5 feet. This bridge limits the passage of vessels in the North Fork. However, the shallow depth of the 
North Fork limits the passage of larger vessels.  



The anticipated increase in average vessel wait times associated with additional bridge closures and 
unimproved infrastructure would result in an increase in vessel queues of 18 vessels per day. These 
increased vessel wait times were considered when evaluating economic impacts to commercial 
developments along the New River. The increase in average vessel wait times for commercial and 
recreational vessels is estimated to result in an economic impact under the No-Build Alternative 
(Table 6.1-2) of $373.00 per day. This value is the difference between the estimated economic 
impacts from the No-Build Alternative compared to the impact of Existing Conditions. This 
represents less than a 0.1% increase in the total cost of vessel delays per day on the marine 
industry under the No-Build Alternative.  
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Table 6.1-2. Economic Model Results for the New River Bridge for Existing Conditions and No-Build 
Alternative 



 



Units Existing Conditions No-Build Alternative 



Total Daily Wait Time for All Vessels (min/day) 178 390 



Commercial Industry 



Vessels Experiencing a Wait  (#/day) 11 14 



Cost of Vessel Wait to Marine Industry ($/day) 101 196 



Percent Cost Compared to Marine Industry Value (%) 0.0016 0.0031 



Recreational Industry 



Vessels Experiencing a Wait  (#/day) 20 35 



Cost of Vessel Wait to Marine Industry ($/day) 215 493 



Percent Cost Compared to Marine Industry Value (%) 0.0040 0.0092 



All Vessel Types 



Total Daily Cost of Waiting ($) 316 689 



Total Annual Cost of Waiting ($) 115,340 251,485 



 



Port Everglades is located east of the New River Bridge. However, cruise ships, commercial 
freighters, and other large oceangoing vessels do not access the New River. Therefore the No-Build 
Alternative would have no impact to existing or future commercial freighter or cruise ship operations 
at Port Everglades. 



Commercial destinations on the New River are primarily boat/yacht repair and support facilities, 
which would not be anticipated to incur any decline in business as a result of impacts to navigation; 
therefore the No-Build Alternative is not expected to have impacts to such businesses. 



6.2 Effect Determination of No-Build Alternative at the Loxahatchee River Bridge 



The No-Build Alternative results in an increase in obstruction of passage compared to Existing 
Conditions because of the greater number of bridge closures due to an increase in rail freight traffic. 
The number of vessels that wait is estimated to increase from 7% to 25%, which represents 
approximately 7 additional vessels per day. At this location, only recreational vessels have an 
increase in the number of vessels experiencing wait time (no change in the number of commercial 
vessels that wait are expected under the No-Build Alternative compared to Existing Conditions). In 
addition, the average wait time for vessels that wait is expected to increase by approximately 1.1 
minutes (Table 6.2-1). This results in a minor impact to the recreational vessels that wait. Although a 
measureable change/increase is expected in the percent of vessels that wait, this increase in wait 
time is not expected to occur during peak traffic hours. 



With the exception of a few specific hour periods, the vessel queue length rarely exceeds 10 vessels 
(Table 6.2-1) and the probability of a queue length greater than 10 vessels in any given hour is 1.7% 
with little or no queuing for 98.3% of the time.  



Table 6.2-1. Vessel Wait Times for the Loxahatchee River Bridge, Existing Conditions versus No-Build 
Alternative 



Vessel Traffic Characterization Units Existing Conditions No-Build Alternative 



Commercial Vessel Traffic 



Commercial Vessels Experiencing Wait Time 
a
 #/day 1 1 



Percent Commercial Vessels Experiencing Wait Time % 16 16 
Recreational Vessel Traffic 



Recreational Vessels Experiencing Wait Time 
a
 #/day 8 15 



Percent Recreational Vessels Experiencing Wait Time % 7 13 
Total Vessel Traffic 



Percent Total Vessels Experiencing Wait Time % 7 25 



Average Wait Time for All Vessels that Wait min 8.3 9.4 



Maximum Probability of Queue Length >10  % 1.3 1.7 



Note: 
a 
Number of vessels round to the closest integer 
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The vertical clearance of the Loxahatchee River Bridge is 4 feet at MHWL. Therefore, recreational 
vessels requiring a low vertical clearance (under 4 feet) may still traverse under the bridge when it is 
closed. Additionally, vessels with a higher vertical clearance may traverse under the closed bridge 
under low water conditions. Since vessels that can currently traverse under the closed bridge under 
low water conditions will do so under the No-Build Alternative, this is characterized as no impact. 



Overhead structures, such as bridges and power cables, traverse the Loxahatchee River and thus 
obstruct the passage of vessels. Amongst these structures, the Loxahatchee River Bridge has the 
lowest vertical clearance (4 feet). Although the Loxahatchee River Bridge remains open most of the 
time, closing only to allow the passage of trains, the closed bridge limits passage to the Intracoastal 
Waterway to the east and to vessel docks on residential areas to the west. Several other fixed 
bridges on the South Fork have vertical clearances between approximately 7 feet and 4 feet. The 
Center Street fixed bridge traverses the Loxahatchee River in two different, but consecutive, 
locations (interrupted by a peninsula of land) with vertical clearances that are 4.6 and 6 feet high. 
These bridges limit vessel traffic in Sims Creek and North Jupiter River Estates residential areas 
located at the South Fork at the Loxahatchee River. The Loxahatchee River Road Bridge traverses 
the main waterway of the South Fork and has a vertical clearance of 7 feet. This fixed bridge greatly 
limits the vessel traffic on most of the South Fork.  



The anticipated increase in average vessel wait times associated with additional bridge closures and 
unimproved infrastructure would result in an increase in vessel queues of 7 vessels per day. These 
increased vessel wait times were considered when evaluating economic impacts to commercial 
developments along the Loxahatchee River. The increase in average vessel wait times is estimated 
to result in an economic impact under the No-Build Alternative (Table 6.2-2), of $125 per day. This 
value is the difference between the estimated economic impacts from the No-Build Alternative 
compared to the impact of Existing Conditions. This represents less than a 0.1% increase in the total 
cost of vessel delays per day on the marine industry under the No-Build Alternative.  



 
Table 6.2-2. Economic Model Results for the Loxahatchee River Bridge for Existing Conditions and No-



Build Alternative 



 



Units Existing Conditions No-Build Alternative 



Total Daily Wait Time for All Vessels (min) 74 147 



Commercial Industry 



Vessels Experiencing a Wait  (#/day) 1 1 



Cost of Vessel Wait to Marine Industry ($/day) 7 9 



Percent Cost Compared to Marine Industry Value (%) 0.0005 0.0006 



Recreational Industry 



Vessels Experiencing a Wait  (#/day) 8 15 



Cost of Vessel Wait to Marine Industry ($/day) 118 241 



Percent Cost Compared to Marine Industry Value (%) 0.0089 0.0182 



All Vessel Types 



Total Daily Cost of Waiting ($) 125 250 



Total Annual Cost of Waiting ($) 45,625 91,250 



 



There are no cruise ships, commercial freighters, or other large oceangoing vessels that access the 
Loxahatchee River; therefore, the No-Build Alternative is not expected to have an impact on 
operations of these types of vessels. 



Individual commercial vessels could potentially experience an increase in vessel queue times at the 
Loxahatchee River Bridge. However, there are very few commercial destinations on the 
Loxahatchee River, and they would not be anticipated to incur any decline in business as a result of 
the bridge closures. Therefore, there is no impact under the No-Build Alternative. 
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6.3 Effect Determination of No-Build Alternative at the St. Lucie River Bridge 



Under the No-Build Alternative, an increase in obstruction of passage compared to Existing 
Conditions is projected, and this is related to a greater number of bridge closures due to an increase 
in rail freight traffic. Only recreational vessels will have an increase in the number or vessels 
experiencing wait time (no change in the number of commercial vessels that wait are expected 
under the No-Build Alternative compared to Existing Conditions). The average wait time for vessels 
experiencing a wait will increase by approximately 1.7 minutes. This results in a minor impact to the 
vessels that wait; as there are measureable changes in the percent of vessels that wait, but not 
primarily during continuous periods of time during peak traffic hours. 



With the exception of a few specific hour periods, the vessel queue length rarely exceeds 10 vessels 
(Table 6.3-1) and the probability of a queue length greater than 10 vessels in any given hour is 
2.1%, with little or no queuing for 97.2% of the time.  



 
Table 6.3-1. Vessel Wait Times for the St. Lucie River Bridge, Existing Conditions versus No-Build 



Alternative 



Vessel Traffic Characterization Units Existing Conditions No-Build Alternative 



Commercial Vessel Traffic 



Commercial Vessels Experiencing Wait Time 
a
 #/day 2 2 



Percent Commercial Vessels Experiencing Wait Time % 17 22 



Recreational Vessel Traffic 



Recreational Vessels Experiencing Wait Time 
a
 #/day 10 21 



Percent Recreational Vessels Experiencing Wait Time % 7 14 



Total Vessel Traffic 



Percent Total Vessels Experiencing Wait Time % 7 14 



Average Wait Time for All Vessels that Wait min 8.2 9.9 



Maximum Probability of Queue Length >10  % 0.2 2.1 



Note: 
a 
Number of vessels round to the closest integer 



 



The vertical clearance of the St. Lucie River Bridge is 7 feet at MHWL. Therefore, recreational 
vessels requiring a low vertical clearance (under 7 feet) may still traverse under the bridge even 
when closed without obstruction. Additionally, vessels with a higher vertical clearance may traverse 
under the closed bridge under low water conditions without obstruction. Since vessels that can 
currently traverse under the closed bridge under low water conditions will do so under the No-Build 
Alternative, this is characterized as no impact. 



Overhead structures, such as bridges and power cables, traverse the St. Lucie River and thus 
obstruct the passage of vessels. Amongst these structures, the St. Lucie River Bridge has the lowest 
vertical clearance in the confluence of the river (7 feet). Although the St. Lucie River Bridge remains 
open most of the time, closing only to allow the passage of freight, the closed bridge limits passage 
to the Intracoastal Waterway to the east and to vessel docks on residential areas to the west. 
Several other fixed bridges traverse the main waterway of the South Fork and the St. Lucie canal, 
some with vertical clearances lower than 7 feet. These bridges will limit the traffic of larger vessels in 
certain sections of the St. Lucie Canal.  



The anticipated increase in average vessel wait times associated with additional bridge closures and 
unimproved infrastructure would result in an increase in vessel queues of 11 vessels per day. These 
increased vessel wait times were considered when evaluating economic impacts to commercial 
developments along the St Lucie River. The increase in average vessel wait times is estimated to 
result in an economic impact under the No-Build Alternative (Table 6.3-2), of $209 per day. This 
value is the difference between the estimated economic impacts from the No-Build Alternative 
compared to the impact of Existing Conditions. This represents less than a 0.1% increase in the total 
cost of vessel delays per day on the marine industry under the No-Build Alternative.   











Navigation Discipline Report For the AAF Passenger Rail Project from Orlando to Miami, Florida 
AMEC Project No. 6063120212 July 2014 



 



 6-8 AMEC 
 



Table 6.3-2. Economic Model Results for the St. Lucie River Bridge for Existing Conditions and No-Build 
Alternative 



 



Units Existing Conditions No-Build Alternative 



Average Wait Time for all Vessels (min) 96 223 



Commercial Industry 



Vessels Experiencing a Wait  (#/day) 2 2 



Cost of Vessel Wait to Marine Industry ($/day) 15 26 



Percent Cost Compared to Marine Industry Value (%) 0.0006 0.0011 



Recreational Industry 



Vessels Experiencing a Wait  (#/day) 10 21 



Cost of Vessel Wait to Marine Industry ($/day) 143 341 



Percent Cost Compared to Marine Industry Value (%) 0.0065 0.0156 



All Vessel Types 



Total Daily Cost of Waiting ($) 158 367 



Total Annual Cost of Waiting ($) 57,670 133,955 



 



There are no cruise ships, commercial freighters, or other large oceangoing vessels that access the 
St. Lucie River; therefore, the No-Build Alternative is not expected to impact the existing or future 
operations of these types of vessels. 



Individual commercial vessels could potentially experience an increase in vessel queue times at the 
St. Lucie River Bridge. However, there are very few commercial destinations on the St. Lucie River, 
and they would not be anticipated to incur any decline in business as a result of the moderate 
impacts to navigation under the No-Build Alternative. 



6.4 Combined Effect Determination at the New River Bridge 



Under the Combined Effect (2016 Freight + Passenger), an increase in obstruction of passage 
compared to the No-Build Alternative is projected, creating a minor to moderate impact before 
mitigation. This increase in obstruction of passage results from an increase in the number of bridge 
closures and the frequency of closures. This increases the number of vessels that experience a wait 
time from 23% to 36%, which represents approximately 27 additional vessels per day (6 commercial 
vessels and 21 recreational vessels). However, the average wait time for vessels experiencing a 
wait will decrease approximately 1.6 minutes (from 7.9 to 6.3 minutes), when compared to the No-
Build Alternative (Table 6.4-1). This results in a minor impact to vessels that wait before mitigation.  



With the exception of a few specific hour periods, the vessel queue length rarely exceeds 10 vessels 
(Table 6.4-1). However, the likelihood of a queue length greater than 10 in any given hour is only 
2.0% (a decrease of 0.2% when compared to the No-Build Alternative). Therefore, under the 
Combined Effect, there is a minor impact to vessel queue length. 



Impacts to the percent of vessels that wait, the queue length and the probability these impacts occur, 
may be reduced or eliminated through mitigation (see Section 7.0).  
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Table 6.4-1. Vessel Wait Times for the New River Bridge, No-Build Alternative versus Combined Effect 



Vessel Traffic Characterization Units 
No-Build 



Alternative 
Combined 



Effect 
Proposed 



Action
a
 



Commercial Vessel Traffic 



Commercial Vessels Experiencing Wait Time
b
 #/day 14 20 6 



Percent Commercial Vessels With Wait Time % 29 41 12 



Recreational Vessel Traffic 



Recreational Vessels Experiencing Wait Time
b
 #/day 35 56 21 



Percent Recreational Vessels With Wait Time % 21 34 13 



Total Vessel Traffic 



Percent Total Vessels Experiencing Wait Time % 23 36 12 



Average Wait Time for All Vessels that Wait min 7.9 6.3 -1.6 



Number of Hours with Queue Length >10  7 8 1 



Maximum Probability of Queue Length >10  % 2.2 2.0 -0.2 



Notes: a 
Proposed Action = Combined effects − No-Build Alternative effects; values show increase and decrease compared to  
the No-Build Alternative 



 
b 
Number of vessels round to the closest integer 



Impacts due to extended closure times are expected to be moderate under the Combined Effect 
before mitigation. Moderate impacts are defined as the probability that an alternative will result in 
single bridge closure times that are greater than 30 and less than 45 minutes long during peak traffic 
is less than 1%. Based on modeling, extended closure times at the New River Bridge are limited to 
Thursday between 5 pm and 6 pm. (Table 3.4-6). Since other extended closures do not occur during 
peak vessel traffic hours, these closures are considered a moderate impact. Due to the variability of 
freight train arrival times in the RTC model, there is an associated level of uncertainty with freight 
arrival times. As explained in Section 7, the moderate impacts due to increased closure times 
associated with the Combined Effect may be reduced, or eliminated, through mitigation.  



The vertical clearance of the New River Bridge is 4 feet at MHWL. Vessels requiring a low vertical 
clearance (under 4 feet) may still traverse under the bridge when it is closed. Therefore, vessels that 
only require this clearance to pass under the bridge will not be affected by changes in operations. 



The increase in average vessel wait times results in minor economic impact under the Combined 
Effect (Table 6.4-2), which is estimated at $161 per day (a decrease in loss of $212 per day when 
compared to the No-Build Alternative versus Existing Conditions). This is the cost of the total vessel 
delay per day on the marine industry under the Combined Effect, and creates a minimal impact as 
there is a less than 0.1% increase in the percent cost of waiting compared to the marine industry 
value at the New River, when compared to the No-Build Alternative.  



 
Table 6.4-2. Economic Model Results for the New River Bridge No-Build Alternative and Combined Effect 



 



Units 
No-Build 



Alternative Combined Effect Proposed Action 



Average Wait Time for all Vessels (min) 390 481 91 



Commercial Industry 



Vessels Experiencing a Wait  (#/day) 14 20 6 



Cost of Vessel Wait to Marine Industry ($/day) 196 239 43 



Percent Cost Compared to Marine  
Industry Value (%) 0.0031 0.0038 0.0007 



Recreational Industry 



Vessels Experiencing a Wait  (#/day) 35 56 21 



Cost of Vessel Wait to Marine Industry ($/day) 493 611 118 



Percent Cost Compared to Marine 
Industry Value (%) 0.0092 0.0114 0.0022 



All Vessel Types 



Total Daily Cost of Waiting ($) 689 850 161 



Total Annual Cost of Waiting ($) 251,485 310,250 58,765 











Navigation Discipline Report For the AAF Passenger Rail Project from Orlando to Miami, Florida 
AMEC Project No. 6063120212 July 2014 



 



 6-10 AMEC 
 



Commercial destinations on the New River are primarily boat/yacht repair and support facilities. 
These facilities are anticipated to incur minor impacts to their business as a result of the moderate 
impacts of the Combined Effect on vessel wait times and queue lengths.  



Port Everglades is located east of the New River Bridge. Cruise ships, commercial freighters, and 
other large oceangoing vessels do not access the New River, and implementation of the Combined 
Effect would therefore have no impact to existing or future operations at Port Everglades. 



6.5 Combined Effect Determination at the Loxahatchee River Bridge 



Under the Combined Effect (2016 Freight + Passenger), an increase in obstruction of passage 
compared to the No-Build Alternative is projected, creating a moderate impact before mitigation. This 
increase in obstruction of passage is related to an increase in the number of vessels that experience 
a wait due to an overall increase in the number of bridge closures. The number of vessels that 
experience a wait increases from 25% to 42%, which represents approximately 31 additional vessels 
per day (1 commercial vessel and 30 recreational vessels). However, average wait time is reduced 
under the Combined Effect. The average wait time for vessels experiencing a wait is estimated to 
decrease 3.7 minutes, when compared to the No-Build Alternative (Table 6.5-1). This results in a 
minor impact to the vessels that wait, when compared to the No-Build Alternative. 



With the exception of a few specific hour periods, the vessel queue length rarely exceeds 10 vessels 
(Table 6.5-1). The likelihood of a queue length greater than 10 vessels in any given hour is 0.5% (a 
decrease of 1.2% when compared to the No-Build Alternative).  



Impacts to the percent of vessels that wait, the queue length, and the probability these impacts 
occur, may be reduced or eliminated through mitigation (see Section 6.7).  



 
Table 6.5-1. Vessel Wait Times for the Loxahatchee River Bridge, No-Build Alternative versus Combined 



Effect 



Vessel Traffic Characterization Units 
No-Build 



Alternative 
Combined 



Effect 
Proposed 



Action
a
 



Commercial Vessel Traffic 



Commercial Vessels Experiencing Wait Time 
b
 #/day 1 2 1 



  Percent Commercial Vessels With Wait Time % 16 44 28 



Recreational Vessel Traffic 



Recreational Vessels Experiencing Wait Time 
b
 #/day 15 45 31 



Percent Recreational Vessels With Wait Time % 13 39 26 



Total Vessel Traffic 



Percent Total Vessels Experiencing Wait Time % 25 42 17 



Average Wait Time for All Vessels that Wait min 9.4 5.7 -3.7 



Maximum Probability of Queue Length >10  % 1.7 0.5 -1.2 



Notes: a 
Proposed Action = Combined effects − No-Build Alternative effects; values show increase and decrease compared to the 
No-Build Alternative 



 
b 
Number of vessels round to the closest integer 



 



Impacts to extended closure times are expected to be minor under the Combined Effect before 
mitigation. For the Loxahatchee River Bridge, these extended closure times are limited to non-peak 
hours of Monday and Wednesday from 9:00 pm to 10:00 pm (Table 4.4-3). Since the single 
extended closures do not occur during peak vessel traffic hours, these closures are considered a 
minor impact. Due to the variability of freight train arrival times in the RTC model, there is an 
associated level of uncertainty with freight arrival times. Under the Combined Effect, no extended 
closure times occur on weekends when vessel traffic is the highest, and therefore, there is an overall 
minor impact on navigation. Furthermore, as explained in Section 7, these impacts may be reduced, 
or eliminated, through mitigation.  
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The vertical clearance of the Loxahatchee Bridge is 4 feet at MHWL. Vessels requiring a low vertical 
clearance (under 4 feet) may still traverse under the bridge when it is closed. Therefore, vessels that 
only require this clearance to pass under the bridge will not be affected by changes in operations. 



The estimated economic impact under the Combined Effect (Table 6.5-2) is $208 per day (an 
increase of $83 per day when compared to the No-Build Alternative). This is the impact of the 
increased total vessel delay per day on the marine industry under the Combined Effect and 
represents less than a 0.1% increase. This is considered a minor effect.  



 
Table 6.5-2. Economic Model Results for the Loxahatchee River FECR Bridge No-Build Alternative and 



Combined Effect 



 



Units 
No-Build 



Alternative Combined Effect Proposed Action 



Average Wait Time for all Vessels (min) 147 269 122 



Commercial Industry 



Vessels Experiencing a Wait  (#/day) 1 2 1 



Cost of Vessel Wait to Marine Industry ($/day) 9 18 9 



Percent Cost Compared to Marine  
Industry Value (%) 0.0006 0.0012 0.0006 



Recreational Industry 



Vessels Experiencing a Wait  (#/day) 15 45 30 



Cost of Vessel Wait to Marine Industry ($/day) 241 440 199 



Percent Cost Compared to Marine 
Industry Value (%) 0.0182 0.0331 0.0150 



All Vessel Types 



Total Daily Cost of Waiting ($) 250 458 208 



Total Annual Cost of Waiting ($) 91,250 167,170 75,920 



 



There are very few commercial destinations on the Loxahatchee River, as most of the waterfront 
development is residential. The few commercial destinations are not expected to incur any decline in 
business as a result of the Combined Alternative’s effect on navigation. 



There are no cruise ships, commercial freighters, or other large oceangoing vessels that access the 
Loxahatchee River; therefore, the Combined Effect would have no impact to existing or future 
operations of these types of vessels. 



6.6 Combined Effect Determination at the St. Lucie River Bridge 



Under the Combined Effect (2016 Freight + Passenger), an increase in obstruction of passage 
compared to the No-Build Alternative is projected, creating a moderate impact before mitigation. This 
increase in obstruction of passage is related to an increase in the number of vessels that experience 
a wait due to an overall increase in the number of bridge closures. The number of vessels that 
experience a wait time increases from 14% to 42%, which represents approximately 44 additional 
vessels per day (2 commercial vessels and 42 recreational vessels); however, a decrease average 
wait time is observed. Accordingly, under the Combined Effect, the average wait time for vessels 
experiencing a wait will decrease approximately 1.8 minutes when compared to the No-Build 
Alternative (Table 6.6-1). This results in a moderate impact before mitigation to the percent of 
vessels that wait, when compared to the No-Build Alternative. 



With the exception of a few specific hour periods, the vessel queue length rarely exceeds 10 vessels 
(Table 6.6-1). The likelihood of a queue length greater than 10 vessels in any given hour is 4.3%.  



Impacts to the percent of vessels that wait, the queue length, and the probability these impacts 
occur, may be reduced or eliminated through mitigation (see Section 6.7).  
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Table 6.6-1. Vessel Wait Times for the St. Lucie River Bridge, No-Build Alternative versus Combined 
Effect 



Vessel Traffic Characterization Units 
No-Build 



Alternative 
Combined 



Effect 
Proposed 



Action
a
 



Commercial Vessel Traffic 



Commercial Vessels Experiencing Wait Time b #/day 2 4 2 



Percent Commercial Vessels With Wait Time % 22 49 27 



Recreational Vessel Traffic 



Recreational Vessels Experiencing Wait Time b #/day 21 63 42 



Percent Recreational Vessels With Wait Time % 14 42 28 



Total Vessel Traffic 



Percent Total Vessels Experiencing Wait Time % 14 42 28 



Average Wait Time for All Vessels that Wait min 9.9 8.1 -1.8 



Maximum Probability of Queue Length >10  % 0.2 4.3 4.1 



Notes: a 
Proposed Action = Combined effects − No-Build Alternative effects; values show increase and decrease compared to  
the No-Build Alternative 



 
b 
Number of vessels round to the closest integer 



 



The Combined Effect Alternative will result in moderate impacts to vessel navigation before 
mitigation due to the projected duration and frequency of bridge closures. Moderate impacts are 
defined as a single bridge closure time that is greater than 30 minutes, but less than 45 minutes, and 
occurs less than 10 percent of the time during peak vessel traffic. For the St. Lucie River Bridge, 
these extended closure times occur Monday, Wednesday, and Thursday between 4 pm and 5 pm, 
Thursday between 2 pm and 3 pm, and Friday between 1 pm and 2 pm (Table 5.4-3). The hours 
listed between noon and 6 pm have the potential to result in moderate impacts to navigation as 
these hours occur during the peak vessel traffic time. Due to the variability of freight train arrival 
times in the RTC model, there is an associated level of uncertainty with freight arrival times. Under 
the Combined Effect, no extended closure times occur on weekends, when vessel traffic is the 
highest. As explained in Section 7.0, these impacts may be reduced, or eliminated, through 
mitigation.  



The vertical clearance of the St. Lucie River Bridge is 7 feet at MHWL. Vessels requiring a low 
vertical clearance (under 7 feet) may still traverse under the bridge when it is closed. Therefore, 
vessels that only require this clearance to pass under the bridge will not be affected by changes in 
operations. 



The estimated economic impact under the Combined Effect (Table 6.6-2) is $520 per day (an 
increase of $311 per day when compared to the No-Build Alternative). This is the impact of the 
increased total vessel delay per day on the marine industry under the Combined Effect and 
represents less than a 0.1% increase in the percent cost of waiting compared to the marine industry 
value at the St. Lucie River. This is considered a minor effect.  
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Table 6.6-2. Economic Model Results for the St. Lucie River Bridge No-Build Alternative and Combined 
Effect 



 



Units No-Build Alternative 
Combine
d Effect 



Proposed 
Action 



Average Wait Time for all Vessels (min) 223 239 315.5 



Commercial Industry Wait Times 



Vessels Experiencing Wait Time (#/day) 9 4 -4 



Cost of Vessel Delay to Marine Industry ($/day) 26 55 29 



Percent Cost Compared to Marine  
Industry Value (%) 0.0011 0.0023 0.0012 



Recreational Industry Wait Times 



Vessels Experiencing Wait Time (#/day) 148 165 17 



Cost of Vessel Delay to Marine Industry ($/day) 341 832 491 



Percent Cost Compared to Marine Industry 
Value (%) 0.0156 0.0381 0.0225 



All Vessel Types 



Total Daily Cost of Waiting ($) 367 887 520 



Total Annual Cost of Waiting ($) 133,955 323,755 189,800 



 



Commercial destinations on the St. Lucie River are primarily vessel/yacht repair and support 
facilities, which would not be anticipated to incur any decline in business as a result of the impacts of 
the Combined Effect on navigation and, therefore, the Combined Effect would have minimal impact 
to such businesses. 



There are no cruise ships, commercial freighters, or other large oceangoing vessels that access the 
St. Lucie River and the Combined Effect would therefore have minimal impact on existing or future 
operations of these types of vessels.  



6.7 Mitigation 



Mitigation options are being considered by AAF to improve operations at the New River Bridge, 
Loxahatchee River Bridge, and St. Lucie River Bridge.  These include: 



 Develop a set schedule for the down times of the bridge for passenger rail service. 
Passenger rail service is anticipated to operate on consistent daily schedules that are both 
predictable and reliable with minimal deviations. Once local mariners are familiar with the 
passenger rail schedule, they should be able to predict approximate crossing times on a given 
day without having to look up the schedule because it will be consistent and unchanging from 
week to week. Developing a predictable schedule for passenger train crossing times will allow 
mariners, especially day to day commercial vessels, to plan their travel times accordingly and 
avoid unnecessary wait times. Local recreational mariners will also have access to the bridge 
schedules to plan accordingly and every effort should be made to inform non-local mariners of 
the bridge down times to avoid wait times and vessel stacking in the bridge vicinity. 



 Provide public access to the bridge closure schedules in an internet-accessible format 
updated daily with anticipated crossing times for each bridge.  Schedules for each bridge 
may be posted on the AAF website and/or the USCG website. Internet sites will provide 
estimated bridge crossing times so mariners may access real-time data from the water and plan 
appropriate travel times.  This will also help the boating community to plan their trips to avoid 
wait times and related costs associated with the Proposed Action. Schedules and/or information 
on how to get up to date bridge down times may also be made available at local marinas and 
tackle shops.  



 Implement a notification sign/signal/horn at each bridge location with countdowns to 
indicate the times at which the bridge will begin to close and open. Similar to a road 
crossing, the notification system will alert mariners within the vicinity that a train is approaching 
and provide a countdown for bridge closings and openings. The countdown will make mariners 
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aware of the time available to get through the bridge crossing before closing as well as the time 
to wait for it to re-open. This notification system will provide information to mariners associated 
with the opening and closing of the bridges to allow for planning of trips for those in the vicinity of 
the bridge.  



 Develop formal contact with first responders and emergency personnel. A point of contact 
will be established to ensure that emergency personnel can coordinate with the dispatch center 
when access is necessary to respond to waterway emergencies. 



 Develop coordination plans between AAF and local authorities during peak vessel travel 
times on holidays and major public events. Local authorities will have the ability to contact 
AAF in order to coordinate plans for certain special events and occasions in an effort to establish 
adjustments to train schedules that would allow the bridge to be open for specified periods of 
time. 



 Develop a coordination plan between AAF and the USCG to promote with commercial and 
recreational boating communities. Such a plan would allow for updates to the bridge operating 
schedules to be disseminated through the USCG and local marinas as well as on the official 
website used for scheduling information.  



 Addition of a tender at the New River Bridge. The New River has the greatest amount of 
commercial traffic (as compared to the Loxahatchee River Bridge and St. Lucie River Bridge). The 
addition of a bridge tender would allow better communication with commercial vessels in that the 
tender could be contacted directly by mariners with a need for information for planning purposes in 
order to minimize wait times. 



 



In order for mitigation to reduce the effect determination by at least one level (i.e., reduce the impact 
from moderate to minor), each criterion was evaluated to determine the required percent reduction in 
impact to navigation to meet the threshold limit to be classified as minimal, minor, or no impact 
(Table 6.0-1). These percentages and the reduction in impacts with mitigation are reported in Tables 
6.7-1, 6-7.2, and 6.7-3 for the New River, Loxahatchee River, and St Lucie River, respectively.   
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Table 6.7-1. Impacts to Navigation Before and After Mitigation for the New River Bridge 



Effect Determination Criteria
 a



 
No-Build 



Alternative 
Combined Effect  



(Proposed Action) 



Reduction 
to Impacts 



to Meet 
Mitigation 



Goal 



Combined 
with 



Mitigation 



Obstruction of passage
  



% of vessels that wait 
Queue length 
Extended closure times 



Minor Moderate 30% Minor 



Most navigationally limiting structure 
% of vessels that wait 
Queue length 
Extended closure times 



Minor Moderate 30% Minor 



Impacts to jobs, economic growth and 
development 



Economic Impacts 



Minimal Minimal 0.015% 
No Impact 



(N/A) 



Economic impacts to existing or 
planned commercial/industrial 
developments 



Economic Impact 



Minimal Minimal 0.015% 
No Impact 



(N/A) 



Impacts to unique or critical 
infrastructure 



No impact (N/A) No impact (N/A) - 
No impact 



(N/A) 



Impacts to USACE transit ability 
% of vessels that wait 
Queue length 
Extended closure times 



Minor Moderate 30% Minor 



Impacts to USCG transit ability 
% of vessels that wait 
Queue length 
Extended closure times 



Minor Moderate 30% Minor 



Impacts to existing and future cruise 
ship ports-of-call/terminals 



No impact (N/A) No impact (N/A) - 
No impact 



(N/A) 



Impacts to commercial freighters No impact (N/A) No impact (N/A) - 
No impact 



(N/A) 



Impacts to ports supporting post-
panamax vessels 



No impact (N/A) No impact (N/A) - 
No impact 



(N/A) 



Impacts to vessels that produce 
unique products for the region 



No impact (N/A) No impact (N/A) - 
No impact 



(N/A) 



Impacts to vessels that require tug 
boats 



% of vessels that wait 
Queue length 
Extended closure times 



Minor Moderate 30% Minor 



Impacts to proposed commercial 
vessels as a result of proposed 
development 



Economic Impact 
% of vessels that wait 
Queue length 
Extended closure times 



Minor Minor 30% Minimal 



Ability of vessels to adjust operations 
without significant economic loss in 
order to transit the Proposed Action 



No impact (N/A) No impact (N/A) - 
No impact 



(N/A) 



Availability of alternative routes for 
vessel passage 



No impact (N/A) No impact (N/A) - 
No impact 



(N/A) 



Ability of vessels to transit at typical 
lower water stages 



No impact (N/A) No impact (N/A) - 
No impact 



(N/A) 



Notes: 
a 



Effect determination for factors to be considered by the USCG was determined based on the identified criteria in italics of 
either % of vessels that wait, queue length, economic impacts and extended bridge closures or a combination of these 
criteria. The overall effect determination reflects the highest impact of the combined impact determination criteria of each 
Category. 
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Table 6.7-2. Impacts to Navigation Before and After Mitigation for the Loxahatchee River Bridge 



Effect Determination Criteria
 a



 
No-Build 



Alternative 
Combined Effect 



(Proposed Action) 



Reduction 
to Impacts 



to Meet 
Mitigation 



Goal 
Combined 



with Mitigation 



Obstruction of passage
  



% of vessels that wait 
Queue length 
Extended closure times 



Minor Minor 36% Minimal 



Most navigationally limiting structure 
% of vessels that wait 
Queue length 
Extended closure times 



Minor Minor 36% Minimal 



Impacts to jobs, economic growth and 
development 



Economic Impacts 



Minimal Minimal 0.034% No Impact 



Economic impacts to existing or 
planned commercial/industrial 
developments 



Economic Impact 



Minimal Minimal 0.034% No Impact 



Impacts to unique or critical 
infrastructure 



No impact 
(N/A) 



No impact (N/A) - 
No impact (N/A) 



Impacts to USACE transit ability 
% of vessels that wait 
Queue length 
Extended closure times 



Minor Minor 36% Minimal 



Impacts to USCG transit ability 
% of vessels that wait 
Queue length 
Extended closure times 



Minor Minor 36% Minimal 



Impacts to existing and future cruise 
ship ports-of-call/terminals 



No impact No impact - No impact 



Impacts to commercial freighters 
No impact 



(N/A) 
No impact (N/A) - No impact (N/A) 



Impacts to ports supporting post-
panamax vessels 



No impact 
(N/A) 



No impact (N/A) - No impact (N/A) 



Impacts to vessels that produce unique 
products for the region 



No impact 
(N/A) 



No impact (N/A) - No impact (N/A) 



Impacts to vessels that require tug 
boats 



% of vessels that wait 
Queue length 
Extended closure times 



Minor Minor 36% Minimal 



Impacts to proposed commercial 
vessels as a result of proposed 
development 



Economic Impact 
% of vessels that wait 
Queue length 
Extended closure times 



Minor Minor 36% Minimal 



Ability of vessels to adjust operations 
without significant economic loss in 
order to transit the Proposed Action 



No impact 
(N/A) 



No impact (N/A) - No impact (N/A) 



Availability of alternative routes for 
vessel passage 



No impact 
(N/A) 



No impact (N/A) - No impact (N/A) 



Ability of vessels to transit at typical 
lower water stages 



No Impact No Impact - No Impact 



Notes: 
a 



Effect determination for factors to be considered by the USCG was determined based on the identified criteria in italics of 
either % of vessels that wait, queue length, economic impacts and extended bridge closures or a combination of these 
criteria. The overall effect determination reflects the highest impact of the combined impact determination criteria of each 
Category. 
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Table 6.7-3. Impacts to Navigation Before and After Mitigation for the St. Lucie River Bridge 



Effect Determination Criteria
 a



 
No-Build 



Alternative 
Combined Effect 



(Proposed Action) 



Reduction 
to Impacts 



to Meet 
Mitigation 



Goal 



Combined 
with 



Mitigation 



Obstruction of passage
  



% of vessels that wait 
Queue length 
Extended closure times 



Minor Moderate 41% Minor 



Most navigationally limiting structure 
% of vessels that wait 
Queue length 
Extended closure times 



Minor Moderate 41% Minor 



Impacts to jobs, economic growth 
and development 



Economic Impacts 



Minimal Minimal 0.040% No Impact 



Economic impacts to existing or 
planned commercial/industrial 
developments 



Economic Impact 



Minimal Minimal 0.040% No Impact 



Impacts to unique or critical 
infrastructure 



No impact (N/A) No impact (N/A) - 
No impact 



(N/A) 



Impacts to USACE transit ability 
% of vessels that wait 
Queue length 
Extended closure times 



Minor Moderate 41% Minor 



Impacts to USCG transit ability 
% of vessels that wait 
Queue length 
Extended closure times 



Minor Moderate 41% Minor 



Impacts to existing and future cruise 
ship ports-of-call/terminals 



No impact No impact - No impact 



Impacts to commercial freighters No impact (N/A) No impact (N/A) - 
No impact 



(N/A) 



Impacts to ports supporting post-
panamax vessels 



No impact (N/A) No impact (N/A) - 
No impact 



(N/A) 



Impacts to vessels that produce 
unique products for the region 



No impact (N/A) No impact (N/A) - 
No impact 



(N/A) 



Impacts to vessels that require tug 
boats 



% of vessels that wait 
Queue length 
Extended closure times 



Minor Moderate 41% Minor 



Impacts to proposed commercial 
vessels as a result of proposed 
development 



Economic Impact 
% of vessels that wait 
Queue length 
Extended closure times 



Minor Minor 41% Minimal 



Ability of vessels to adjust 
operations without significant 
economic loss in order to transit the 
Proposed Action 



No impact (N/A) No impact (N/A) - 
No impact 



(N/A) 



Availability of alternative routes for 
vessel passage 



No impact (N/A) No impact (N/A) - 
No impact 



(N/A) 



Ability of vessels to transit at typical 
lower water stages 



No Impact No Impact - No Impact 



Notes: 
a 



Effect determination for factors to be considered by the USCG was determined based on the identified criteria in italics of 
either % of vessels that wait, queue length, economic impacts and extended bridge closures or a combination of these 
criteria. The overall effect determination reflects the highest impact of the combined impact determination criteria of each 
Category.  
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7.0  Conclusions 



The purpose of this Navigation Discipline Report is to provide navigational information for 
consideration by the USCG to allow an informed decision-making on the Proposed Action.  This 
study evaluated the potential for environmental, economic and navigational impacts associated with 
the Proposed Action.  More specifically, this study estimates the extent to which the projected 
increase in bridge closure times will effect commercial and recreational vessels traversing under 
each of FECR’s operable bridges at the New River, Loxahatchee River, and the St. Lucie River. The 
USCG, in its June 2, 2014 letter, supports including the NDR as “an attachment to the DEIS as it 
informs the choice of alternatives for analysis.”   



7.1 Key Findings 



Based on the areas of required evaluation by the USCG, the findings of this study indicate that the 
Proposed Action does not have a major socioeconomic, navigational or maritime delay impact on 
any of the three operable bridges. Furthermore, applying the proposed mitigation measures enables 
any identified impacts to be reduced.  This mitigation will enable the impacts to be improved to be 
equal to or better than the No-Build Alternative conditions. 



There is a less than 1% probability that a single vessel will wait for 23.1 minutes at the New River 
Bridge, 20.2 minutes at the Loxahatchee River Bridge, and 30 minutes at the St. Lucie River Bridge. 
Furthermore, there is a 90% probability that a single vessel will not have to wait for more than 12.2 
minutes at the New River Bridge, 9.8 minutes at the Loxahatchee River Bridge, and 17.6 minutes at 
the St. Lucie River Bridge. 



Passenger trains will operate under a set schedule and therefore were modeled as such. However, 
due to the variability of freight train arrival times (±10 minutes) in the RTC model, there is an 



associated level of uncertainty with freight arrival times. Therefore, the likelihood of a 30+ minute 
bridge closure at any of the three operable bridges is unlikely, with less than 1% probability of such a 
closure occurring. Table 7.1-1 provides a summary of total economic impact to the total marine 
industry resulting from recreational and commercial vessels delays at each of the three operable 
bridges.  As shown, the total daily economic impacts due to vessel delays range from $483.20 for 
the Loxahatchee River to $924.52 for the St. Lucie River, and represent 0.034% and 0.040% of the 
daily total marine industry values for each of the rivers.  These vessel delays associated with the 
Proposed Action have a minimal impact on the total marine industry and have the potential for no 
impact after mitigation. 



Table 7.1-1. Total Economic Impact (before mitigation) to Total Marine Industry Value Resulting from 
Vessel Delays 



Location 
Economic Impact Due 



to Vessel Delays (Daily) 
Marine Industry Value 



(Daily) 
Percent of Total Marine 



Industry Value 



New River $881.55 $5,786,301.37 0.015% 



Loxahatchee River $483.20 $1,406,849.32 0.034% 



St. Lucie River $924.52 $2,288,767.12 0.040% 



7.1.1 New River Bridge 



The following observations, and effects to marine navigation and the marine industry, related to 
proposed bridge operational changes are reported:  



 Peak usage times for maritime use were observed to generally be in winter months (January and 
February) and on weekends. 



 Based on video surveillance, the average number of recreational vessels and commercial 
vessels traversing through the New River Bridge opening per day were 166 and 49, respectively 
in January 2014. 
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 Under the No-Build Alternative, an estimated 77% of vessels traversing through the New River 
Bridge experience no wait time due to bridge closures. This is projected to decrease to 64% with 
the Proposed Action (before mitigation). During peak vessel traffic times, the estimated average 
wait times for vessels that queue on either side of the bridge is 7.9 minutes under the No-Build 
Alternative. However, the wait time for vessels that queue is projected to decrease by 1.6 
minutes with the Proposed Action (before mitigation). Under the No-Build Alternative, the 
estimated cost of recreational and commercial vessels delays due to queue is 0.0123% of the 
total value of the marine industry in the New River. Under the Proposed Action, this is projected 
to decrease to 0.0029% (before mitigation). 



7.1.2 Loxahatchee River Bridge 



The following observations, and effects to marine navigation and the marine industry, related to 
proposed bridge operational changes are reported:  



 Based on video surveillance, the average number of recreational vessels and commercial 
vessels traversing through the Loxahatchee River Bridge opening per day were 117 and 4, 
respectively in January 2014. 



 Under the No-Build Alternative, an estimated 87% of vessels traversing through the Loxahatchee 
River Bridge experience no wait time due to bridge closures. This is projected to decrease to 
61% with the Proposed Action (before mitigation). During peak vessel traffic, the estimated 
average wait times for vessels that queue on either side of the bridge is 9.4 minutes under the 
No-Build Alternative. However, the wait time for vessels that queue is projected to decrease by 
3.7 minutes under the Proposed Action (before mitigation). Under the No-Build Alternative, the 
estimated cost of recreational and commercial vessels delays due to queue is 0.0188% of the 
total value of the marine industry in the Loxahatchee River. Under the Proposed Action, this is 
projected to decrease to 0.0156% (before mitigation). 



7.1.3 St. Lucie River Bridge 



The following observations, and effects to marine navigation and the marine industry, related to 
proposed bridge operational changes are reported:  



 Based on video surveillance, the average number of recreational vessels and commercial 
vessels traversing through the St. Lucie River Bridge opening per day were 148 and 9, 
respectively, in January 2014. 



 Under the No-Build Alternative, an estimated 86% of vessels traversing through the St. Lucie 
River Bridge experience no wait time due to bridge closures. This is projected to decrease to 
57% with the Proposed Action (before mitigation). During peak vessel traffic volumes, the 
estimated average wait times for vessels that queue on either side of the bridge is 9.9 minutes 
under the No-Build Alternative. However, the wait time for vessels that queue is projected to 
decrease by 1.8 minutes under the Proposed Action (before mitigation). Under the No-Build 
Alternative, the estimated cost of recreational and commercial vessels delays due to queue is 
0.0167% of the total value of the marine industry in the St. Lucie River. Under the Proposed 
Action, this is projected to increase to 0.0237% (before mitigation). 
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9.0  Appendices 













From: Phil Macken
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF OPINION/COMMENTS
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 6:44:35 PM


It's time for AAF management to tell the truth. A blind man with a cane can see that passenger
 rail service will not provide the profits to sustain a high speed service. There just isn't the
 ridership for long term operations within these cities. This is not NYC, Boston, or Chicago.
 So when it fails within 12 to 18 months, what follows to make up the difference will be
 increased "freight" traffic. With already improved infrastructure at possible taxpayers
 expense, this should be a seamless transition. Phase one is the wrap from Miami to Orlando &
 Tampa. Phase two will be the extension from Melbourne to Jacksonville. Makes perfect
 sense. 


If AAF management had been up front about the service from the start, I would have asked for
 additional information and ties to the revamping of the Miami Port, the Panama Canal, and
 the possible economic impact for the state. Then I could make an informed decision and feel
 comfortable about it.


 I cannot see this happening any other way than I have described, so Fess up AAF and stop the
 smoke and mirrors display. 


Phil Macken
Port St Lucie, FL



mailto:mackenpc@yahoo.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Tris Colket
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 1:30:58 AM


I am a resident of Ft Pierce, FL. and i have an offshore charter fishing business that i run out of the City Marina in
 Historic Down Town Ft Pierce.
I cross the tracks twice on the way to work and twice again on the way home. They run close to my home and my
 business!
My charter clients have to be able to cross the tracks to reach the marina as well.  
I live on the water and hear the trains come through town. We do not want that sound to become a constant with
 three to five times the number of trains coming through Ft Pierce. 
The tracks are between North Hutchinson Island  (where i have owned a house for twelve years) and the mainland
 where i would go to my doctor, the hospital and my work. North Hutchinson residents must negotiate both a draw
 bridge and the railroad tracks in order to get to town. The lives of these residents could be put in jeopardy if rail
 traffic is expanded thus prohibiting emergency vehicles from passing back and forth in a timely fashion.
It is also quite likely that boat traffic requiring a bridge opening will be stalled at our North Bridge if automobile
 traffic backs up from the tracks and sits on the draw span which is only forty car lengths away from the tracks.
And by the way, I could care less that the proposed AAF trains won't stop in Ft Pierce. Who cares! We don't want
 them to stop here because we don't want them coming through town in the first place.
The proposed trains will, without a doubt, ruin our quality of life. They will pollute our land and our waterways,
 threaten endangered wildlife, stop emergency traffic to and from both North and South Hutchinson Island and
 destroy the tranquility of residents in areas such as the very quaint and beautiful St Lucie Village who live in close
 proximity to the tracks, businesses located even closer to the tracks, historical buildings such as the Sunrise Theatre
 that abut the tracks and the viability of a town whose tourist appeal depends on the serene nature of our waterfront
 community.
It is inconceivable that anyone could think that you would run 'high speed trains' in increased numbers through any
 of these areas.
You might very well be condemning the Historic Downtown areas of both Ft Pierce and Stuart to a reversal of
 fortune whereby these areas could become akin to the likes of Riviera Beach where an unattractive commercial
 zone has created a slum where attractive homes and businesses once thrived.
Shame on you for even considering that this could be acceptable and shame on our local politicians and bureaucrats
 for suggesting that having these trains stop in their cities might make them more amenable to accepting your
 abominable plan.
If you must have the AAF 'High Speed Train' then take it west to the I-95 corridor but DO NOT destroy our towns
 with your insidious plan of adding tracks and vastly increasing the number of trains that will use existing railway
 that runs through the hearts of communities such as Vero, Ft Pierce and Stuart.
Make no mistake, we the citizens will not abide it.


Tristram Colket
267 Marina Drive
Ft Pierce, Fl.
34949


Sent from my iPhone
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From: Fred Bowen-Smith
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Long Wide version
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:47:52 PM


 
Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E., Room W38-31
Washington, DC 20590
Dear Sir,
Though mass transit is a noble idea, it’s placement of such is a monumental task. 
 Time when trains serviced rural communities has long since passed.  City
 communities are well serviced by underground rail and other mass transit systems.
   We see these examples throughout the industrialized world.
To impose high speed,  non-service  transit thru neighborhoods, towns and small
 communities is disingenuous.  It is not consistent with successful urban planning
 models.   The environmental impact will be immense.  I’m not referring to some
 pound and its pollywog,  but the intricate lives of children, families and business. 
 The both physically and psychologically health of these communities will
 deteriorate.  What was once prime and desirable family communities will evolve into
 desolate semi commercial neighbor hoods.   These examples are rampant thru our
 country.   Planers, politicians and business would be hard presses to plough a major
 interstate straight thru the down town of so many communities.    So why would
 allow a double standard for RR.  It’s non-sensible for the environment
 
Logical answers abound:  Place mass the transit systems near one another, create
 service hubs and parking areas.  Move dangerous transit systems out of people’s
 yards and into undeveloped areas without harm to the population and local
 economies.  Build real community growth, wealth and well being.   Not destroy the
 fabric of small towns,  that which makes America great and diverse.
 
Fred Bowen-Smith
President
 
www.KitchenStrand.us
 
8914 SE. Bridge Road, Hobe Sound, Fl. 33455
Handcrafted Custom Kitchens, casework, baths and wine rooms
 
Office  -  772-546-1306
Fax  -  772-546-9166
Cell  -  772-263-3543
fred@kitchenstrand.us
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From: John Shaffer
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: johnshaffer632@comcast.net
Subject: AAF Phase II EIS Comments
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:32:08 PM
Importance: High


Dear Mr. John Winkle –
 
As someone who is familiar with the NEPA process, someone who has conducted FHWA noise
 analyses, and someone who has drafted major portions of several Environmental Impact
 Statements (EISs), the subject EIS appears significantly flawed in its development of
 alternatives, impact analysis, and need for action.
 
In only analyzing N-S segments which utilize a single corridor, the EIS appears to fail to meet
 the CEQ regulations with respect to development of alternatives. Specifically, section 1502.14
 requires the agency to “rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable
 alternatives”, and to “include reasonable alternatives not within the jurisdiction of the lead
 agency.”
 
The EIS fails to accurately capture the future without project (aka no action) condition.
 Specifically, the study inappropriately assumes that the future without project does not
 include establishing quiet zones, an activity that has already begun in earnest.
 
The noise modeling methodology is unclear at best. Future without project levels appear to be
 significantly understated, and do not appear to include future roadway noise. Any model used
 should be calibrated and verified using known noise sources.
 
The EIS makes no attempt to abate residential noise impacts along the N-S corridor beyond
 stating that “…the use of wayside (pole-mounted) horns would eliminate any severe impacts
 and would reduce noise levels in comparison to the No-Action Alternative”, a proposal that
 would be negated with the establishment of quiet zones, and has the potential to actually
 increase the duration and intensity for some residential units, an analysis of which was never
 provided.
 
The EIS states “none of these [impacted] parcels are within environmental justice
 communities” and “there would be no disproportionate effects from changes in noise.” It is
 important to note that although the impacted properties may not meet the definition of an
 “environmental justice community” those living closest to the corridor, which are certainly not
 in the higher economic rungs, will be disproportionately impacted.
 
The EIS states “there would be potential vibration impact at a total of 3,317 residential, 513
 institutional receptors, three TV studios, three recording studios, nine auditoriums and three
 theaters along the N-S Corridor”, and, without defining “acceptably high” except to say that the
 action would not cause “structural damage” states that “AAF would minimize vibration
 impacts by wheel and rail maintenance that will control unacceptably high vibration levels”. 
 While maintenance may result in less vibration than would otherwise occur, it can in no way
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 abate the vibration associated with the adding additional trains, independent of their level of
 maintenance.
 
The noise analysis inappropriately assumes a constant ground attenuation factor of 4.5 dB per
 distance doubling. A factor of 3.0 dB per distance doubling is more generally employed for
 highly impervious areas, such as those found along the corridor in Palm Beach County,
 particularly those near major roadway crossings.
 
The need for the improvement, particularly the frequency of trips appears to be based more on
 a “if you build it they will come” than any scientific data. Many others have questioned the
 need for this improvement and potential ties to the Miami Harbor deepening project. The EIS
 appears to leave open the possibility of synergies created for freight, yet the noise analysis
 deals only with additional noise associated with passengers.
 
Table 5.2.2-10 indicates for Palm Beach County that at grade crossings will have a noise level
 of 82 dB at a distance of 50’ and the additional trains will reduce the noise level by 7.1 dB.
 While I suspect the authors are taking credit for elimination of train horns, for reasons
 described earlier, this is inappropriate. Moreover, it is unclear whether the 82 dB is truly
 existing or future without project. Either way, as one of many Palm Beach County residents
 who lives within 200’ of an at grade intersection, and assuming 3.0 dB per distance doubling,
 the 82 dBA “existing” noise level a 50’ would be expected to be approximately 76 dB near my
 home. It is important to note that this level of noise which one would generally expect from
 appliances such as vacuum cleaners and garbage disposals.
 
More important than ravaging what is left of my property value and potentially blighting my
 area, the health effects associated with long term exposure to noise are well documented
 including damages to the heart, brain, liver, emotional disturbances, and lack of productivity.
 If AAF intends to reap the economic benefits associated with their proposed project, they
 should have an obligation to address noise abatement in a meaningful way (e.g. noise walls,
 residential soundproofing, residential acquisition, etc.), as opposed to taking credit for
 stationary horns and/or quiet zones (by others).
 
Please telephone with any questions.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Shaffer, PMP
632 Marbella Lane
North Palm Beach, FL  33403
561/714-6718
 








From: Comcast
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 5:13:30 AM


We object to the current plans for All Aboard Florida.  It is too disruptive to the safety and welfare of Florida
 residents as well as daily functioning of commerce, fire/police, etc.  please reconsider these aspects as well as
 environmental impact.
Sent from my iPad
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From: Richard V. Neill, Jr.
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: bthiess@fpua.com; drorme@comcast.net; Helen Green
Subject: All Aboard Florida - St Lucie Village, Florida, comments on Draft EIS
Date: Friday, November 21, 2014 3:04:41 PM
Attachments: 11-21-14 John Winkle .pdf


Please see attached comments by the Town of St. Lucie Village, Florida, pertaining to the All
 Aboard Florida draft EIS.
 
Thank you for your attention to this matter.
 
Richard V. Neill, Jr., of
Neill Griffin Tierney Neill & Marquis
Post Office Box 1270
Ft. Pierce, FL 34954
Telephone:  772-464-8200
Fax:  772-464-2566
rneilljr@neillgriffin.com
 
 
 
 
 


CONFIDENTIALITY


The information contained in this e-mail, including any attachments, is privileged and confidential, intended only for
 the use of the individual or entity to whom it is directed. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby
 notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this e-mail or any attachment is strictly prohibited. If you
 have received this transmittal in error, please reply to the sender that you have received it in error and then delete
 it. Thank you.


 



mailto:rneilljr@neillgriffin.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

mailto:bthiess@fpua.com

mailto:drorme@comcast.net

mailto:hgreen@neillgriffin.com


































































































From: Loshe, Thomas K. (KSC-IMCS-200)[Abacus Technology]
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF Project
Date: Friday, November 21, 2014 7:08:17 AM
Attachments: image001.png


I think the AAF project is an excellent idea and is being handled in a very professional and public-
oriented manner.  I am excited about the opportunities for Floridians when this service is up and
 running. I think the DEIS clearly shows the best choice for this effort and should be approved
 without hesitation.
 
I fully advocate this endeavor!
 
 


Tom Loshe
Quality Engineer/Lead ISO Auditor, SH&MA
Abacus Technology
IMCS Contract
Mail Code: IMCS-126
Office: 321-861-3755
Cell: 321-243-9747
e-mail: Thomas.K.Loshe@nasa.gov


 
NOTICE - This communication may contain confidential and privileged information that is for the sole use of the intended recipient. Any
 viewing, copying or distribution of, or reliance on this message by unintended recipients is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
 message in error, please notify us immediately by replying to the message and deleting it from your computer.
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From: Michael Lazarus
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida - citizen comment
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 10:07:27 AM


My wife and I feel it incumbent that we put forth our opinion.


We live in Palm City Florida and do most of our business and socializing in
Stuart.
We have to cross the railroad tracks and go by boat under the railroad
bridge.


Being that our little hamlet is not a railroad stop ever contemplated there
is zero upside to trains passing thru our town.
A speeding train is more befitting west up us running on the tracks along
route 710 which does head more directly to Orlando.


Running the trains on those tracks along 710 would mitigate virtually all
the citizenries problems.
Of course for the owners of All Aboard Florida it creates expense and
complications but that solution does serve the greater good.


With the fact that the railroad bridge in Stuart is very old and fragile
having to handle and increase in activity of around 200% and it being a
single track bridge will create logistical problems beyond the pale.


I had a career in business and can see that this is a boondoggle.
It cannot make a profit on passenger train service.
There must be something else going on to attract so few to fight so hard for
this project.


Michael Lazarus
Palm City, Florida 34990


MikeLaz1@Comcast.net
772-631-4706


NOTICE:    This email and any attachments thereto are intended solely for
use by the recipient(s) named above.
If you are not an intended recipient of this e-mail, or if you otherwise
received this email in error, you are hereby notified that any disclosure,
copying, distribution or use of this e-mail or any attachment is strictly
prohibited. Please notify us immediately by returning it to the sender and
permanently delete this message and any attachments from your system. 


Thank you for your cooperation
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From: Michael Miehl
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 6:14:24 AM


Good Morning.


Although I am not a Florida resident, I have family who lives in Florida and I am very
 enthusiastic about the possibility of rail transport between Orlando and Miami. I plan to use it
 for sure.  It will cut down on vehicular traffic, therefore reducing greenhouse gas emissions,
 create jobs, and provide a valuable asset to Florida's transportation infrastructure. I am aware
 some are against the project, but I see this as a net positive for Florida and its residents.


Sincerely,


Mike Miehl
301-431-1533
SILVER spring MD
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From: CATHY
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: passenger train through Vero Beach
Date: Sunday, November 30, 2014 4:47:29 PM


Dear Sir,


I am adding my thoughts regarding a passenger train from Miami to Orlando going
 through Vero Beach a total of 32 times daily.


Why would our residents want it if it will not stop here to pick up and drop off
 passengers?  How many people would ride it? How profitable would it be? What
 would happen to the beautiful Eastern seaboard of Florida?


I live two blocks from the railroad tracks. The value of my property would decline. I
 respectfully ask that you scrap this plan as it affects the lives of too many good
 people.


Thank you for taking the time to read this.


Sincerelyt,


Catherine Hickson Champagne
380 Grove Isle Circle
Very Beach, Fl 32962
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From: Todd Schanel
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF Project
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:16:19 AM


To Whom it May Concern:
 
I have lived in the Evergrene community in Palm Beach Gardens for the last 11 years and
 own a business in Jupiter and my family and my business would both be negatively
 impacted by the proposed All Aboard Florida (AAF) project.  
 
I am opposed to FRA granting a $1.6 billion loan for AAF. I am particularly concerned that
 the Draft Environmental Impact Statement fails to adequately and accurately analyze the
 potential environmental impacts of the Proposed Action and Reasonable Alternatives.
 
The decision to proceed with the construction of the stations that would service the
 proposed rail service amounts to segmentation as defined by the Council on
 Environmental Quality see 40 CFR Part 1502.4.  The environmental impacts of this
 construction project should have been addressed as part of the Proposed Action for this
 NEPA analysis.
 
The Purpose and Need for this EIS is so narrowly defined as to preclude otherwise
 reasonable alternatives from being considered.  
 
The evaluation of Alternatives in the EIS is insufficient and does not follow the requirements
 in 40 CFR 1502.14 which require impacts from alternatives to be "presented
 in comparative form, thus sharply defining the issues and providing a clear basis for choice
 among options by the decision maker and the public."  As presented, it is not possible for
 members of the public, or presumably the decision makers to clearly compare the
 alternatives.
 
The assumption of the number of passenger rail trips per day and number of cargo rail trips
 per day do not seem reasonable.  The assumptions of the number of, types of trains, and
 speeds of operations should be reconsidered.  These assumptions weigh heavily into the
 evaluation of impacts, particularly the noise and vibration analyses. Failure to adequately
 scope the rail traffic will have significant effects on the impacts experienced by those of us
 who live and work along the FEC line.
 
If after further consideration it is determined that these rail assumptions are accurate, then
 it is recommended that FRA build these assumptions into the mitigation measures outlined
 in the Record of Decision.  These would therefore become binding requirements of the rail
 operator and ensure that the impacts experienced by sensitive noise receptors along the
 rail line do not exceed the impacts presented in the EIS.  If the assumptions are
 determined to require modification the NEPA process should again be opened for
 additional scoping discussions.  
 
In addition, I am concerned over the impact that the proposed project would have on
 marine navigation and the analysis presented in the EIS.  The Draft EIS Section
 5.1.3,Navigation, contains flawed assumptions and therefore flawed analysis. First, marine
 monitoring of boat activity at the moveable Loxahatchee Bridge in Palm Beach County was
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 only conducted during December 2013. This is not representative of boating activity year
 round. There is significantly more boating activity during summer months. Second, the
 Draft EIS uses the “existing condition” assumption that the Loxahatchee River Bridge
 closes an average of 10 times a day based on data provided by FECR. Based on my
 personal experience living in the area, that assumption seems very high (there are fewer
 closures than assumed as existing condition). Section 4.4.1 confirms my personal
 experience stating that video evidence: “observed number of closures is less than half of
 the daily closures reported by FECR (10 closures per day (Existing conditions).” It is
 obviously favorable for the Project to assume an existing condition with a high number of
 closures and a low amount of boat activity because that would reduce the impact of the
 Project. The analysis overstates the number of existing closures and understates the
 amount of boat traffic and therefore significantly underestimates the impacts of the Project.
 It is impossible to evaluate the Project with flawed data and analysis. Additional study
 should be undertaken and mitigation considered to address the impacts.
 
There are particular marine safety concerns at the Loxahatchee bridge. The current in that
 area is extremely strong and the opening is narrow. Navigation under the moveable
 railroad bridge is currently a challenge and presents significant safety concerns. With
 increased number of boats waiting for the bridge to open 30+ times a day, it is increasingly
 unsafe for marine navigation. Additional study should be undertaken to evaluate how the
 Project would impact navigation and steps taken to ensure that public safety will be
 protected.
 
The Project’s proposed mitigation to manage marine traffic is to create a predictable
 schedule:
 


“Develop a set schedule for the down times of each bridge for passenger [emphasis
 added] rail service. Passenger rail service is anticipated to operate on consistent daily
 schedules that are both predictable and reliable with minimal deviations. Local
 mariners should be able to predict approximate crossing times once they are familiar
 with the passenger rail schedule, which will be consistent and unchanging from week to
 week. Mariners will be able to plan travel times and avoid unnecessary wait times
 according to the posted schedule. “


There is currently no predictability to the bridge closures since it is used for freight. If the
 Project opens the door to additional freight traffic, FECR must be held accountable to their
 commitment to have predictable bridge closures. Furthermore, the bridge closures should
 be reasonably short. According to the DEIS:


“The Loxahatchee River represents approximately 23.2% of the marine activity in
 Palm Beach County, excluding revenue from port activities. Because the economic
 activity associated with the Loxahatchee River is located in Palm Beach County,
 the total economic value of this river is equivalent to 23.2% of the economic value
 of the marine industry in Palm Beach County, or $398.6 million. This total value is
 comprised of $219.0 million in direct expenditures, $50.9 in indirect effects, and
 $128.7 million in induced effects. This activity supports a total of 2,755 jobs and
 $114.9 million in personal income (see Table 4.2-8).”


I do not believe that the project impacts have not been properly or fully evaluated in the
 Draft Environmental Impact Statement, especially with respect to need for the Project,
 noise, safety, wildlife, and marine navigation. Lacking appropriate evaluation based on







 accurate data, impacts and mitigation cannot be properly identified or alternatives
 evaluated. The Project should be halted until evaluation of impacts and alternatives is
 complete.


 
Sincerely,
 
Todd Schanel
 








From: jamesrkidd@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Attn: John Winkle
Date: Thursday, October 30, 2014 3:16:07 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle:


I had planned to attend the Stuart hearing today regarding the project under
 discussion - All Aboard Florida - when I learned through the Palm Beach Post and
 other electronic sources that these are not real hearings buy forums being used to
 hype the project to the population without benefit of open discussion.  We are quite
 old now and to engage in an exercise where active collective dialogue is not offered
 motivates me to put my own thoughts in writing - which is apparently all I could have
 accomplished at the Kane Center today anyway.  I fail to understand how a federal
 agency could proceed in this manner - e.g. it appears you have already made up
 your minds and are just going through the necessary window dressing to try to
 appease those Florida residents who oppose the plan.


In any case, I will state my objections to this project:


1.  Potential serious loss of real estate values in areas heavily hit and not yet
 recovered from the 2008 market blow-up.  
2.  Traffic jams that engender potential serious accident and injury with cars backing
 up into major intersections and lanes leading up to left turn lanes.
       (we recently waited through 5 traffic light changes for a long freight train closing
 down Monterey Road at A1A.  Yes I understand the passenger trains will not be as
 long -     but add the traffic to the already necessary closings for freight -32 times a
 day is a also an additional nuisance).
3.  I live east of the tracks by about a mile and a half.  Our medical facilities (Martin
 County South) and shopping facilities are all on the other side of the tracks. - we
 can  
       hear the noise of the train from our condo if the winds prevail in this direction. 
 But there is much valuable real estate even closer to the tracks.
4.  Crossing safety arms frequently fail now - causing us to have to wait for lengthy
 periods of time until railroad staff can arrive and fix same  More similar exposure!
5.  As an Amtrak auto train user - I know the value of mass transit - but I also have
 almost every trip experienced delays, back-ups, equipment failure and more.
       The value of a high-speed train rendering the negatives above without being able
 to avail myself of any of its small positive benefits is a thorn in the side of the
        people living north of Palm Beach who will have to endure the danger and the
 nuisance of same.
6.  Private enterprise should not be supported by tax free loans/financing.  Profit
 making organizations should fund their own infrastructure - we should be repairing
       and replacing our own aging roads, bridges, and more!   This premise applies to
 taxpayers building NFL stadiums and facilities for other sports events.
7.  Air pollution will be increased greatly by cars idling at the crossings - more than
 the number of people who travel from Maimi and Ft. Lauderdale to Orlando each
 year.
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8.  I do not own a boat - but fishing and tourism are heavy industries here on the
 Treasure Coast - they will be negatively impacted by the necessary frequent bridge 
      closings.
9. Potential further erosion of an already damaged and fragile ecosystem.


Any high-speed train/rail system should be explored and built in the central part of the
 state where habitation is not as dense and eco damage less likely.  The residents of
 this state had already voted for this railway to be built there....but an obstinate
 governor over-ruled their vote...a governor by the way who should be in jail and not
 in the state house....this is a person who defrauded the U. S. Government and its
 taxpayers.  He doesn't live where his life will be daily impacted by this decision. 
 Those of us who do - do not want it fly through our neighborhoods - endangering the
 lives of our citizens.  We beg you - stop this idiocy to support a private company that
 should not run vehicles traveling through this highly populated area at 110 miles per
 hour.


Sincerely,


Barbara E. Kidd
6082 SE Landing Way #14\
Stuart, FL  34997








From: Kathy Flaherty
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:47:33 AM


As a citizen of St Lucie County for the last twenty plus years I feel obligated to share my
 concern with you regarding the proposed rail service from Orlando to south Florida
 (Miami/Ft. Lauderdale).


I see no value to the citizens of this state, particularly those in counties where the train will run
 but not stop.    The only value appears to be those who will profit from the construction phase
 of the project and those with vested business interests.   The taxpayers will end up paying the
 majority of cost and reap the least benefit.


For those of us who live on the Treasure Coast it is stomach turning to be told the rail service
 will increase rail car service to such an extent and no improvements to rail lines or crossings
 are anticipated.   Clearly there needs to further investigation into the effect this amount of rail
 traffic  will have on crossings, particularly on those in smaller communities where families
 live in close proximity to the tracks.


I hope you will take the necessary action on this project.   In my view, there doesn't seem to be
 any clear need or compelling reason for such a project to proceed.


Thank you for your time,
Concerned citizen of St. Lucie County
Kathy F.
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From: Robert Campbell
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: please note errors in reports
Date: Tuesday, October 7, 2014 4:43:11 PM


Good day Mr. Winkle,
Please review and note errors in the report. As a resident in Ft Lauderdale downtown area, I
 cross the New River and Railroad tracks several times a day. There are local Broward county
 meetings on Oct 9, 2014 and Oct 28, 2014. USCG impact is significant. Thank you, Judith Pear


Schedules and information about the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) meetings:
The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) will hold eight Public Information Meetings on the DEIS.
 The public will have an opportunity to ask questions and discuss the DEIS with FRA and project staff.
 There will also be a station where you can leave written comments on the DEIS.
Comments can be submitted by mail to Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration, 1200 New
 Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311, Washington, DC 20590 or by email
 toAAF_comments@vhb.com. Comments must be submitted in writing by December 3, 2014 in
 order to be considered.
The FTL meeting will be October 28, 3:30 - 7:00 PM at the Broward County Convention Center, 1950
 Eisenhower Blvd., Fort Lauderdale, FL 33316
 
The United States Coast Guard (USCG) are planning a public meeting in mid-November.  The dates
 and venues are not set yet. Initially, the USCG offered a survey. We will have to see if they are going
 to reissue it.
 
Please feel free to use the following information to comment to the FRA and The USCG and please
 forward it.
 
This is a short back story for those new to the train issue:
All Aboard Florida (AAF) is a private company that will run 16 passenger trains daily on the east coast
 tracks starting in 2016. 16x2 =32 daily trains. These high speed trains will run from Miami to Orlando
 with stops in FTL and Palm Beach.
In addition, Florida East Coast (FEC), a freight train company connected to AAF will increase its daily
 freight trains from the current 14 to 20 each day. 
Many people on the east coast are concerned about how these trains will affect our quality of life
 and our use of our rivers.
To read about this in depth and to sign petitions opposing it, please visit the following websites:
http://admmls.wix.com/savethenewriverftl
http://www.floridanotallaboard.com/
https://www.citizensagainstthetrain.com/
 
This is for new and old alike:
All Aboard Florida (AAF) wants a federal loan – in the amount of $1.6 billion to $1.8 billion – to
 subsidize its “private” project, all at the expense of federal taxpayers.
In order to get this loan, AAF had to conduct an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) which is a
 study of all aspects of the project.
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The draft Environmental Impact Statement — a document that concludes the $2.25 billion project
 “would not result in a serious deterioration of environmental functions or exceed applicable
 significant thresholds” — explores issues such as transportation, navigation, air quality, noise,
 threatened and endangered species, economic conditions and public health and safety.
The Environmental Impact Statement is currently in a draft
 form.http://www.fra.dot.gov/Page/P0672
It must be reviewed and accepted by both the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) and the United
 States Coast Guard (USCG). At this time, the public can comment to both the FRA and the USCG
 about the findings in the study.
We urge you to comment to both groups. The FRA will take comments on all parts of the study. The
 USCG is only concerned with the rivers and bridges.
 
Issues to direct to the FRA: Feel free to copy and paste.
Mistakes: There are serious errors in the EIS. Our area from Miami to West Palm Beach is not
 included in the EIS. Our area was assessed in an earlier Environmental Assessment(EA). The EA said
 that there were Findings of No Significant Interest (FONSI) for our area, however read on to see the
 mistakes in the EA.
 Table 1-7 of the FONSI showing the FEC Railroad Crossing Delay Estimates has incorrect data. 
 This is the same table located in the EA on page 145.  According to All Aboard Florida, there will
 be 32 passenger trains a day from 6 AM to 9 PM.  There will be 16 that travel north and 16 that
 travel south.  The 2015 opening year condition shows crossings per day as 12, when in fact, it will
 be 32 increasing the delay per day to 27.7 minutes. This increases the total time for freight and
 passenger trains to 84.4 minutes of delay.  Under the maximum crossings per hour the chart
 shows one and it should be two.  There will be a passenger train going north as well as south
 each hour. This increases the maximum delay per hour to 1.7 minutes.  This increases the total
 time for freight and passenger trains to 5.8 minutes per hour.


Second, Figure 8 of Appendix I,  shows the New River labeled as the Tarpon River.  The Tarpon
 River is a small tributary off the New River.  As shown in Table 3-1.11,  Waterbody and
 Waterway Crossings, the New River is clearly shown as a Navigable Waterway.  The mislabeling
 of the New River as the Tarpon River appears as a flagrant misrepresentation of the truth.  The
 Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 and the General Bridge Act of 1946 give the U.S. Coast Guard
 (USCG) and the United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACOE) the authority to protect
 navigable waters of the United States.  The purpose of the two Acts is to preserve the public’s
 reasonable right of navigation and to prevent interference with interstate and foreign
 commerce.  It was concluded in the Navigation portion of the EA, page 101, that there was no
 impact on navigation.  Therefore, the USCG District 7 was excluded from reviewing the impact on
 commercial, as well as, recreational boating on the New River.  Since the New River is an
 important local navigable waterway used for commerce and recreation, it is an irreplaceable
 natural resource.  The EA should have included a summarized review of the anticipated effects
 on navigation.  Included in the review there should be: 


1.      River User Survey Final Report and Additional River User Interviews, concerning
 existing activity levels, and planned future navigational needs for river users.


2.      Navigational Passage Analyses, predicting the number of vessels that would be
 accommodated at varying navigational levels.


After the  aforementioned initial EA and FONSI were approved, the USCG discovered that a
 review and analysis of the navigational effect of the New River were omitted.  This is now
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 included with the proposed Environment Impact Statement to be issued by the FRA (Phase
 II). Thanks to Mary Sessions


Traffic Congestion: 52 trains a day traveling through downtowns from Miami to West Palm Beach.
 How will this impact traffic, police, fire, school buses & ambulances from moving through our cities?
When the FEC train bridge is up, permitting boats to pass, the street bridges will also be up, stopping
 vehicular traffic. The marine traffic on the river will be forced into specific time slots, causing traffic
 jams both on the river and the streets.
The EIS does not address the time trains might stand in queue waiting for the drawbridges to open
 and close and how these standing trains might further impact railway crossings while they block
 these crossings during their wait, further impacting all of the above problems caused by increased
 train traffic.
 
Damage to property values on or near the tracks or the New River. If you live above the New River
 bridge, ocean access will be limited. Noise and vibration from the trains will pose problems for
 properties/businesses close to the tracks.
 
Quiet Zones: A quiet zone is a more secure crossing with a horn mounted on a post. These horns are
 not as wide reaching as a train horn, but still noisy. FTL has 68 crossings which must be maintained
 by the city. Exact figures have not been released, but it is estimated that a normal-sized railroad
 crossing with a quiet zone could cost $200,000, while a wide crossing could cost $600,000.
 Cities/our local taxes will pick up this tab.
 
Environmental Issues: The addition of a third track and 32 trains a day through Jonathan Dickinson
 State Park in southern Martin County “would not jeopardize any listed species or modify any
 designated critical habitat.” The park is home to Florida scrub jays, gopher tortoises, manatees and
 Eastern indigo snakes, according to the report. The report finds no significant or adverse effects are
 expected to fish habitats or to threatened or endangered species along the route. Can this be true?


Issues for the USCG:
Mistakes: Point out the above error about the New River being labeled as the Tarpon River. The
 Tarpon River is NOT a navigable waterway and is not to be confused with the New River.
 
Navigational Dangers: AAF have marginalized the effects on navigation of the FEC New River train
 bridge for both commercial and recreational vessels. They have failed to take into account the
 challenges that current, wind and tide present to vessels in a narrow section of the river. They have
 not taken into account the hazards of in-bound and out- bound vessels of all sizes pushing to make a
 bridge opening. Nor have they considered that many smaller vessels are helmed by drivers with
 limited experience. AAF states that an on-site bridge tender and an app giving opening times will
 mitigate these issues.
The study describes the impact to navigation as “minimal." It is difficult to believe than an additional
 32 trains plus 20 freight trains crossing the New River would not have any impact.
The New River bridge would be closed (best current estimate) 7.8 hours per day every day.
 
 








From: Christine Fletcher
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF Proposal
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:05:11 AM


This is to vehemently disagree with the proposed high speed rail to pass through our beautiful
 treasure coast.  The route through the treasure coast would decimate our towns.  The railroad,
 if built, should be west of this area, in the rural area of Florida, so as not to disrupt the lives
 we have developed here.  The only real reason for this new railroad, as I see it, is future
 freight movement occasioned by the expansion of the Panama Canal.


I believe our lives will be disrupted detrimentally.  There are other options.  For once big
 business should consider the rights of the citizens of Florida.


Please consider this my vote NO to this proposal.


Christine Fletcher
2726 Laurel Drive
Vero Beach, FL 32960
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From: Luis Oliveira
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: "luisrato@bellsouth.net"
Subject: All Aboard Florida & Bridge over New River
Date: Wednesday, November 26, 2014 11:09:30 AM


Dear Mr. Winkle,
 
The increased train activity going over the New River bridge in Fort Lauderdale, will in my opinion
 severely damage the Boating industry. The amount of time the bridge will be closed, will make it
 very difficult for the larger yachts that depend on high tide, to transit the river to and from the
 marinas and boat yards up river. These yachts have to schedule their trips on the river according
 with the high tides, when we add the additional limitations of the increased train traffic it will drive
 yacht owners to other less complicated ports causing the loss of jobs in the Fort Lauderdale area.
There is also the dangerous situation when boats are caught between the down bridges of Andrews
 Ave. and the railroad bridge, the space is limited and to complicate matters even more, there are
 drainage outfall pumps in this area that create a strong sideways current when they come on.
 
In addition these increased boat traffic limitations, have the potential to lower water front property
 values west of the bridge, if ocean access from these properties is limited there will be less demand
 for them and less dock rental demand as well.
 
The other problem the All Aboard Florida train is going to create, is the increased railroad crossing
 closures at Broward Blvd in downtown Fort Lauderdale, it has the potential to create a traffic
 nightmare.
 
We have done and still do great things in this country, why not a tunnel under the New River and
 Broward Blvd.? We have the room and this would solve all the above problems and give a boost to
 the boating industry, due to freer traveling on the New River. I know it is expensive, but it would
 make life a lot easier for all.
 
I do not believe this is a wining business proposition, it makes no sense for a resident in South
 Florida to take the train to Orlando and then have to rent a car there, it will be much more
 expensive than just drive there and I don’t believe there are enough tourists to support it, but I’m
 not an economist.
 
Thank you,  
Luis Oliveira
Fort Lauderdale, FL
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From: Gerald Wilgus
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:57:26 AM


To Whom it may concern:
According to C. Lewis' editorial of Nov 12, 2014, the top four All Aboard Florida management team members have
 no experience in the passenger railroad business.


1.      The president and chief operations officer had past experience with Bahia Mar Resorts prior to his experience
 with the Walt Disney company.


2.       The president and chief development officer developed projects with subsidiaries of the Walt Disney
 company.


3.      The chief marketing officer developed strategic partnerships and was involved with cross marketing efforts at
 Walt Disney parks and resorts.


4.      The previous Vice President of development and construction was involved in design and construction for
 MGM hospitality.


One could easily say that this team has more experience in resort recreation and Walt Disney fantasy worlds than
 operating a railroad. Evidently, this team thinks the passenger train is a good business opportunity.  If that were  the
 case, plenty of private money would  be available.  Amtrak is a good example; only government could and would
 operate a perpetual subsidy-hungry endeavor.


There are at least three ways to travel this same route: car, bus and plane.  Cars and busses are cheaper and more
 convenient and flying is much faster.  These modes of transportation are in place and proven to be reliable. 


If Miami, Fort Lauderdale and West Palm really want this train, why doesn't the AAF train start north to West Palm,
 then go west to the center of the state,  north to Orlando.  That way the train would eliminate the anger and
 disruption along the Treasure Coast.  This would be a win/win position.


We all know this is not a real passenger train but rather a freight train to supply a conduit for the freight on the
 massive shipping vessels coming through the Panama Canal to Miami.  Why are we not being told the truth?   In
 addition to the project being detrimental to the east coast north of West Palm, lying about the intent enrages the
 citizens. 


Gerald Wilgus
Vero Beach


Sent from my iPad


Sent from my iPad
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From: tom wehner
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: problems WITH AAF PLANS TO BULLY IT"S WAY THROUGH SEBASTIAN
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 2:30:27 PM


I LIVE IN SEBASTIAN , IN ORANGE HEIGHTS LESS THAN 1/4 MILE FROM THE 
 R.R.TRACKS  .    IS ALL ABOARD FLORIDA PREPARED TO BUY ALL THE
 HOMES IN THIS SUBDIVISION AND THE MANY OTHERS IT WILL MAKE
 UNLIVABLE  AT MARKET VALUE????    IT WILL HAVE TO BECAUSE THE
 NOISE  AND VIBRATIONS WILL MAKE THESE HOMES UNLIVABLE AND I AM
 SURE THE  MANY RESULTING LAW SUITES WILL SHOW THAT.  WE ALREADY
 HAVE THE TRAINS BLOWING THE HORNS AT 4 AND 5  AM  MOST
 MORNINGS.     YOUR PLANS AND THE ADDED TRAINS WILL MAKE LIVING IN
 QUIET SEBASTIAN A THING OF THE PAST.  PROGRESS A GOOD THING , BUT
 NOT WHEN IT HURTS SO MANY INNOCENT PEOPLE.    ISN'T IT A MUCH
 BETTER IDEA TO GO ALONG THE CSX RAILWAY, I-95 OR THE TURNPIKE  AND
 STAY OUT OF THE QUIET COASTAL TOWNS.    THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME
 AND PLEASE DO NOT SCREW UP THE LAST FEW YEARS OF A 66 YEAR OLD 
 WITH YOUR RR PLANS THAT WILL PROBABLY FAIL IN A FEW YEARS FOR
 LACK OF RIDERS.  A CONCERNED PERSON---  OLD , BUT NOT BROKEN
UNLIVABLE
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From: Ken Bryan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; john.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: AAF Public Comments and Petition Signers
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:05:26 PM
Attachments: 120314_AAF_comments.docx


DEIS Public Comments.xlsx


Please find the attached cover letter and public comments from Rails-to-Trails Conservancy supporters regarding the
 All Aboard Florida DEIS.  We strongly feel that a trail should be required to mitigate the adverse affects of the
 project, such as social injustice, environmental and connectivity issues.  These negative impacts have been detailed
 in past submissions by RTC.  Thank you. 



mailto:ken@railstotrails.org

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

mailto:john.winkle@dot.gov



[image: Letterhead banner_National]


[bookmark: _GoBack]Mr. John Winkle


Federal Railroad Administration


1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE, Room W38-311


Washington, DC 20509
RE: All Aboard Florida - Miami to Orlando Passenger Rail Service Phase II DEIS





Dear Mr. Winkle:





Please accept the attached spread sheet containing more than 1500 comments by individual Rails-to-Trails Conservancy supporters urging the Federal Railroad Administration to include a rail-with-trail option to the All Aboard Florida project.





Many of these comments are based on the following text, but some have personalized their comments:





As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.





According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route. 





Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.





Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy.





Thank you for accepting these comments as part of the public record for the All Aboard Florida - Miami to Orlando Passenger Rail Service Draft Environmental Impact Statement for Phase II.





Sincerely,





Ken Bryan


Florida State Director


Rails-to-Trails Conservancy
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respondants


			Last_Name			First_Name			City			State			ZIP			Response_Date			Response_Text


			Raymond			David			Clermont			FL			34711-8392			9/26/14 8:24			A major factor in my move to FL 5 yr.s ago was the network of bike trails. A rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project would be a great addition to the network. Along with the coast-to-cost connections, it should also be a magnet for bike-riding tourists during the winter. 


			Powell			Julia			Tucker			GA			30084-2922			10/10/14 17:00			Although currently a Georgia resident, I grew up in Gainesville, FL, still have sisters and other family and friends living in Florida, and visit Florida  many times each year.  I care about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities. I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Stricker			Barbara			Quincy			CA			95971-9101			12/3/14 12:21			Although I'm NOT a Florida resident I am someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  And even tho' not a resident I have been looking forward to visiting Florida, it is on my travel list and I expect to be there within the next few years.  I always travel with my bike and I LOOK for places to ride on dedicated bike lanes/trails...which, in essence, this would be!!!  I hope you spend what seems to me would be not-much-more-money to incorporate a bike trail!  It would be great if you did!!!  Another reason to come to Florida besides the Keys and the manatees!!!  :)  OH HOW I HOPE YOU DO THIS!!!!  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Connor			Nancy			Inverness			FL			34450-2016			9/23/14 12:31			And s a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Wallace			Craig			Jupiter			FL			33458-2455			12/2/14 11:40			As a 60 year Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic conflicts with automobiles and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Holme			Svend			Boynton Beach			FL			33426-7426			9/23/14 9:15			As a 72 year old Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities,  One of the problems I have found here in Florida is that there are very few SAFE areas to ride a bike.  I have been a supporter of rail-trail systems for 25 years and have ridden on many in the northeast.  I would like to do that here in Boynton Beach but there are none.  I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Dubben			James			Niceville			FL			32578-2320			9/22/14 19:17			As a bicycle commuter to work do I wish I had safe trails to ride on? YES. As a father would I wish to have trails for save routes to school for my children? YES. As a tax payer am I concerned about health care costs going forward with 35% of the US (and 26.6% of Florida) Obese? YES. As a prospective retiree in less than 10 years am I looking for livable residence? YES.  Florida has the 1 thing 40 states CAN'T BUY that is weather for out-door recreation and sustainable transportation!  As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			O'Leary			James			Cocoa Beach			FL			32932-0913			12/3/14 10:31			As a Brevard County Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Generally, Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  In Brevard County's case, there is no safe and consistent north-south corridor specifically for cyclists and pedestrians. There is growing interest in the healthful activities of cycling and walking, limited only by fear of inattentive or aggressive drivers. Including a rail-with-trail component could change the whole dynamic of transportation in Brevard County, as well as all other communities along the way.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Glasby			Fred			Satellite Beach			FL			32937-3839			11/6/14 15:34			As a Brevard county resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kost			Allen			Palo Cedro			CA			96073-0855			12/3/14 7:28			As a California resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy.  I AM ALWAYS LOOKING FOR PLACES TO VISIT WHERE I CAN RIDE MY BIKE AWAY FROM CARS. 


			Walker			Pam			Tallahassee			FL			32303-5225			12/3/14 10:35			As a fifth generation Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy.  I look forward to riding the trail with my three grandsons and sharing the unforgettable serenity of the Florida Prairie. 


			Penate			Rolando			Miami			FL			33176-5437			10/1/14 8:57			As a Florida native and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Padgett			Perry			Dunnellon			FL			34431-8713			9/22/14 16:24			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about a connected transit systems, and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  If according to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, and road/traffic congestion then I would think including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") would help lessen these impacts. Bike trails along these corridors would help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with other active-transportation options.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion since bicycles use less parking space. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Perry			Scott & Jane			Panama City			FL			32405-4827			12/2/14 10:56			As a Florida resident and soon to be senior citizen, I look forward to using my bike and walking to keep healthy and financially independent. Opportunities to build safe biking and walking trails come along very rarely, so I enthusiasticallyI support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy.  Yea!!! 


			Metzler			Michelle			Lake Worth			FL			33467-1123			11/5/14 16:47			As a Florida resident, avid cyclist and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Wood			Raymond			Jacksonville			FL			32205-7915			12/2/14 11:04			As a Florida resident, avid cyclist and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gerety			Edwaqrd			Miami			FL			33130-4112			9/30/14 16:30			As a Florida resident, I support trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  Good bike corridors can help with traffic congestion and access to mass transit.  If they're well designed, they can become tourist destinations.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the All Aboard Florida project. 


			Mincey			Eileen			Lake Alfred			FL			33850-2919			12/2/14 11:51			As a Florida resident, user of bike trails and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy.  Most sincerely, Eileen Mincey 350 S Lyndale Place Lake Alfred, FL  33850 


			Garrett			Stephen			Orlando			FL			32814-6773			9/22/14 17:38			As a Florida taxpayer, voter, and resident, and as a passionate systems thinker - one who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities - I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			rosenbusch			lynne			Clarksburg			MD			20871-9636			9/23/14 13:46			As a Florida visitor and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Brooks			Gabriel			Gainesville			FL			32607-1701			9/22/14 15:06			As a Licensed Florida Pharmacist, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  Trails can reduce our dependence of foreign oil , while improving the health of our nation. By investing in trails today, we will spend less on healthcare tomorrow.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rolland			Tony			Oviedo			FL			32765-9208			9/25/14 19:20			As a lifelong Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy.  This would be a great addition to the project.  Thank you. 


			Crouch			Nora			Plant City			FL			33563-8531			12/2/14 10:54			As a long time Florida resident and someone who really cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lemons			Lloyd			Jacksonville			FL			32217-4756			9/22/14 14:53			As a long-time Florida resident and tax-payer, I'm someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			McGuire			Edward			White Haven			PA			18661-2443			12/3/14 6:31			As a Pennsylvania  resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kerns			Brandon			Miami Beach			FL			33139-8635			9/25/14 9:51			As a South Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails and additional pedestrian crossings along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  In particular, in the urban areas of Miami-Dade County residents often have to choose between walking a mile or more out of their way in the South Florida sun, or trespassing and risking arrest, just to get to a business or bus stop on the other side of the tracks.  Furthermore, many of the existing road crossings do not have ADA compliant sidewalks.  These situations are unacceptable in an urban environment which is increasingly becoming more pedestrian and cyclist friendly and more transit-oriented.  The final All Aboard Florida project needs to include a trail component and pedestrian crossings every few blocks to create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Brown			Bill.			Oldsmar			FL			34677-1957			9/22/14 15:21			As a third generation Floridian, an old veteran and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			McAndrew			Joe			Washington			DC			20036-4222			10/1/14 9:31			As an American taxpayer that will be lending money to the development of the All Aboard Florida train line and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Diesel			Tad			Vero Beach			FL			32968-4887			9/22/14 14:54			As an Indian River County resident who supports the All Aboard Florida project I further support the inclusion of cycling and pedestrian trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami. 


			Beckes			Joanna			Orlando			FL			32818-6932			9/22/14 14:49			As excited as I am about more rail transportation in the state, I would be even more excited to see more dedicated bike and recreational paths. This is a dangerous state for pedestrians and bicyclists, so this would not only make for a more welcoming community, it would make it safer as well.  Please consider the pathway! 


			Neevel			Donna			Portland			OR			97229-2851			12/3/14 11:10			As one who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  My husband and I travel with our bikes and enjoy finding areas to visit that have scenic biking areas.  We live in the beautiful NW but when the winter arrives we look for warm sunny areas to visit and spend our tourist dollars.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Brown			Kristen			Lake Mary			FL			32746-2508			12/2/14 10:54			As someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Henry			Molly			Providence			RI			02903-2227			12/3/14 12:01			As someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Ascarelli			Silvia			Princeton Junction			NJ			08550-2807			10/2/14 12:44			As someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. Not only will it help Florida residents get around, but out-of-staters like me will come to bike. (I've made special trips to Missouri and Pittsburgh for bike rides, staying in hotels, B&Bs and guest houses and supporting local businesses.) 


			Boudreaux			Al			Winter Park			FL			32792-2204			9/22/14 15:49			As we baby boomers age, the trails provide a place to exercise, support the food community and live longer to pay taxes.  As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Thompson			David			Pembroke Pines			FL			33024-6910			12/2/14 11:05			Dear Ananth Prasad, As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gross			Bonnie			Fort Lauderdale			FL			33305-3211			9/28/14 8:58			Florida should be making the most of the opportunity to have bicycles be a saffe and viable alternative form of transportation.  That's why I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Smith			Ruth			Jacksonville Beach			FL			32250-2902			12/2/14 19:09			Florida's rural roads are disappearing leaving bicyclists to ride on congested and dangerous roads. Many floridians as well as tourists have given up trying to ride our roads.  Its no secret we are not a bike friendly state. The high speed rail project could give us a cost effective opportunity for trails by building them alongside this project  between these highly populated cities.  As a  Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Zeroll			Fred			Kissimmee			FL			34746-4955			9/25/14 19:23			Having a trail system along side the rail system makes good economic sense and will provide an outlet for people who want to be healthy,  As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hoseth			James			Sarasota			FL			34238-2878			9/25/14 9:01			I am a Florida resident who road bikes three times a week year round. I care about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Carbonell			Ana M			Weston			FL			33331-3700			12/2/14 22:01			I am a Florida resident who uses a bike some10 to 15 hours a week to do errands around town as well as to ride for fun with friends. I would love to see my neighborhood integrated with surrounding communities via a transit system, therefore; I full support and wish for the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  There is no doubt that allowing enough space along the construction of the high speed rail project will help lessen the expected environmental impact it will have on the communities along the route..  Rails-with-trails can reduce the traffic problems this project may cause, build bonds among residents, help teach the beauty of outdoors to our children as well as the benefits of a healthier life style and it would definitely help residents along the route save enormously in transportation costs.  A project of this magnitude is usually accompanied with a good PR campaign and there is nothing more positive than educating future generation in the benefits that a rail-with-trail can bring to the project.  So please, make the building of a trail a component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Draper			Stephen			Accident			MD			21520-2201			12/3/14 7:12			I am not a Florida resident but I do  care about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Dierker			Carol Ann			Naples			FL			34112-9121			12/2/14 11:13			I don't need to repeat all the language that you already know.  Please, the more bike trails the more energy saved and the more energy people will gain by riding the bikes to more places and leaving the cars behind.  Let's make a healthier population if nothing else!!!!! 


			Olsen			Seford			Leesburg			FL			34788-2305			12/2/14 14:28			I have seen how rails and trails can coexist in Germany, France and Holland.  So why not let it happen in Florida.  The economic impact would be astounding.  As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Schtanke			Frank			Elysian Springs			FL			33313			10/28/14 17:53			I oppose inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  This is just another example of the bicycle lobby wanting others to pay for their agenda. For all their proclamations I do not see them volunteering any MONEY toward their trail.  Don't include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project unless the bicycle lobby is willing to pay for it.  If public money or private corporate funds are involved, it will just be a bunch of elitists getting a free benefit from others. 


			Tirado			Tony			Leesburg			FL			34788-4545			12/2/14 11:19			I strongly believe the following will have a positive impact for all Floridians - I strongly support this effort.  As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Canter			Jon			Tallahassee			FL			32311-9172			9/28/14 12:37			I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy.  Let's put our people on bikes and a healthier lifestyle 


			Henderson			David			Coral Gables			FL			33146-3202			9/24/14 15:07			I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  Recent coverage in the Miami Herald about the safety problem of trespassing on the FEC tracks shows the need for a safe way for neighborhood residents to get to the safe RR crossings.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Martin			Charles			Miami			FL			33170-7303			10/20/14 13:25			I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami. I am a cross country cyclist and had the pleasure of using many trails along the way. Also I live near the Miami Dade US1 bus way and see how it is used by, commuters, cyclist, runners, walkers, tourist and locals Build it and it WILL be used!!!  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Morgante			Michelle			Key West			FL			33040-5150			9/22/14 18:35			I urge you to support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  Rails with trails are a great way to move Florida into the future and promote green transportation choices.  Including trails along side rails will also make it easier to choose healthy forms of transportation like bicycles, rollerblades, skateboards, and  yes, sneakers along with all other non-motorized modes of transport.  Let's get South Florida moving by increasing safe trails.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Yakaboski			Jeannine			Mary Esther			FL			32569-1662			9/23/14 10:14			In general I appreciate the government staying out of my life EXCEPT in those areas where powers are specifically granted to the government by the Constitution of the United States.  I vote for representatives who, among other things, are determined to PROMOTE THE GENERAL WELFARE of those they are elected to represent.  Obesity and it's related health problems are a scourge on the people you represent.  Access to free, easy, enjoyable and safe ways to increase activity levels, goes a long way towards mitigating this problem.  I would ride my bike to work most days if I could do it safely - which I can't.  Multiple deaths due to bicycle accidents occur in my area every year.  Access to safe, active transportation is an easy and cost effective way to PROMOTE THE GENERAL WELFARE and greatly enhance the quality of life for everyone.  I live in Okaloosa County Florida, but one of my favorite places is South Walton County Florida.  The reason is its wonderful quality of life due to the many safe walking and biking trails as well as its beautiful beaches.  Unfortunately, I can't afford to live in South Walton County.  It's wonderful quality of life attracts many, many people which, of course, makes that area affordable only to a small minority of us.  YOU could help improve the quality of life for many more of us by helping to expand our access to safe walking/biking trails.  Please consider supporting a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy.  


			Amberg			Sharon			The Villages			FL			32163-2699			12/2/14 18:02			It is important to have biking access for Floridians, not only to reduce traffic but to add encouragement for physical exercise.  Having just recently visited Holland and been biking there for over a month, the trail and bike system they have developed in that country is extraordinary.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Selby, Jr.			Edward B			Naples			FL			34105-2151			12/2/14 19:50			My family moved to Ft Lauderdale in 1947. Wow has the state changed then! Planning and preserving for the quality of life and protecting the environment were not part of the equation then. We know better now, but are we willing to act? As a concerned Florida resident I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.We need smart growth, not just growth. Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			McGrady			Pamela			Orlando			FL			32839-2833			12/2/14 14:15			Please add trails along the rails so that we can all enjoy a safe riding area.  This will help make Florida a great place to live and raise a family. Thank you! 


			Munroe			Michael			Alachua			FL			32615-4813			9/23/14 10:52			Please excuse this form letter, but I think it does capture my thoughts regarding the need for rail-with-trail on this project.  As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			DALY			MEG			Coral Gables			FL			33146-3328			9/25/14 2:21			Please include a trail component in the AAF plans in Floriday.  


			Schrimsher			Pamela			Fort Lauderdale			FL			33312-3301			9/22/14 15:21			Please include trails along the AAF track. I'd use them and AAF.


			Paulus			Lizzie			Gainesville			FL			32605-5149			12/2/14 14:29			Please read the following message from the Rails to Trails Conservancy. It is an important issue, and it deserves attention.  Thank you for your time.  Yours, Lizzie Paulus  As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Harrison			Greg			Orlando			FL			32806-5527			12/2/14 10:52			Please support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami!!  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Dorn			Brenda			Lake Monroe			FL			32747-0922			12/2/14 12:45			Please, please, do us and generations to follow, the huge favor of including trails with the rails!!  So many folks can and will benefit from their use.  As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Johnson			Marilyn			Jacksonville			FL			32208-1946			12/3/14 6:08			Sounds like a great idea, I hope it succeeds, so I have signed this petition.  As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Johnson			Anton			Vero Beach			FL			32966-2910			10/27/14 8:32			The inclusion of a rail-with-trail plan for Vero Beach does not off set the negative effect the All Aboard Florida project will have for our community.  SORRY 


			Wood			James			Boca Raton			FL			33432-4018			9/22/14 14:46			This is very important to the large and growing bicycle and walking communities. The statistics in our community indicate an escalating number of bicycle-vehicle crashes, so the rail-with-trail project will also contribute to safety. Your support is important!  As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Franklin			Ken			Cape Coral			FL			33991-3161			9/22/14 16:18			This will be a lot easier to do now than later, and you can be pretty sure the benefit to our state will become more and more apparent as the popularity of cycling for transportation increases. I'm a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, and I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  [Please excuse my including the boilerplate, as I know you've seen it. But it's important to this argument.] According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Monahan			Chris			Gainesville			FL			32607-3130			10/9/14 9:53			We live in Florida because of the natural environment and wonderful weather that lets us enjoy the outdoors all year long.  We need to this initiative to help preserve and improve the features that make Florida special.  As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Monahan			Chris			Gainesville			FL			32607-3130			10/9/14 9:53			We live in Florida because of the natural environment and wonderful weather that lets us enjoy the outdoors all year long.  We need to this initiative to help preserve and improve the features that make Florida special.  As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Moffett			Joan			Tarpon Springs			FL			34689-6249			9/28/14 6:57			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I strongly support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Abrahamson			Kathy			Vero Beach			FL			32966-1878			12/2/14 12:47			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Ahlberg			Linda			Altamonte Springs			FL			32714-2833			12/2/14 16:05			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Altiere			Paul			Estero			FL			33928-4209			12/2/14 10:49			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Anderson			David			Daytona Beach			FL			32118-5200			12/3/14 8:32			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and cotnnectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Armstrong			Aric			Port Charlotte			FL			33952-5090			12/2/14 18:11			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Armstrong			Aric			Port Charlotte			FL			33952-5090			12/2/14 18:08			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Armstrong			Mike			Orlando			FL			32837-5357			11/5/14 12:37			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Astrab			Anthony			Tarpon Springs			FL			34688-6543			12/2/14 19:18			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy.  Sincerely, Anthony Astrab 3000 Arbor Oaks Dr. Tarpon Springs, FL 34688 


			Athens			Susan			Jacksonville			FL			32256-1832			12/3/14 13:48			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Aton			Gary			Lakeland			FL			33809-2400			12/2/14 13:36			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Austin			Ronald			Crestview			FL			32536-2460			12/2/14 12:47			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Avery-Du Bois			Jane			Fort Myers			FL			33967-4839			12/2/14 11:56			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			BARRETT			Beverly			Placida			FL			33946-5072			12/2/14 15:01			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			BUHK			STEVEN			Rockledge			FL			32955-6031			11/5/14 20:18			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bailey			Mary Ellen			Tallahassee			FL			32311-4719			11/5/14 14:15			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Baird			Ashleigh			Miami			FL			33133-5295			12/3/14 13:52			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Ball			Frank			Riverview			FL			33579-7032			12/2/14 13:02			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Barbely			Lori			Casselberry			FL			32707-6670			11/5/14 15:21			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Barrett			Mark			Placida			FL			33946-5072			12/2/14 12:37			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bassett			Peter			Sarasota			FL			34243-3031			12/2/14 12:26			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bastian			Barb			Miami			FL			33156-6621			12/2/14 10:53			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Beal			Allison			Alachua			FL			32615-8632			11/5/14 15:45			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Beattie			Keith			St Petersburg			FL			33702-3942			12/2/14 16:01			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Beier			Misty			Fort Lauderdale			FL			33309-1342			12/2/14 11:14			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bell			Gary			Palm Harbor			FL			34684-1239			12/2/14 11:46			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bennett			Al			Melbourne Beach			FL			32951-3346			11/5/14 8:06			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Blanchard			Bob			Port Richey			FL			34668-6812			12/3/14 13:42			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Blass			Cam			Ormond Beach			FL			32174-6799			12/2/14 18:42			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Blinkhorn			Jim			Dunnellon			FL			34432-8303			12/2/14 10:36			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Block			Richard			Trenton			FL			32693-4514			12/2/14 20:09			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bollinger			Delbert			Ocala			FL			34482-3249			12/2/14 10:44			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Booth			T			Lady Lake			FL			32159-4540			12/2/14 11:03			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bottomley			David			Orlando			FL			32828-9087			11/6/14 10:45			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Branch			Tom			Boca Raton			FL			33428-1026			12/3/14 6:17			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Breeden			Alma			Miami			FL			33143-6680			12/2/14 13:25			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Breeden			Marlyn			Clearwater			FL			33761-4229			12/2/14 11:18			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Brian			Janice			The Villages			FL			32162-1018			12/3/14 5:04			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Brinkley			Robin			Apopka			FL			32703-9405			11/5/14 15:49			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Brooks			Harry			Tarpon Springs			FL			34689-2001			12/2/14 11:03			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Brookshire			Cathy			Jacksonville			FL			32225-0862			12/2/14 17:21			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Brown			Deborah			Edgewater			FL			32141-7318			12/2/14 17:34			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Brown			Paul			Winter Haven			FL			33881-9787			12/2/14 15:14			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Brutcher			Charles			Ocala			FL			34481-3205			12/2/14 18:20			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bryan			Lynden			Sunrise			FL			33322-1523			11/5/14 21:00			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Burch			Joe			Saint Augustine			FL			32084-6504			12/3/14 7:18			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			CONLEY			DONALD			Pensacola			FL			32526-6506			11/5/14 19:05			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Cabrera			Maria			Montverde			FL			34756-3703			12/2/14 17:06			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Cabrera			Pablo			Montverde			FL			34756-3703			12/2/14 17:08			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Cabrera MD			Rafael			Montverde			FL			34756-3703			12/2/14 17:05			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Cairns			Rodd			Port Charlotte			FL			33980-5759			12/2/14 12:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Cammarano			Anabel			Margate			FL			33063-8245			12/2/14 11:23			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Canada			John			Southwest Ranches			FL			33331-2206			12/2/14 17:59			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Catanese			Janet			Miami			FL			33131-2736			12/2/14 11:00			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Cesary			Julia			Melbourne			FL			32934-7845			12/2/14 11:04			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Chagnon			Rose			Naples			FL			34113-4141			12/2/14 14:18			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Chalmers			Sue			Ft Lauderdale			FL			33312-3636			12/2/14 15:05			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Chase			Jeffrey			Sebring			FL			33870-2829			12/2/14 10:31			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Chavez			Anik			Miami			FL			33156-2686			12/3/14 7:05			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Christian			Shelley			Merritt Island			FL			32952-4125			12/2/14 15:33			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Cisneros			Luis e			Miramar			FL			33025-3104			12/2/14 22:35			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Clark			L D			Van Alstyne			TX			75495-5071			12/3/14 10:03			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Claybo			Larry			Auburndale			FL			33823-2016			12/2/14 18:34			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Clayburn			Eric			Daytona Beach			FL			32114-1141			12/2/14 21:35			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Cline			Jim			Port orange			FL			32127			11/5/14 22:45			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Collins			Dennis			Fort Myers			FL			33905-6250			12/2/14 12:22			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Comiskey			Jennifer			Royal Palm Beach			FL			33411-1110			11/5/14 18:42			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  We need safer places for citizens and visitors to enjoy Florida's beauty! Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Compton			Scott			Ormond Beach			FL			32174-3952			12/2/14 13:55			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Comstock			Rachel			Orlando			FL			32824-6061			12/2/14 10:42			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Concannon			Carol			Debary			FL			32713-3207			12/3/14 11:18			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  I currently ride the Sunrail and walk to get from the stations to work and back.  It would be nice to have a safer route to walk since every day I deal with drivers almost running me over.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Conrad			Lee			Sun City Center			FL			33573-7172			12/2/14 21:13			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Considine			Les			Groveland			FL			34736-3639			12/2/14 10:47			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Conti			Celia			Plantation			FL			33323-1764			12/2/14 11:20			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Cooke			Terry			Melbourne			FL			32940-1912			12/3/14 9:32			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Corarito			Douglas			Odessa			FL			33556-5141			12/2/14 13:22			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Correll			Elizabeth			Somerset			KY			42503-4315			12/3/14 9:32			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Corsilia			George			Venice			FL			34293-4329			12/2/14 18:16			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Costner, Jr			Max L			Jacksonville			FL			32211-3864			12/2/14 18:24			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Cottrell			Mark			Oviedo			FL			32765-8494			12/2/14 20:19			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Counts			Karen			Homosassa			FL			34446-5305			12/3/14 6:49			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Coupland			David			Bradenton			FL			34209-4263			12/2/14 10:49			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Cresong			Christopher			Orlando			FL			32810-4048			12/2/14 13:37			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Crowder			R			Gainesville			FL			32608-0328			12/2/14 14:24			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Cruz			Ada			Sunrise			FL			33323-3112			12/2/14 15:43			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Danielson			Henry			Englewood			FL			34223-5982			12/2/14 13:32			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Davis			Libby			Fort Myers			FL			33919-8144			12/2/14 12:38			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Davis			Susan			Saint Petersburg			FL			33714-3328			12/2/14 11:02			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Davis			Tres			Pinecrest			FL			33156-5567			12/2/14 12:21			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			De Stefano			Allison			Weeki Wachee			FL			34607-1311			12/2/14 11:29			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			DeLoach			Javan			Mechanicsburg			PA			17050-2374			12/3/14 7:32			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Deck			Linda			Pompano Beach			FL			33069-0927			12/3/14 7:01			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Denton			Zenaida			North Miami Beach			FL			33162-1628			12/2/14 12:43			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Dettloff			Thom			Stuart			FL			34997-4761			12/2/14 18:53			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Dickerson			Mike			North Lauderdale			FL			33068-3937			12/2/14 14:32			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Dowdy			Royal			Palm Beach Gardens			FL			33410-2925			12/2/14 16:30			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			DuBose			Lawrence			Saint Augustine			FL			32086-7164			12/2/14 10:40			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Dubois			Melody			Lake City			FL			32025-3206			12/2/14 17:51			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Durante			Eric			Port Matilda			PA			16870-8663			12/3/14 7:10			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Edmonds			Jack			N Ft Myers			FL			33917-3300			12/3/14 7:18			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Elia			Cynthia			Minneola			FL			34715-5636			11/7/14 9:33			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Elsheimer			Seth			Winter Park			FL			32789-5201			12/2/14 11:10			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Elwell			Lisa			Ponte Vedra			FL			32082-3678			12/2/14 11:27			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Emmons			Bill			Melbourne			FL			32935-4450			12/2/14 10:52			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Engel			Fred			Melbourne			FL			32934-7587			12/2/14 13:49			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Ensing			Pete			Beverly Hills			FL			34465-4574			12/3/14 9:48			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Epperson			Arlene			Alachua			FL			32615-3602			12/2/14 16:23			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Erickson			Byron			The Villages			FL			32162-4510			12/2/14 12:47			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Ettel			Martha			Saint Augustine			FL			32084-2825			12/2/14 11:06			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Ewing			Paula			Starke			FL			32091-7602			12/3/14 13:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Eyer			Jon-Marc			Lakeland			FL			33812-6349			12/2/14 10:49			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			FILTEAU			ALICE			Cape Canaveral			FL			32920-2143			11/6/14 8:31			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Felt			Dan			Wilton Manors			FL			33305-2267			12/2/14 11:45			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Filteau			Mark			Cape Canaveral			FL			32920-2143			11/5/14 9:14			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Fliess			Debbie Fliess			Fleming Island			FL			32003-8097			11/9/14 9:36			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Ford			Larry			Tarpon Springs			FL			34689-5888			12/2/14 10:52			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Formichella			John			Palm Bay			FL			32905-4274			11/5/14 8:33			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Foster			Lynn			Titusville			FL			32780-2337			11/5/14 10:31			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Fox			Wayne			Jacksonville			FL			32224-8457			12/2/14 11:31			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Frank			Linda			Jacksonville			FL			32223-1845			12/2/14 12:12			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Franks			Laura			Tampa			FL			33634-5020			12/2/14 11:31			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Freber			Werner			Miami			FL			33131-2403			12/2/14 10:51			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Frey			Wayne			Monticello			FL			32344-6357			12/2/14 19:11			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gainforth			Randall			Tampa			FL			33617-7719			12/2/14 14:39			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gardner			Ken			Orlando			FL			32832-6548			12/2/14 10:34			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gates			Ryan			Tamarac			FL			33321-8897			11/5/14 21:37			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Giffin			Kevin			Sarasota			FL			34231-7004			12/2/14 21:32			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gill			Cynthia			Coral Springs			FL			33065-2627			12/2/14 13:47			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gilland			David			Gainesville			FL			32605-4810			12/2/14 10:32			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gilliland			Charles			Orlando			FL			32821-8263			12/2/14 11:11			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gilman			Cathi			Tampa			FL			33603-2325			12/2/14 11:16			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Goertz			Tamara			Fort Myers			FL			33916-8402			11/5/14 19:40			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Goldsmith			Jerry			Altamonte Springs			FL			32701-4575			12/2/14 10:56			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Golic			Ken			Satellite Beach			FL			32937-3814			12/2/14 13:26			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Goossens			Pamela			Sarasota			FL			34233-5048			12/2/14 11:36			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gorski			Thomas			Naples			FL			34114-2402			12/2/14 19:02			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Goyer			Rob			Melbourne			FL			32934-8505			12/2/14 10:39			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Graham			Bill			Jacksonville			FL			32218-2323			12/2/14 16:03			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Grant			Stuart			Miami			FL			33143-3007			12/2/14 11:38			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gravelle			George			Saint Cloud			FL			34772-7383			12/2/14 12:16			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gray			Carol			Avon Park			FL			33825-9556			12/2/14 17:26			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Groce			Corinne			Miami			FL			33155-6319			12/2/14 13:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Guzman			Ricky			Hollywood			FL			33028-2501			12/2/14 17:31			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hall			Jerry			Vero Beach			FL			32968-7517			12/2/14 12:22			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hamlyn			Chris			Seffner			FL			33584-3462			12/2/14 21:25			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hamm			Sharon			Ponte Vedra Beach			FL			32082-4046			12/2/14 11:37			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hammock			Richard			Tallahassee			FL			32308-6023			12/2/14 10:59			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hampton			Cynthia			Floral City			FL			34436-3799			12/2/14 20:48			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hannum			Sandra			Boca Raton			FL			33487-3909			12/2/14 11:19			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hansen			Barry			Sebring			FL			33875-9651			12/2/14 13:19			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hartung			Daniel			Wesley Chapel			FL			33544-1544			11/5/14 21:04			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hattemer			Jennifer			Cape Coral			FL			33991-3698			12/2/14 11:05			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Haushalter			Donald			Sunrise			FL			33322-2048			12/2/14 15:27			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hazelgrove			Joan			Tampa			FL			33615-2903			12/2/14 16:50			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hendricks			Sara			Lutz			FL			33559-3242			12/2/14 20:10			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Henry			Jim			Inverness			FL			34450-7381			12/2/14 18:48			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hernandez			Antonio			Lake Mary			FL			32746-1631			12/2/14 11:21			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Heuschen			Jean			Naples			FL			34110-0909			12/2/14 10:49			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hicks			Raymond			Hollywood			FL			33021-6706			12/2/14 21:53			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hill			Richard			Panama City			FL			32404-7950			12/2/14 11:04			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hinojosa			Don			Hollywood			FL			33020			12/2/14 16:39			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hinton			Karin			Tavares			FL			32778-2950			12/2/14 20:31			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hodges			Willie			Jacksonville			FL			32225-5750			12/2/14 16:23			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hoffman			Earl			Clermont			FL			34711-7197			12/2/14 11:10			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Holland			David			Destin			FL			32541-1656			12/2/14 20:30			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Holloway			Barry & Candy			Bryceville			FL			32009-1559			12/2/14 11:54			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Holloway			Patricia			Seminole			FL			33776-1138			12/3/14 6:34			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hooper			David			Umatilla			FL			32784-9025			12/2/14 15:52			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hopper			Larry			Oviedo			FL			32765-6198			12/2/14 10:45			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hotson			Janet			Jacksonville Beach			FL			32250-2851			12/2/14 19:12			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Huerbsch			Robert			St Augustine			FL			32084-4841			12/2/14 19:54			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Humphrey			Elizabeth			Ocoee			FL			34761-2335			12/3/14 1:40			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hunt			George			Redington Beach			FL			33708-1733			12/2/14 10:49			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hutchins			Eileen			St Pete Beach			FL			33706-4144			12/3/14 8:06			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. Florida is meant to be enjoyed by all. 


			Ilnisky			Marc			Orlando			FL			32804-3317			12/2/14 10:32			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Jackson			Joy			Havana			FL			32333-4474			12/2/14 15:08			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Jackson			Susan			Sanford			FL			32771-8321			12/2/14 10:56			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Jaeger			Russ			Tampa			FL			33626-1854			12/2/14 11:16			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Johnson			Cliff			Lady Lake			FL			32159-5305			12/2/14 13:39			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Johnson			Debbie			Nokomis			FL			34275-1327			12/3/14 6:51			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Johnson			Marilyn			Coral Gables			FL			33134-2223			12/3/14 11:22			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Johnson			Martha			Belle Isle			FL			32809-6805			12/3/14 6:34			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Johnston			Fred			Orlando			FL			32835-8162			12/3/14 10:41			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Johnston			Robert			Titusville			FL			32780-6976			12/2/14 20:33			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Jones			Liz			Gainesville			FL			32606-6440			12/2/14 12:10			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Jones			Rodger			Orlando			FL			32826-3325			12/2/14 13:18			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Jordan			Tom			Melbourne			FL			32934-2902			11/7/14 12:52			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Jorge			Juan			Altamonte Springs			FL			32701-5819			12/3/14 11:50			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			K'Miller			Jim			Lakeland			FL			33801-6452			12/2/14 10:48			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Karnitz			Sean			Apopka			FL			32712-6431			12/2/14 11:08			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kaye			Sidney			Mount Dora			FL			32757-7118			12/2/14 16:34			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kelly			Ed			Ocala			FL			34472-2388			12/2/14 14:55			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kester			Bob			Sarasota			FL			34238-4312			12/3/14 6:55			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kettrey			Donald			Winter Haven			FL			33881-4329			12/2/14 12:50			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kile			John			Miramar Beach			FL			32550			12/2/14 16:04			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kilmer			Phil			Palm Beach Gardens			FL			33410-3402			12/2/14 10:41			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kimble			Robert			Fort Myers			FL			33919-6368			12/2/14 11:27			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kindell			Craig			Delray Beach			FL			33445-5329			12/2/14 12:07			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kleinberg			Richard			Longboat Key			FL			34228-4225			12/2/14 10:54			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Klopper			Manuela			Bonita Springs			FL			34134-1619			12/2/14 12:29			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kluender			Thomas			Parrish			FL			34219			11/6/14 10:40			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Knight			April			Sanford			FL			32773-6323			12/3/14 9:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Korenek			Andrea			Fort Walton Beach			FL			32548-3601			12/2/14 11:02			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Korstick			Sharon			Beverly Hills			FL			34465-6717			12/2/14 20:57			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kouwe			Jean			Tampa			FL			33602-6770			12/2/14 11:37			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kowalski			Karen			Coral Springs			FL			33065-1303			12/3/14 8:20			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			LOWMAN			MICHAEL			Naples			FL			34104-4076			12/2/14 13:21			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Land			Martha			Cooper City			FL			33330-4009			12/3/14 9:15			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lane			Michelle			Vero Beach			FL			32966-6483			12/2/14 18:04			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lanehart			Rheta			Tampa			FL			33604-7012			12/3/14 9:39			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			LeBeau			Richard			Largo			FL			33770-4236			12/2/14 12:06			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Leal			Yandro			Cape Coral			FL			33914-7541			12/2/14 14:49			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Leavy			Christopher			Deland			FL			32720-2665			12/2/14 10:42			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Leber			Lillian			Cocoa			FL			32926-2500			12/2/14 10:45			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lee			Kelly			Jacksonville			FL			32225-1073			12/3/14 6:29			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lee			Stacey			Saint Petersburg			FL			33710-3212			11/5/14 15:20			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lejardi			Javier			Miami Lakes			FL			33014-6974			12/2/14 12:00			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lendener			Rick			Fort Myers			FL			33916-1881			12/2/14 11:00			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Leon			Jonathan			Miami			FL			33186-7917			11/5/14 14:26			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Levine			Louis			Sunny Isles Beach			FL			33160-4328			12/2/14 19:26			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lewis			Bob			Orlando			FL			32818-2813			12/3/14 3:54			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Liberti			Victor			Coral Springs			FL			33076-3647			12/3/14 8:50			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lieberman			Martie			Bradenton			FL			34210-3025			12/2/14 11:24			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Liebman			Richard			West Palm Bch			FL			33406-8761			12/2/14 19:37			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Liss			Nancy			Sarasota			FL			34239-3753			12/2/14 11:17			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lit			Louis			West Palm Beach			FL			33405-5012			12/2/14 10:58			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Llano			Luis			Tampa			FL			33647-3324			12/2/14 19:16			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Longster			Geoffrey			Winter Haven			FL			33881-4700			12/2/14 11:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lottenberg			Lawrence			Gainesville			FL			32608-7933			12/2/14 11:03			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lowry			Adam			St Augustine			FL			32086-8805			12/2/14 14:43			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lundquist			Sandra			Port Orange			FL			32129-1185			12/3/14 6:57			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lyman			Curtis			Riviera Beach			FL			33418-6583			11/5/14 14:59			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Malatesta			Alex			Orlando			FL			32836-4625			12/2/14 10:54			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Malone			Terri			Punta Gorda			FL			33950-5325			11/5/14 17:30			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Manes			Regina			Juno Beach			FL			33408-2017			12/2/14 12:19			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mangano			Thomas			West Palm Bch			FL			33406-7736			12/2/14 11:15			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mangos			Bridget			Lakeland			FL			33805-9622			12/2/14 12:57			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Marinak			Bob			Odessa			FL			33556-4951			12/2/14 10:47			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Marlatt			Marilyn			Plantation			FL			33324-2448			12/3/14 8:27			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Marshall			Jack			Melbourne Beach			FL			32951-3124			11/5/14 8:06			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Martin			Paula			Sarasota			FL			34239-5038			12/2/14 11:29			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Martinez			Patricia			South Daytona			FL			32119-3217			12/2/14 14:31			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Martinez			Sarah			Miami			FL			33186-4444			12/3/14 11:19			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mathews			Melissa			Leesburg			FL			34748-8937			12/2/14 11:30			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Matusik`			Angela			Orlando			FL			32806-2334			11/5/14 13:49			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			May			Christopher			Tallahassee			FL			32311-8116			12/2/14 15:54			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mayes			Ron			Titusville			FL			32780-6710			12/2/14 11:51			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. Ron k Mayes 


			Mayl			Nathan			Fort Lauderdale			FL			33301-3183			12/2/14 15:45			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mayo			Rhonda			Indian Harbour Beach			FL			32937-3501			11/9/14 19:01			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			McGarrigle			Kevin			Fresh Meadows			NY			11365			12/3/14 7:11			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			McGovern			Jerilynn			Philadelphia			PA			19148-1620			12/3/14 7:08			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			McInnis			Evelin			Fort Myers			FL			33905-5101			12/3/14 8:04			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			McLarty			Karen			Deland			FL			32724-9010			11/5/14 17:11			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			McNaughton			Dennis			Sarasota			FL			34242-2606			12/2/14 19:25			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mcmillan			David			Melbourne			FL			32940-8059			12/2/14 11:11			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mcmillan			Stuart			Lithia			FL			33547-4825			12/2/14 19:15			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Meale			Marcia			Tallahassee			FL			32303-5841			12/2/14 18:01			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Memmoli			Victor			Lakeland			FL			33813-2529			12/2/14 14:04			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Menendez			Phil			Punta Gorda			FL			33982-2463			12/2/14 17:08			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Metell			Robert			Tampa			FL			33610-5628			11/5/14 18:11			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Miles			Bobby			Orlando			FL			32821-7650			11/5/14 8:59			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Millot			Tracy			Naples			FL			34116-8331			12/2/14 16:53			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Milsom			Justice			Longwood			FL			32779-4941			12/2/14 10:50			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mincey			Chris			Lake Alfred			FL			33850-2919			12/2/14 11:39			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mincey			Sarah			Lake Alfred			FL			33850-2919			12/2/14 12:30			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Minicus			Lee			Orlando			FL			32808-3002			12/2/14 16:47			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Misicka			Ed			Orlando			FL			32818-8436			12/2/14 13:56			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mitchel			Sue and Mike			Plant City			FL			33566-9506			12/2/14 19:50			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mitchell			brenda			Sarasota			FL			34233-3488			12/2/14 17:54			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Munroe			Arnold			Ocoee			FL			34761-6841			11/7/14 18:29			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Murphy			James Wright			Orlando			FL			32806-1443			12/2/14 12:22			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Myers			Paul			Winter Park			FL			32789-1628			12/2/14 12:58			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Myers			Russell			Jacksonville			FL			32246-3665			12/3/14 9:48			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Myjak			Michael			Titusville			FL			32780-3832			12/2/14 11:19			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Naniga			Kent			Jacksonville			FL			32250-2737			12/2/14 11:35			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Narvis			Bill			Melbourne			FL			32940-8622			11/5/14 17:54			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including ePnough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Nasca			Linda			Port Orange			FL			32127-7530			12/2/14 14:00			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Nasib			Fuad			Orlando			FL			32819-3570			12/2/14 14:57			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Needle			Eric			West Melbourne			FL			32904-8078			11/5/14 13:20			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Newlon			Nancy			Bradenton			FL			34209-3234			12/2/14 11:44			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Nibert			Chad			Palm Bay			FL			32909-4504			12/2/14 10:48			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Noury			Rita			Sanford			FL			32771-5212			12/2/14 12:46			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Odierna			Frank			Titusville			FL			32780-2337			12/2/14 14:07			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Oggenfuss			Charlie			Lutz			FL			33558-5419			12/2/14 13:21			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Orsini			Ricardo			Sanford			FL			32771-7987			12/2/14 11:14			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Ortiz			Gerardo			Tampa			FL			33647-3232			12/2/14 15:38			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			PAROLINE			Todd			Merritt Island			FL			32952-4182			11/5/14 9:19			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Pablos			Francisco			Saint Petersburg			FL			33712-5436			12/2/14 11:26			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Page			Mike			New Smyrna Beach			FL			32168-5474			12/2/14 10:42			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Page			Sharon			Pensacola			FL			32506-6045			12/2/14 12:57			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Pantazes			Robert			Fort Myers			FL			33913-8838			12/2/14 12:04			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Partridge			Chelsea			Jacksonville			FL			32221-1881			11/5/14 15:23			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Paulikas			Barbara			Winter Garden			FL			34787-5457			11/5/14 15:48			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Pease			Maryann			Neptune Beach			FL			32266-3156			12/2/14 13:47			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Pedraza			Abdiel			Riverview			FL			33578-3942			12/2/14 11:10			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Peiso			Joseph			Clearwater			FL			33758-8550			12/2/14 14:46			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Pendergast			Rita			St Augustine			FL			32084-2027			12/2/14 11:27			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Perallon			Richard			Palatka			FL			32177-5224			12/2/14 15:52			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Perez			Carlos			Doral			FL			33178-3544			11/5/14 18:32			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Perry			Jane			Panama City			FL			32405-4827			11/5/14 22:13			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Persaud			Christine			Orlando			FL			32803-5332			12/2/14 10:53			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Peterson			Jean			Edwards			CO			81632-1930			12/2/14 19:30			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Pickett			Deana			Winter Park			FL			32792-4615			11/6/14 5:32			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Pike			Craig			Sarasota			FL			34233-3542			12/3/14 7:33			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Pilotte			Louis			Naples			FL			34104-5273			12/2/14 23:37			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Pirok			Alena			Tampa			FL			33613-6514			12/3/14 6:23			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Pitt			Lawrence			Winter Garden			FL			34787-6514			12/2/14 11:04			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Pittinger			Stefan			Parkland			FL			33076-2558			12/2/14 10:55			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Plaatsman			Richard			Jupiter			FL			33477-1317			12/2/14 14:58			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Pomeroy			William			Sarasota			FL			34231-2938			12/2/14 10:52			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Pound			Sean			North Port			FL			34286-8910			12/3/14 12:34			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Pritchard			Scott			Orlando			FL			32817-2047			12/2/14 16:09			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Punderson			John			Titusville			FL			32781-1191			11/5/14 9:24			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Quasius			Pete			Fort Myers			FL			33905-3013			12/3/14 11:40			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Radisewitz			Kevin			Delray Beach			FL			33483-6713			12/2/14 11:41			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rebstock			Jack			Titusville			FL			32780-7817			12/2/14 10:50			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Reed			John			Ormond Beach			FL			32174-5228			12/2/14 19:21			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rexer			Susan			Englewood			FL			34224-9401			12/2/14 12:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Reynolds			Patti			Daytona Beach Shores			FL			32118-5901			12/2/14 17:38			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Reynolds			Richard			Bradenton			FL			34209-2807			12/2/14 11:46			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Richard			Edward			Lakeland			FL			33810-7402			12/2/14 10:58			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rickman			Marsha			Tallahassee			FL			32399-6575			12/3/14 11:04			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rihn			Kay			Englewood			FL			34223-2172			12/2/14 13:05			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rivas			Omara			Miami			FL			33125-4005			11/5/14 21:22			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Robey			Mark			Lake Mary			FL			32746-6611			12/2/14 10:47			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Robinson			Christopher			Palm Bay			FL			32905-4033			12/2/14 11:48			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rogers			Allison			Saint Augustine			FL			32080-7236			12/2/14 13:46			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rose			Doug			Valrico			FL			33596-8240			12/2/14 19:30			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rutemiller			Elizabeth			Tampa			FL			33618-1605			11/3/14 5:47			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Ryan			D			Cape Haze			FL			33946-2309			12/2/14 12:15			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Ryan			Dan			Fort Myers			FL			33967-5273			12/2/14 21:55			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Salem			Michelle			Miami Beach			FL			33141-4412			12/2/14 12:37			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Sarmiento			Douglas			Orlando			FL			32835-5373			12/2/14 11:51			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Sauceman			Barbara			Englewood			FL			34223-3433			12/2/14 18:58			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Schrader			Randy			Orlando			FL			32804-4669			12/2/14 11:29			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Schutter			Rudy			Davie			FL			33324-4120			12/2/14 11:00			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Schwiegerath			Wayne			Apopka			FL			32712-3153			11/12/14 7:27			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Schwiep			Paul			Miami			FL			33133-5431			11/5/14 16:47			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Scott			Judy			Debary			FL			32713-3816			12/2/14 18:19			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Seager			Andrea			Sarasota			FL			34230-3004			11/28/14 9:14			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Seager			Michael			Sarasota			FL			34230-3004			12/2/14 21:16			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Sears			William			Boca Raton			FL			33431-4021			12/2/14 16:12			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Seibert			Mike			Apalachicola			FL			32320-1514			12/2/14 10:36			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Seixas-McCarthy			Stella			Vero Beach			FL			32960-5664			12/2/14 21:24			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Selman			Thomas			Lake City			FL			32025-2775			12/3/14 9:53			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Semann			Raymond			Sarasota			FL			34238-6655			12/2/14 18:43			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Semmer			Paul			Treasure Island			FL			33706-4837			12/2/14 11:01			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Settle			Carl			Bradenton			FL			34203			12/2/14 12:44			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Sharbaugh			Richard			East Palatka			FL			32131-4317			12/2/14 15:31			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Sheree			Quenby			Maitland			FL			32751-6539			11/5/14 17:04			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Shiles			Paul			Ormond Beach			FL			32176-5403			12/2/14 11:31			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Shoaff			Mike			Naples			FL			34105-2505			12/2/14 11:36			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Shoriak			John			Fruitland Park			FL			34731-6759			11/5/14 18:19			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Silanskas			S			Lady Lake			FL			32159-3320			12/2/14 17:00			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Simon			Charlene			St Petersburg			FL			33704-4213			12/3/14 8:22			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Singer			Alan			Ocoee			FL			34761-3134			11/5/14 8:31			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Singer			Crisanda			Bradenton			FL			34209-5356			12/2/14 13:37			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Singerman			Malcolm			Fort Lauderdale			FL			33308-4907			12/3/14 8:20			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Skambis			Kathleen			Orlando			FL			32804-2825			12/2/14 10:34			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Sloane			Marta			Orlando			FL			32801-4248			11/6/14 23:13			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy.  Thank You for considering the many pedestrians and cyclists in Florida! 


			Smith			Gary			Englewood			FL			34223-2009			12/2/14 20:12			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Smith			Kimberly			Atlantic Beach			FL			32233-2218			12/3/14 9:03			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Smith			Thomas			Orlando			FL			32814-9791			11/5/14 13:26			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Smith			Todd			Jacksonville Beach			FL			32250-6674			11/5/14 13:52			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Smith Williams			Jody			Key West			FL			33040-3367			12/2/14 11:21			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Snipper			Cassis			Orlando			FL			32803-4903			12/2/14 11:02			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Sobel			Leslie			Palm Bay			FL			32909-7316			12/2/14 18:00			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Stefopoulos			Dimetrios			Port Richey			FL			34673-1268			12/2/14 11:10			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Stegner			Roger			Lakeland			FL			33810-2342			12/2/14 12:23			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Stiles			Rick			Winter Garden			FL			34787-5158			12/2/14 15:46			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Stjohn			Lee			Sarasota			FL			34232-1049			12/3/14 9:09			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Strom			Ann Marie			Apopka			FL			32712-5690			12/2/14 13:09			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Stroot			Terry			Tampa			FL			33647			12/2/14 11:53			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Strunk			Jim			Winter Haven			FL			33881-8624			12/2/14 18:17			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Stuart			Scott			Winter Park			FL			32792-4304			12/2/14 12:11			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Stubbs			Russell			Titusville			FL			32780-2302			12/2/14 13:47			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Stuck			Eric			Margate			FL			33063-5268			12/2/14 13:35			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Stuckert			Pamela			North Fort Myers			FL			33917-1535			12/2/14 10:43			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Suhar			Sharon			N Ft Myers			FL			33917-2235			12/2/14 17:00			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Sullivan			Rick			Punta Gorda			FL			33950-5011			12/2/14 13:36			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Sytsma			Julia			Melbourne			FL			32940-8625			11/5/14 13:44			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy.  This is especially critical in Brevard County which suffers from a lack of non-motorized trails for bikers and walkers. 


			Tennant			Darin			Merritt Island			FL			32952-4010			11/5/14 12:11			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Thompson			Ray			Orange Park			FL			32003-4954			12/2/14 10:52			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Traub			Waynette			Sanford			FL			32773-7238			12/2/14 11:02			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Triantafellu			Stan			New Smyrna Beach			FL			32168-1827			12/2/14 10:53			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Trimble			Robert			Altamonte Springs			FL			32701-6222			12/2/14 11:06			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Trout			Andrea			Tampa			FL			33647-1051			12/2/14 11:17			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Twining			Jeff			Findlay			OH			45840-6952			12/2/14 13:01			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Tyson			rex			Sarasota			FL			34233-1119			12/2/14 15:20			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Valim			Marcos			Winter Haven			FL			33884-3254			11/5/14 15:20			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Vaughan			Bryan			Crawfordville			FL			32327-0406			12/2/14 11:51			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Vaughan			Susan			Crawfordville			FL			32327-0406			12/2/14 15:08			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Veazey			Jim			Titusville			FL			32780-2574			12/3/14 5:52			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Vickers			Jeff			Tallahassee			FL			32310-8723			12/2/14 10:35			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Vincent			Pierre			North Port			FL			34286-6719			12/2/14 10:51			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Viton			Rafael			Nokomis			FL			34275-5314			12/2/14 11:06			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Vitsky			Brian			Jacksonville			FL			32217-4234			12/2/14 14:40			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Vivas Rivera			Belford			Orlando			FL			32822-5779			11/6/14 17:02			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Waggle			Doug			Pace			FL			32571-8340			12/2/14 12:35			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Walchak			Mark			Bonita Springs			FL			34134-2699			11/5/14 15:48			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Walls			Marilyn			Mount Dora			FL			32757-7836			12/2/14 18:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Walsh			John			Alachua			FL			32615-7096			12/2/14 11:39			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Weisberg			Alan Jay			Boca Raton			FL			33496-4021			12/2/14 17:32			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Wessel			Michelle			Hypoluxo			FL			33462-6182			12/3/14 6:46			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			West			Jeanette			Orlando			FL			32810-5720			12/3/14 4:21			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			White			Lindsay			Bonita Springs			FL			34135-8591			12/2/14 20:17			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Whiteside			Roger			Lake City			FL			32055-7204			12/2/14 13:39			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Wildgrube			Bruce			Bradenton			FL			34208-8495			12/2/14 11:34			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Wilkening			Hal			Middleburg			FL			32068-6620			12/2/14 19:16			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Williams			Summer			St Augustine			FL			32080-9163			12/2/14 10:40			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. LET'S DO IT NOW!!!!!! 


			Winchester			Sara			Jacksonville			FL			32258-1326			12/2/14 19:59			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Winterbauer			Doug			Rotonda West			FL			33947-2223			12/2/14 15:30			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Wisniewski			Richard			Orlando			FL			32828-8537			12/2/14 18:18			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Wood			Jeffrey			Orlando			FL			32801-2107			12/2/14 14:33			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Woodard			Christopher			Largo			FL			33778-3127			12/2/14 11:21			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Woodley			Frank			Boynton Beach			FL			33472-1248			12/2/14 21:00			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Worzalla			Diann			Tallahassee			FL			32311-4180			12/2/14 20:41			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Wright			Howard			Fort Myers			FL			33908-6801			12/2/14 11:02			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Yavalar			Kamila			Bradenton			FL			34209-5918			12/2/14 11:13			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Zack			Cheryl			Palatka			FL			32177-4532			12/3/14 0:23			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			bittner			Mike			Jacksonville			FL			32256-7234			12/2/14 20:14			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			castelli			Lonnie			Austin			TX			78725-2946			12/3/14 8:00			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			comiskey			mitch			Royal Palm Beach			FL			33411-1110			11/5/14 19:24			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			edge			joseph			Delray Beach			FL			33445-7328			12/2/14 18:56			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			fleming			desiree			Boca Raton			FL			33486-5406			11/5/14 16:26			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			helvin			diane			Indian Rocks Beach			FL			33785-2911			11/5/14 14:36			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			laughlin			Elisa			Sarasota			FL			34239-5416			11/5/14 16:05			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			mcpeak			Kevin			Naples			FL			34114-9678			12/2/14 12:37			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			moore			paul			Bristol			VT			05443-1351			12/3/14 6:27			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			nunnally			deborah			Jacksonville			FL			32223-3230			12/2/14 11:37			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			pastore			theresa			Palm Beach			FL			33480-5905			11/10/14 17:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			purifoy			maggie			Pensacola			FL			32504-6470			12/2/14 13:59			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			quigley			janette			Pensacola			FL			32504-7254			11/6/14 11:33			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			rose			susan			Valrico			FL			33596-8240			12/3/14 8:24			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			santucci			tony			Glenshaw			PA			15116-3162			12/3/14 8:07			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			tanner			David			Lakeland			FL			33813-2423			11/5/14 18:34			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			van Blokland			Peter			Micanopy			FL			32667-3448			12/2/14 15:41			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			van Ouwerkerk			Margot			Tampa			FL			33625-4131			12/2/14 10:52			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			van ouwerkerk			robert			Tampa			FL			33625-4131			12/2/14 11:02			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			AGUERO			JESSICA			Miami			FL			33196-5861			9/25/14 10:02			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Aaron			Cynde			Wewahitchka			FL			32465-3133			9/22/14 20:23			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Aaron			Jessica			Gainesville			FL			32601-5560			9/22/14 21:13			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Abendschein			William			Celebration			FL			34747-4036			9/22/14 14:07			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Acker			Cathy			Apopka			FL			32703-4812			9/25/14 6:10			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Ackerman			Paul			West Palm Beach			FL			33410-2005			9/22/14 15:09			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Acosta			Antonio			Homestead			FL			33032-4646			9/30/14 14:50			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Acuff			Robert			Clermont			FL			34711-5718			9/22/14 15:49			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Adams			Ren			Vero Beach			FL			32967-3631			9/23/14 22:00			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Adkins			Charlene			Jacksonville			FL			32223-1372			9/22/14 14:25			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Agaliotis			Dimitrios			Jacksonville			FL			32259-4355			9/25/14 15:21			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Agolini			Gerald			Jacksonville			FL			32221-4402			9/22/14 14:19			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Ainsworth			Kirk			Indian Harbour Beach			FL			32937-2607			9/22/14 20:48			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Albert			Bill			Alva			FL			33920-4637			9/22/14 14:23			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Alden			Jan			Apopka			FL			32703-5299			9/25/14 11:06			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Alderson			Steven			Tallahassee			FL			32312-1593			9/26/14 13:51			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Alemany			Maria			Titusville			FL			32780-5209			9/22/14 20:19			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Ali			Margaret			Delray Beach			FL			33446-6026			9/22/14 14:48			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Alonso			Rod			Miami			FL			33137-4875			9/26/14 9:41			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Altieri			Dianne			Sanibel			FL			33957-4712			9/23/14 11:25			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Altman			William			Lakeland			FL			33803-1716			9/23/14 14:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Alvarez			Nicole			Miami			FL			33129-2350			9/25/14 22:32			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Amaya			Carolina			Miami			FL			33183-4838			9/24/14 19:02			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Amedro			Jerome			St Petersburg			FL			33701-1446			9/22/14 18:17			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Amon			Mike			Venice			FL			34293-0347			9/22/14 16:27			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Anderson			Michael			Nokomis			FL			34275-3402			9/24/14 15:16			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Andrus			Lanson			Lady Lake			FL			32159-5510			9/23/14 9:12			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Anthony			Kirk			Gainesville			FL			32614-2271			9/23/14 10:14			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Antonelli			Joseph			Sarasota			FL			34231-4721			9/23/14 21:59			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Ardito			Marguerite			Satellite Beach			FL			32937-3808			9/27/14 4:52			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Argenio			Jackie			Lakeland			FL			33801-2853			9/23/14 5:54			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Arrington			Thomas			Nokomis			FL			34275-1545			9/22/14 16:00			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Askins			Linda			Indian Rocks Beach			FL			33785-3143			9/23/14 7:39			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bahn			Theodore			Pensacola			FL			32534-9630			9/22/14 14:23			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bailey			Angie			Sanford			FL			32771-4530			9/24/14 16:27			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bailey			Clive			Seminole			FL			33772-2233			9/25/14 8:23			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bailey			Jesse			West Palm Beach			FL			33401-5873			9/26/14 18:05			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bailey			L			Dunedin			FL			34698-2559			9/22/14 15:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bailey			Marcia			Dunedin			FL			34698-1533			9/22/14 14:49			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Baker			Ken			St Augustine			FL			32086-5663			9/22/14 16:06			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Baker			Mark			Coral Springs			FL			33071-6414			9/22/14 21:22			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Baluja			Jose			Miami			FL			33175-4662			9/25/14 13:10			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Banks			Russell			Miami Beach			FL			33139-1460			9/22/14 14:06			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Barcenas			Roberto			Miami			FL			33172-5536			9/30/14 15:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Barker			Marilyn			Debary			FL			32713-2368			9/23/14 15:08			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Barnett			Joseph			Tallahassee			FL			32312-5006			9/23/14 18:54			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bartholomew			Beth			Ormond Beach			FL			32174-3081			9/22/14 17:19			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Basel			Violet			Fort Myers			FL			33905-2409			9/22/14 17:42			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bauer			Douglas			Clearwater			FL			33756-1736			9/24/14 19:50			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bayard			Steve			Cortez			FL			34215-2532			9/22/14 14:29			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Belcastro			Mark			Sunrise			FL			33351-8298			9/22/14 19:22			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Benavides			Nancy			Parkland			FL			33076-3769			9/23/14 13:52			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bennett			Edward			Sebastian			FL			32958-8516			9/22/14 17:01			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Berauer			Bernard			Homosassa			FL			34448-5553			9/22/14 19:11			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Berdayes			Vicente			Miami Shores			FL			33138-2565			9/25/14 20:23			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Berlin			Wade			Jacksonville			FL			32207-3624			9/22/14 14:10			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bernson			Steven			Lady Lake			FL			32159-9248			9/23/14 8:22			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Berring			Frank			Palm City			FL			34990-5714			9/22/14 19:13			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Berry			Arlene			Brooksville			FL			34604-8153			9/24/14 8:23			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Best			Robert			Crystal River			FL			34428-6214			9/24/14 12:50			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Beyer			Beth			St Augustine			FL			32084-2106			9/22/14 17:27			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bidmead			Nick			Haines City			FL			33844-8606			9/22/14 15:00			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Birkenhauer			David			Dunedin			FL			34698-1701			9/24/14 13:40			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy.  Thank you for your consideration of my remarks. 


			Black			Lawrence			Fort Myers			FL			33908-4528			9/22/14 14:49			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Blackett			Kenneth			Fleming Island			FL			32003-4541			9/22/14 14:09			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Blanchard			Bob			Port Richey			FL			34668-6812			9/22/14 14:42			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Blanchard			Jill			Merritt Island			FL			32952-4148			9/25/14 21:15			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Blumel			Raymond			Land O Lakes			FL			34638-6938			9/22/14 19:00			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Boggi			Harriet			Land O Lakes			FL			34637-7444			9/24/14 16:40			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bollenbacher			Rick			Boca Raton			FL			33433-3031			9/22/14 18:36			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bonenberger			Catherine			Bradenton			FL			34203-8083			9/22/14 14:27			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bonilla			Johnny			Kissimmee			FL			34746-2877			9/23/14 10:24			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bonilla			Rosa			Miami Beach			FL			33139-2144			9/22/14 14:14			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Booker			Carol			Maitland			FL			32751-4123			9/25/14 8:03			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bosco			Lynn			Clearwater			FL			33760-1209			9/23/14 18:26			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bosshardt			Richard			Leesburg			FL			34788-3698			9/22/14 18:47			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bourgeois			Jacqueline			Dania Beach			FL			33004-4438			9/28/14 10:43			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bourgeois			Paul			Pembroke Pines			FL			33028-2367			9/27/14 15:52			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bowers			Paul			Saint Johns			FL			32259-5258			9/27/14 0:42			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Boy			Fixie			Surf Side			FL			33154			9/26/14 10:55			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Boyce			Tim			Jacksonville Beach			FL			32250-2875			9/22/14 18:49			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Branker			Jennifer			Orlando			FL			32828-7514			9/22/14 15:29			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Brannock			Gene			Hampton			FL			32044-0095			9/23/14 12:39			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bravo			Francisco			Pembroke Pines			FL			33026-5925			9/22/14 15:52			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Breault			Annette			Delray Beach			FL			33445-5306			9/25/14 4:51			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Brickhouse			Todd			Massapequa Park			NY			11762-1417			9/24/14 20:16			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bridge			Ron			Clermont			FL			34715-8015			9/22/14 19:17			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Briggs			Don			Fleming Island			FL			32003-7767			9/24/14 16:01			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Brinn			Ira			Hollywood			FL			33024-1320			9/22/14 14:05			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Brislin			Kevin			North Port			FL			34291-4028			9/22/14 18:27			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Broderson-Soper			Mary Beth			Lehigh Acres			FL			33972-3713			9/22/14 14:18			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Brown			Christopher			Saint Petersburg			FL			33712-3915			9/23/14 7:33			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Brown			Iain			Apalachicola			FL			32329-0040			9/22/14 17:24			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Brown			Jeffery			Pensacola Beach			FL			32561-2466			9/22/14 15:39			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bruening			Scott			Largo			FL			33774-1106			9/22/14 17:49			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Brugel			John			Sarasota			FL			34242-8716			9/28/14 23:30			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Brugel			John			Sarasota			FL			34242-8716			9/28/14 23:30			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bryan			Joyce			Orange Park			FL			32073-2962			9/22/14 15:53			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bryan			Ken			Tallahassee			FL			32317-5227			9/25/14 15:21			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bryant			Gary			Venice			FL			34293-6607			9/22/14 17:46			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Brzezinski			Mark			Kissimmee			FL			34743-3682			9/23/14 5:55			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Buchan			Charles			Gainesville			FL			32608-6423			9/22/14 19:14			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Buerger			Mark			Bradenton			FL			34207-2686			9/23/14 10:03			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Burke			Annette			Orlando			FL			32829-7226			9/22/14 16:50			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy.  Having trails and bike transport connected with Florida's new rail service would be a great way for the state to keep up with the biking trend sweeping the nation. 


			Burns			Mary			Hypoluxo			FL			33462-5435			9/22/14 15:16			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Burton			Terry			Fort Myers			FL			33966-1506			9/24/14 10:06			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Butler			Amanda			Fruit Cove			FL			32259-3038			9/27/14 13:26			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Butler			Craig			North Miami			FL			33181-3540			9/22/14 21:20			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Butler			Paul			Winter Park			FL			32789-5057			9/24/14 21:03			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Byers			Will			Polk City			FL			33868-5114			9/22/14 14:34			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Calleja			Monica			Miami			FL			33143-2517			9/27/14 15:22			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Campbell			Darrell			Havana			FL			32333-8226			9/22/14 20:45			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Campbell			Scottie			Orlando			FL			32803-2523			9/22/14 15:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Campbell			William			Glen Saint Mary			FL			32040-3700			9/22/14 19:53			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Cantwell			Gordy			Rotonda West			FL			33947-1904			9/23/14 5:09			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Capobianco			Leslie			Apopka			FL			32703-7666			9/22/14 17:19			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Carabeo-Nieva			Pedro			Miami			FL			33127-2116			9/25/14 12:43			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Carey			Will			Brandon			FL			33511-7130			9/24/14 15:56			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Carrafiello			Joseph			Orlando			FL			32835-2363			9/22/14 16:07			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Carson			Tom			Ocala			FL			34472-2189			9/23/14 6:59			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Carter			Philip			Maitland			FL			32751-6474			9/22/14 14:46			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Casey			Brian			Winter Park			FL			32789-5669			9/25/14 13:54			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Cattell			Bill			Winter Springs			FL			32708-4118			9/22/14 16:13			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Chambers			Rebecca			Middleburg			FL			32068-6784			9/22/14 14:39			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Chamoun			Michael			Tampa			FL			33607-6907			9/27/14 11:27			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Charette			Francine			North Port			FL			34286-6719			9/23/14 7:26			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Cherry			Rebecca			Floral City			FL			34436-2010			9/22/14 17:30			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Chiarello			Joseph			Venice			FL			34284-0512			9/24/14 13:18			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Chocola			Susan			Gainesville			FL			32608-9551			9/26/14 16:53			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Ciembronowicz			Kate			St Petersburg			FL			33733-3548			9/26/14 8:44			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Cintron			Vivian			Auburndale			FL			33823-9437			9/22/14 17:15			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Ciordia			Rick			Merritt Island			FL			32952-5647			9/22/14 14:46			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Clarke			David			Parrish			FL			34219-8621			9/25/14 15:41			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Clarke			Eithne			Orlando			FL			32821-5545			9/22/14 14:05			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Clarke			Thomas			Merritt Island			FL			32952-6608			9/22/14 15:10			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Clifford			Carole			Rotonda West			FL			33947-3122			9/23/14 15:46			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Clifford			Clive			Rotonda West			FL			33947-3122			9/23/14 13:31			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy.  Furthermore spending time living in Europe it is encouraging that at long last America is realising the advantages of high speed long distance trains. The decay of the USA rail system has gone on for far too long and put her well behind the other nations in this. 


			Close-Battoe			Marilyn			Gainesville			FL			32603-1203			9/22/14 17:08			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Coffey			Louis			Bay Harbor Islands			FL			33154-1294			9/22/14 15:05			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Collins			Anthony			West Palm Beach			FL			33417-1144			9/26/14 11:30			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Colon			Jose			Miami			FL			33125-4237			9/30/14 18:50			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Comiskey			Jennifer			Royal Palm Beach			FL			33411-1110			9/22/14 21:00			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Cone			Mike			Orlando			FL			32839-5063			9/22/14 17:31			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Conley			Susan			Ponte Vedra			FL			32082-2951			9/23/14 18:44			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Cook			Jeff			Indian Harbour Beach			FL			32937-3618			9/22/14 19:06			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Cook			Miriam			Ormond Beach			FL			32174-3087			9/23/14 4:08			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Cooke			Susie			Tampa			FL			33603-2204			9/22/14 16:26			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Copeland			Damon			Melbourne Beach			FL			32951-2231			9/22/14 17:18			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Copp			Jennifer			Winter Springs			FL			32708-2007			9/23/14 9:55			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Core Jr			Thomas			Winter Garden			FL			34787-2704			9/22/14 20:00			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Cornett			Teresa			Orange Park			FL			32072			9/23/14 2:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Cornett			Teresa			Orange Park			FL			32073-4132			9/22/14 17:45			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Cortes			Emilio			Apopka			FL			32703-3369			9/22/14 15:36			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Cote			Gale			Melbourne			FL			32940-6721			9/22/14 18:09			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Couchon			Phil			Stuart			FL			34997-3287			9/22/14 17:30			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Cox			Bruce			Crystal River			FL			34428-2708			9/22/14 17:30			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Cox			Robert			Deland			FL			32720-2537			9/22/14 14:53			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Cranston			Cameron			Winter Springs			FL			32708-4620			9/22/14 19:36			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Craycraft			Don			Port Charlotte			FL			33980-4276			9/23/14 8:18			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Cremer			Dan			Tampa			FL			33606-3919			9/22/14 14:43			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Crick			Ken			Daytona Beach			FL			32124-2039			9/24/14 18:29			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Cumming			Jack			Naples			FL			34108-2788			9/25/14 6:09			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Cuttic			Andrew			The Villages			FL			32162-5100			9/23/14 9:10			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Cyr			James			Fort Myers			FL			33919-2125			9/22/14 19:18			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			DIX			ANDREW			Orlando			FL			32825-3337			9/24/14 21:16			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Danis			Karen			Port Charlotte			FL			33980-4205			9/22/14 14:30			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Darbro			Michelle			Ft Lauderdale			FL			33312-6067			9/25/14 10:27			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Dawson			William			Tampa			FL			33618-2121			9/22/14 14:19			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			DeGraff			Gary			Ocala			FL			34476-3884			9/22/14 15:50			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			DeShazo			Malcolm			Winter Springs			FL			32708-3113			9/23/14 8:41			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Deck			Wayne			Cape Canaveral			FL			32920-3647			9/22/14 15:02			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Dejaeger			Susan			Fort Pierce			FL			34982-8044			9/23/14 15:34			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Delegal			Darin			Jacksonville			FL			32225-5772			9/23/14 7:46			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Delgado			Daniel			Miami			FL			33145-2893			9/25/14 8:22			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Dellenger			Art			Mount Dora			FL			32757-7806			9/22/14 15:39			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Demarco			James			Umatilla			FL			32784-8836			9/23/14 8:11			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Demichele			Vincent			Stuart			FL			34994-7430			9/23/14 5:45			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Denski			Michele			Lake Worth			FL			33461-5735			9/24/14 5:17			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Derouin			Alan			New Port Richey			FL			34654-4550			9/22/14 14:29			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Diaz			Adelberto			Frostproof			FL			33843-9734			9/26/14 7:48			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Diaz-Vera			Maggie			Miami			FL			33176-0954			9/25/14 9:10			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Dickel			Sabine			Micanopy			FL			32667-4221			9/23/14 2:03			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Dicken			Jeff			Altamonte Springs			FL			32714-4573			9/22/14 16:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Dietrich			Don			Tallahassee			FL			32310-6406			9/22/14 20:44			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Dietrich			William			Lakewood Ranch			FL			34202-2228			9/25/14 5:12			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Dilley			Don			Pensacola			FL			32503-3232			9/22/14 19:09			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Dinkla			Walter			Florahome			FL			32140-2848			9/22/14 14:16			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Dipietro			Roberto			Venice			FL			34292-6411			9/22/14 18:37			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Djernes			Phil			Tampa			FL			33626-1707			9/22/14 16:25			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Doherty			Joan			Fort Myers			FL			33912-0208			9/27/14 5:11			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Doliner			Stuart			Ormond Beach			FL			32174-3845			9/22/14 16:08			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Doner			Dawn			Plant City			FL			33563-3245			9/27/14 8:41			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Dorsey			Ric			Lake Mary			FL			32746-3369			9/24/14 21:00			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Dorshorst			Stephen			Naples			FL			34110-6424			9/24/14 18:26			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Doughty			Darrell			Palm Coast			FL			32137-9443			9/25/14 6:43			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Doughty			Robert			Jacksonville			FL			32216-9195			9/23/14 12:02			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Dove			Gordon			Orange City			FL			32763-6302			9/25/14 7:39			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Dovenberg			Evan			Miami			FL			33176-3120			9/25/14 12:56			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Dower			Robert			Sarasota			FL			34241-5761			9/22/14 22:25			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Drooger			Jayne			Lutz			FL			33559-3207			9/25/14 10:52			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Dubois			Kathleen			Gainesville			FL			32609-3968			9/23/14 7:30			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Dudley			Gregory			Ormond Beach			FL			32174-3408			9/22/14 17:00			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Duga			Susan			Tampa			FL			33647-2787			9/24/14 5:45			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Dwyer			Timothy			W Melbourne			FL			32904-7535			9/24/14 19:30			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Ebbert			Walt			Navarre			FL			32566-9169			9/30/14 9:50			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Eckert			Rose			Jacksonville			FL			32225-4946			9/22/14 17:07			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Eckman			Brian			Tampa			FL			33618-2000			9/23/14 12:37			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Eddy			Geraldine			Pensacola			FL			32514-7830			9/23/14 8:12			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Edgerley			Michael			Tampa			FL			33626-1828			9/22/14 14:53			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Eisenhauer			Emily			Miami Beach			FL			33139-4832			9/25/14 11:07			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Elia,  RN			Cynthia			Minneola			FL			34715-5636			9/22/14 22:56			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Ellison			Debra			Gainesville			FL			32605-2605			9/22/14 15:42			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Enchautegui			Jose			Kissimmee			FL			34743-5304			9/23/14 5:53			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Engel			Mark			Stuart			FL			34997-8253			9/22/14 14:33			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Engleman			Harry			Wesley Chapel			FL			33544-1583			9/22/14 20:49			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Epstein			Howard			Jacksonville			FL			32205-9419			9/30/14 4:08			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Epstein			Scott			Lake Worth			FL			33467-7107			9/22/14 16:34			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Erdman			William			Maitland			FL			32751-4832			9/22/14 18:01			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Erwin			Jennifer			Clearwater			FL			33760-2611			9/22/14 15:49			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Eskelin			Kris			High Springs			FL			32643-5986			9/22/14 18:10			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Estep Jr			Jack			Hobe Sound			FL			33455-7532			9/29/14 12:42			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Estrada			Chris			Rotonda West			FL			33947-2866			9/22/14 14:11			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Evans			Jeff			Belle Isle			FL			32809-3573			9/22/14 18:27			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Evans			Stephen P.			Lecanto			FL			34460-1138			9/23/14 13:25			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Fainer			Martin			Saint James City			FL			33956-2370			9/22/14 17:27			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Faraguna			Michael			Sunrise			FL			33351-5900			9/24/14 14:05			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Farrell			Jeanene			Palm Coast			FL			32164-6407			9/24/14 8:18			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Fathpour			Sasan			Orlando			FL			32814-6119			9/30/14 12:45			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Feld			robb			Oldsmar			FL			34677-3636			9/24/14 19:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Fendrick			Dayna			Naples			FL			34103-3248			9/23/14 14:57			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Fendya			Jim			Clearwater			FL			33759-3624			9/22/14 20:06			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Fernandez			Angelo			Sunrise			FL			33323-2673			9/22/14 14:46			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Fetzek			Michael			Bradenton			FL			34209-1011			9/24/14 21:59			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Finnerty			John			Dade City			FL			33523-6219			9/22/14 20:43			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Flautt			Susan			St Augustine			FL			32084-1696			9/23/14 16:33			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Fogo			Scott			Englewood			FL			34223-3048			9/22/14 16:17			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Fossler			Elaine			Palm Bay			FL			32907-2421			9/23/14 8:08			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Fox			Melissa			Gainesville			FL			32653-2833			9/22/14 22:37			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Franzmann			Robert			Sarasota			FL			34240-8957			9/22/14 14:22			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			French			Jayson			West Palm Bch			FL			33405-3353			9/22/14 19:39			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Frese			Dan			Sarasota			FL			34243-3374			9/25/14 5:32			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Frey			Pat			Monticello			FL			32344-4413			9/22/14 14:26			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Frish			David			Oviedo			FL			32765-5917			9/24/14 23:33			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Furlow			Chris			Gainesville			FL			32605-5148			9/22/14 15:42			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gabhart			Carl			Saint Cloud			FL			34771-9570			9/22/14 19:41			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Galloway			Anne			Saint Augustine			FL			32084-4856			9/22/14 16:16			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gamble			Paul			Cocoa			FL			32927-8018			9/22/14 14:15			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gates			Jeff			Bradenton			FL			34203-5349			9/25/14 8:15			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gates			John			Clermont			FL			34711-3423			9/23/14 6:08			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gates			Karen			Gulfport			FL			33707-5410			9/23/14 6:49			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gauthier			Stephen			Chuluota			FL			32766-8414			9/22/14 14:35			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gehner			Wayne			Wimauma			FL			33598-4004			9/27/14 17:05			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gehring			Cheryl			Venice			FL			34293-1936			9/22/14 17:17			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Get			D			Brandon			FL			33511-2389			9/25/14 4:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gilbert			Donna			Hampton			FL			32044			9/22/14 18:56			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gill			Andrew			Gainesville			FL			32609-2285			9/22/14 18:54			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gilland			David			Gainesville			FL			32605-4810			9/26/14 11:21			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gleacher			Jeff			Merritt Island			FL			32953-4863			9/22/14 17:30			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Goethe			Robert			Crystal River			FL			34428-2742			9/22/14 17:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Goike			Dan			Naples			FL			34110-1445			9/22/14 14:05			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gonzales			Joe			Lakewood Ranch			FL			34240-8471			9/22/14 17:16			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gonzalez			Adela			Miami Shores			FL			33138-2913			9/22/14 16:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gonzalez			Dan			Altamonte Spg			FL			32701-2723			9/22/14 18:21			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Goodison			Crystal			Gainesville			FL			32601-3718			9/25/14 9:40			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gordon			Scott			Melbourne			FL			32935-3707			9/22/14 20:31			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gorman			Stephen			Holmes Beach			FL			34218-1368			9/22/14 16:27			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gouveia Marques			Dave			Pompano			FL			33064			9/22/14 23:53			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Graham			Sherrie			Leesburg			FL			34788-9699			9/24/14 9:16			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Granato			Robert			Winter Garden			FL			34787-5509			9/26/14 13:33			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gravelle			Norm			Punta Gorda			FL			33950-2045			9/22/14 14:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gray			Jennifer			Largo			FL			33773-1928			9/22/14 16:32			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Greenberg			Mitchell			Maitland			FL			32751-7406			9/25/14 14:03			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Greenwell			Kenny			Winter Haven			FL			33881-9034			9/25/14 9:41			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Greenwood			Charles			Rockledge			FL			32955-4016			9/22/14 15:12			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Greiwe			Richard			Naples			FL			34108-7201			9/24/14 14:48			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Griffin			Kennneth			Leesburg			FL			34748-7737			9/22/14 14:09			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Griffith			Darren			Melbourne			FL			32904-9005			9/22/14 14:03			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Grossman			Marc			Altamonte Springs			FL			32714-7503			9/30/14 17:11			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Grunthal			Melvyn			Summrlnd Key			FL			33042-4434			9/22/14 14:09			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Guier			Rose			Pompano Beach			FL			33060-7226			9/23/14 18:30			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Guillen			Natalie			Coral Gables			FL			33134-2462			9/25/14 12:59			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Haicken			Barry			Belleair Bluffs			FL			33770-1311			9/23/14 1:09			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Halfhill			Dennis			Tallahassee			FL			32312-9081			9/23/14 6:27			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hall			Jesse			Indian Harbour Beach			FL			32937-4295			9/25/14 9:04			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hallock			Carla			Englewood			FL			34224-8755			9/22/14 15:37			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hamilton			David			Brooksville			FL			34601-8726			9/22/14 14:17			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hammer			Bruce			THE VILLAGES			FL			32162			9/25/14 5:04			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hammond			Diana			N Ft Myers			FL			33917-3084			9/24/14 17:06			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hancharuk			Mark			Eustis			FL			32726-2502			9/22/14 16:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hanni			Don			Panama City			FL			32401-1975			9/22/14 19:20			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hargrove			Jocelyn			Paisley			FL			32767-0060			9/22/14 14:20			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Harrelson			Beth			Lakeland			FL			33813-3620			9/25/14 9:01			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Harris			Lynda			Sarasota			FL			34233-4836			9/26/14 16:43			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hartley			John			Jacksonville			FL			32223-5010			9/22/14 14:30			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hartzler			Gary			Bradenton			FL			34208-8004			9/23/14 7:01			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Harvey			Michael			Glen Saint Mary			FL			32040-1211			9/22/14 15:27			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hauptman			Laurie			Orlando			FL			32806-5740			9/24/14 19:07			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Havlick			Bob			Nokomis			FL			34275-5818			9/24/14 12:07			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hawker			Don			South Pasadena			FL			33707-3860			9/22/14 14:57			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Haws			Randall			Coral Springs			FL			33077-0905			9/30/14 12:02			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hayes			Tim			Lutz			FL			33549-6986			9/22/14 16:17			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hearn			Alan			Chipley			FL			32428-5594			9/22/14 14:18			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Heath			Sharon			Palmetto			FL			34221-5809			9/22/14 15:10			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Helms			Harlan			Havana			FL			32333-4470			9/23/14 6:34			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Helvin			John			Indian Rocks Beach			FL			33785-2911			9/23/14 20:06			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Henderson			Karl			Sarasota			FL			34243-5185			9/22/14 15:45			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Henry			Clay			Land O Lakes			FL			34639-5470			9/22/14 21:17			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Herman			Marc			Boca Raton			FL			33496-6513			9/22/14 18:25			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hernandez			ALex			Miami			FL			33176-1728			9/26/14 11:01			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hernandez			Dean			Ocala			FL			34480-8830			9/23/14 4:40			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hertel			Tom			Winter Park			FL			32792-3504			9/22/14 14:03			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hester			Gena			Zephyrhills			FL			33545-6026			9/22/14 15:26			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Heydemann			Paul			Miami			FL			33183-3091			9/22/14 14:30			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hindman			Kathy			Tampa			FL			33629-6903			9/22/14 14:26			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hines			Debra			Titusville			FL			32796-2324			9/22/14 19:43			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hobmeier			Theresa			Tamarac			FL			33321-2214			9/22/14 18:47			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hodge			Doreen			Palm Coast			FL			32137-8345			9/22/14 18:11			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hoke			Ginger			Lake Mary			FL			32746-4003			9/26/14 17:10			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Holloway-Adkins			Karen			Indialantic			FL			32903-2101			9/23/14 17:55			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Holmes			Bob			Williston			FL			32696-5813			9/27/14 8:59			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Horne			Donald			Winter Park			FL			32792-4317			9/30/14 18:41			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Horseman			Tom			Haines City			FL			33844-9718			9/25/14 7:27			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Horseman			Tom			Haines City			FL			33844-9718			9/24/14 19:44			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hotovec			Cheryl			Jacksonville			FL			32258-2298			9/22/14 17:53			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Houghton			Erik			Summerfield			FL			34491-5685			9/22/14 18:49			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hoyt			J N			Coral Gables			FL			33146-1336			9/22/14 14:08			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hughes			James			Jacksonville Beach			FL			32250-4788			9/22/14 15:52			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hughes			Matthew			Jacksonville			FL			32244-5340			9/23/14 6:59			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hunt			Cyndi			Tallahassee			FL			32305-8404			9/22/14 14:21			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hunt			Cyndi			Tallahassee			FL			32305-8404			9/25/14 5:50			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hunter			Willard			Bonita Springs			FL			34134-1638			9/22/14 14:39			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hutchison			Michael			Wilton Manors			FL			33305			9/24/14 7:16			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Ibaugh			Vicki			Orlando			FL			32828-7721			9/22/14 14:08			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Inganamort			P. Gary			Sarasota			FL			34239-5228			9/22/14 14:40			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Ingham			James			Fernandina Beach			FL			32034-8477			9/22/14 17:51			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Ingham			Michael			Miami			FL			33131-2578			9/22/14 18:41			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Jackson			Jarl			Tallahassee			FL			32304-3322			9/22/14 18:48			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Jaindl			B			Jupiter			FL			33458-8770			9/22/14 14:07			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Jakuboski			Steven			Parrish			FL			34219-6944			9/22/14 17:54			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			James			JD			Tallahassee			FL			32308-3844			9/25/14 7:18			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			James			T.Mark & Patricia J.			Port St Lucie			FL			34987-2512			9/24/14 19:31			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Janack			James			Gulfport			FL			33707-4247			9/23/14 10:39			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Jansel			Aldo			Miami			FL			33136-3546			9/26/14 23:40			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Jansen			Stephen			Fort Myers			FL			33919-3108			9/22/14 14:02			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Jennings			Thomas			Winter Haven			FL			33881-3153			9/22/14 14:13			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Joannou, Jr.			Benjamin			Pinecrest			FL			33156-7046			9/22/14 14:49			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Johnson			Carl			Sarasota			FL			34233-4828			9/22/14 15:24			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Johnson			Cathy			Apopka			FL			32712-1724			9/22/14 14:09			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Johnson			Charles			St Augustine			FL			32080-7650			9/24/14 18:26			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Johnson			Dallas			Tallahassee			FL			32309-2136			9/29/14 7:02			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Johnson			Russell C.			Venice			FL			34285-2831			9/22/14 16:34			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Johnston			George			Orange Park			FL			32065-7445			9/22/14 16:40			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Johnston			Mark			Naples			FL			34112-7748			9/22/14 16:20			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Jones			Bubba			Panama City			FL			32405-2131			9/22/14 15:35			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Jones			Jimmy			Panama City			FL			32404-8428			9/22/14 15:00			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Jones			Thomas and Ramona			Tampa			FL			33606-4019			9/23/14 13:11			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Joseph			Bradford			Jacksonville			FL			32223-0784			9/23/14 13:04			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Julian			Frank			Deland			FL			32724-1238			9/22/14 16:04			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kaleniak			Eugene			Enterprise			FL			32725-2470			9/22/14 17:15			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kales			Judythe			Cape Coral			FL			33991-4360			9/23/14 6:48			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kammer			Drew			Apopka			FL			32712-3819			9/22/14 20:47			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kastl			Peter			Destin			FL			32541-5303			9/22/14 15:26			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Katz			Jonathan			Miami			FL			33131-3264			9/25/14 16:31			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kaye			Judith Teller			Boca Raton			FL			33432-3908			9/23/14 0:15			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Keiser			Maury			St Augustine			FL			32086-8885			9/22/14 14:23			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Keller			Glenn			Palm Beach			FL			33480-6244			9/24/14 11:00			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Keller			Jessica			Miami			FL			33155-3923			9/25/14 13:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Keller			Susannah			Tarpon Spgs			FL			34689-7148			9/22/14 16:23			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kelley			Patrick			The Villages			FL			32162-2347			9/22/14 17:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kelly			Gary			Hollywood			FL			33019-2000			9/23/14 5:52			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kelly			Willaim			Melbourne Beach			FL			32951-2414			9/26/14 15:56			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kennedy			Candis			Zephyrhills			FL			33540-1836			9/24/14 21:03			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy.  Besides the automated message up there, I would like this project to receive financial support because I am personally, a bonefied pedestrian and cyclist. If I'm not in school or working, I'm out and about for days or weeks at state parks and on trails from rails to trails. Any help would be great. 


			Kennedy			Nancy			St Augustine			FL			32086-5711			9/22/14 18:40			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kennedy			Shannon			Clearwater			FL			33761-3530			9/24/14 19:10			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kerpel			Marcos			Miami			FL			33179-1645			9/22/14 14:19			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kersting			Donald			Tampa			FL			33624-6954			9/22/14 15:46			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kiester			Mark			Gainesville			FL			32603-1729			9/22/14 15:47			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			King			Samuel			Venice			FL			34293-2951			9/23/14 6:34			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kirby			P			Leesburg			FL			34788-2608			9/22/14 19:41			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kirkpatrick			Robert			Longwood			FL			32779			9/22/14 15:07			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kittle			Sue			Green Cove Springs			FL			32043-3443			9/22/14 15:30			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kleinhans			gerard			Palm Coast			FL			32137-8151			9/26/14 14:10			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kodatt			George			Jacksonville			FL			32223-0718			9/22/14 15:00			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kon			Joan			Sunrise			FL			33322-2740			9/24/14 19:09			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Koontz			Leslie			Debary			FL			32713-3278			9/22/14 17:11			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Koontz			Warren			Venice			FL			34292-2453			9/23/14 8:58			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Korbelak			Christopher			Royal Palm Beach			FL			33411-1573			9/26/14 9:47			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Krall			Alan			Orlando			FL			32822-1749			9/27/14 14:30			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kreuter			Karen			Dunedin			FL			34698-9415			9/26/14 13:41			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kridel			Kathryn			Cortez			FL			34215-2529			9/24/14 21:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kring			Michael			Atlantic Beach			FL			32233-5614			9/22/14 18:16			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project and ecourage  all rail corridors and former corridors present plans to include trails programs and such change must be part of any change of use plan of a corridor  This can  lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Krzeminski			Jamie			Winter Park			FL			32789-5626			9/24/14 7:33			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kursman			Sabin			Orlando			FL			32829-8535			9/22/14 14:33			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kurtz			Paul			Tampa			FL			33607-1462			9/23/14 8:55			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kyle			William			Sanford			FL			32773-5966			9/29/14 19:48			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			LaRosa			Larry			Loxahatchee			FL			33470-3393			9/22/14 17:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lairson			Sally			Winter Park			FL			32789-1602			9/24/14 20:00			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Landry			Donald			Winter Haven			FL			33884-2975			9/23/14 6:54			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Langefeld			Karl			Coral Springs			FL			33071-6038			9/22/14 19:19			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Langer			Bart			Bradenton			FL			34207			9/22/14 19:32			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Langton			Dawn			St Augustine			FL			32084-5026			9/24/14 20:46			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Laurie			David			Kissimmee			FL			34744-5253			9/30/14 17:40			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lawrence			Harriet			Green Cove Springs			FL			32043-3443			9/25/14 8:14			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lawrence Iii			Henry			Panama City			FL			32401-1021			9/22/14 14:55			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Leach			Lynda			Fort Myers			FL			33966-5734			9/22/14 14:07			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Leach			Tim			Nokomis			FL			34275-5223			9/22/14 14:34			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lecuyer			Kaye			Estero			FL			33928-2672			9/24/14 21:19			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lee			Kathy			Clearwater			FL			33761-2755			9/22/14 15:01			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Leland			Wayne			Winter Park			FL			32792-9307			9/22/14 14:07			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lenzholzer			Ania			Miami			FL			33133-2515			9/25/14 17:23			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Leon			Daigo			South Miami			FL			33143-4909			9/25/14 13:47			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Leonard			Fred			West Melbourne			FL			32904-2405			9/22/14 17:48			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lewis			Gary			Orange Park			FL			32073-5900			9/22/14 16:19			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lichfoldt			Chris			Largo			FL			33771-3445			9/22/14 14:29			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lill			Dave			Palm Beach Gardens			FL			33410-5406			9/22/14 15:39			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lilly			Don			Orlando			FL			32810-2440			9/22/14 18:40			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lin			Jeffrey			Miami			FL			33136-3105			9/25/14 14:19			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lindamood			Brad			Coral Springs			FL			33076-3629			9/22/14 14:12			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lineback			Janet			Miami			FL			33133-3186			9/22/14 15:35			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lineberry			Stephen			Punta Gorda			FL			33950-5414			9/22/14 15:44			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Litzinger			Lewis			Tallahassee			FL			32309-2813			9/22/14 14:45			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lockrey			Leroy			Zolfo Springs			FL			33890-3409			9/23/14 15:56			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Logan			Ed			Palm Coast			FL			32164-2585			9/24/14 13:55			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Long			Jim			Melbourne			FL			32935-4414			9/22/14 22:10			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Love			Kimball			Okeechobee			FL			34972-9668			9/22/14 21:00			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lovely			Gene			Sanford			FL			32773-7342			9/24/14 20:41			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lucius			Frank			Salt Springs			FL			32134-6203			9/22/14 15:41			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Ludwig			David			Jacksonville			FL			32257-8805			9/22/14 15:19			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lugo			Edrei			Cape Coral			FL			33914-5518			9/22/14 20:17			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lukowicz			Jane			Cape Coral			FL			33914-7051			9/23/14 7:24			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Luks			Rachel			Ormond Beach			FL			32174-1480			9/24/14 18:03			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			MARK			GEORGE			Deerfield Beach			FL			33443-0258			9/22/14 20:11			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			MacKay			James			Tampa			FL			33604-5127			9/22/14 14:22			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Machado			Eric			Miami			FL			33165-4237			9/27/14 19:18			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mades			Rick			Delray Beach			FL			33484-8832			9/22/14 18:37			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Magee			Polly			Largo			FL			33778-2615			9/22/14 15:49			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Maillard			Carolyn			Orlando			FL			32833-5318			9/27/14 14:06			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Majick			David			Avon Park			FL			33825-6019			9/22/14 14:15			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Maley			Janet			Crestview			FL			32536-9003			9/22/14 23:13			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mangus			Jack			Ocala			FL			34481-6204			9/22/14 14:40			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mann			Jane			Tallahassee			FL			32312-1422			9/22/14 19:24			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  As our population increases and sprerads out, it is important to offer access by bicycle and pedestrian traffic planning and inclusion in development.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mannino			Clare			Bradenton			FL			34203-6511			9/22/14 14:13			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Marchant			Captain Jeff			Boca Raton			FL			33431-8240			9/27/14 8:17			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Marchant			Captain Jeff			Boca Raton			FL			33431-8236			9/23/14 8:18			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Marcotte			Ron			Venice			FL			34285-3723			9/29/14 3:16			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Markey			Clifford			Hudson			FL			34667-6929			9/25/14 18:15			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Markovich			Carlos			Miami			FL			33185-4102			9/25/14 10:27			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Marks			Dennis R			Casselberry			FL			32707-2613			9/22/14 15:09			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Marshall			Philip			Winter Park			FL			32789-1507			9/25/14 7:37			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Martin			Barry			Titusville			FL			32780-4822			9/22/14 14:10			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Martin			Susanne			Sarasota			FL			34232-2272			9/22/14 14:36			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone tgo enjoy. 


			Mathes			Mark			Ponte Vedra Beach			FL			32082-3115			9/24/14 13:00			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Matthews			Dave			Tampa			FL			33624-1035			9/24/14 17:22			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mc Donald & Family			Jack			The Villages			FL			32162-6608			9/23/14 11:11			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			McClelland			Hugh			Palm Coast			FL			32137-2470			9/23/14 6:41			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			McClure			Matthew			Miami			FL			33145-3515			9/25/14 13:48			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			McCurdy			Todd			Orlando			FL			32814-6752			9/22/14 16:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities. Not to mention the Tourism benefits!!!  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			McDuffie			Kelly			Wesley Chapel			FL			33544-1544			9/26/14 19:17			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			McElroy			Jennifer			New Smyrna Beach			FL			32168-6247			9/22/14 22:17			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			McKelvey			Linda			Sarasota			FL			34232-5337			9/22/14 14:33			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			McKenna			Karen			Mount Dora			FL			32757-4894			9/22/14 14:46			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			McLarry			Roger			Estero			FL			33928-2672			9/25/14 7:23			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mccoy			Joe			Orlando			FL			32818-9017			9/22/14 14:31			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mccranie			Dan			Jacksonville			FL			32210-7480			9/22/14 14:46			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mcgee			Mark			Winter Springs			FL			32708-5421			9/22/14 15:45			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mcglone			Colleen			New Port Richey			FL			34655-2505			9/22/14 17:44			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mckenzie			Kitty			Palm Coast			FL			32164-5506			9/22/14 15:01			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mckeown			Tj			Palm Bay			FL			32907-1166			9/22/14 14:20			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mckinney			Rawlins			Santa Rosa Beach			FL			32459-6389			9/24/14 13:47			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mclam			Sue			Ocala			FL			34481-8659			9/22/14 15:06			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mclemore			Scott			Orlando			FL			32819-3317			9/22/14 14:59			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mcnichols			Sheryl			Jacksonville			FL			32223-5014			9/24/14 11:21			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mcnicol			Lottie			Sarasota			FL			34231-4637			9/24/14 19:13			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mcpherson			James			Tampa			FL			33609-2605			9/25/14 10:23			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Meadors			John			Winter Garden			FL			34787-8841			9/24/14 21:40			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Melvin			Denise			Deerfield Beach			FL			33441-3618			9/22/14 16:10			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mendes De Oliveira			Nuno Pereira			Miami			FL			33152-3882			9/22/14 20:04			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mendez			ingrid			Miami			FL			33126-5421			9/30/14 23:10			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mertens			John			Safety Harbor			FL			34695-5631			9/22/14 15:09			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Messer			Keith			Spring Hill			FL			34607-2606			9/24/14 13:32			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Messer			Scott			Dunedin			FL			34698-3701			9/25/14 9:56			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Messina			Carol			Ormond Beach			FL			32174-7066			9/22/14 14:21			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Metell			Bob			Tampa			FL			33610-5628			9/22/14 18:15			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Middleton			Lane			Coral Gables			FL			33134-5257			9/22/14 16:24			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Miller			Bruce			Fort Myers			FL			33919			9/23/14 14:33			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Milligan			Daniel			Deltona			FL			32728-5327			9/30/14 16:52			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Milo			Laura			St Petersburg			FL			33703-2722			9/23/14 0:21			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mings			Phil			Winter Spgs			FL			32708-4416			9/25/14 7:20			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mitchell			Thomas			St Augustine			FL			32080-6987			9/22/14 16:45			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Modzel			Stanley			Lakeland			FL			33813-5602			9/22/14 14:14			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Moncaster			Ross			Kissimmee			FL			34746-4903			9/24/14 17:29			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Moolhuizen			Peter			Cocoa			FL			32926-3165			9/22/14 21:06			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Moore			Marlin			Saint Petersburg			FL			33713-1717			9/28/14 9:43			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Moore			Michelle			Davie			FL			33324-4212			9/23/14 13:00			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Moore			Penelope			Pensacola			FL			32504-6702			9/23/14 7:38			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Moraitis			Andreas			Winter Park			FL			32789-4810			9/22/14 16:30			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Moran			Cassy			Palm Coast			FL			32164-3214			9/24/14 16:37			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Moretto			Susan			Tarpon Springs			FL			34689-8205			9/28/14 8:35			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Morgan			Harrel			Altamonte Springs			FL			32701-2619			9/22/14 14:21			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Morgan			Robert			Englewood			FL			34224-3903			9/22/14 14:15			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Moriarty			Bill			Polk City			FL			33868-5131			9/22/14 15:33			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Morris			Brian			Seminole			FL			33776-2921			9/22/14 20:01			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Morris			Robyn			Miami Beach			FL			33141-3865			9/30/14 13:18			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mottel			Joy			Palm Coast			FL			32137-1491			9/22/14 16:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mulvey			Jim			New Smyrna Beach			FL			32168-2041			9/23/14 9:58			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mumbleau			Marc			Orlando			FL			32828-7739			9/24/14 15:12			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Munns			John			Palm Bay			FL			32907-9427			9/22/14 21:04			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Murray			Sean			Coral Gables			FL			33134-3622			9/25/14 12:39			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Musante			Jim			New Smyrna Beach			FL			32168-9384			9/22/14 14:06			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Muscatello			Fred			Maitland			FL			32751-4007			9/22/14 14:44			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Nagy			David & Heather			Hernando			FL			34442-4578			9/22/14 15:43			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Nagy			Joe			Sarasota			FL			34235-2003			9/24/14 11:37			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Nanny			Jackie			White Springs			FL			32096-0010			9/22/14 19:34			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Natiello			Thomas			Miami			FL			33124-8524			9/22/14 18:41			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Nayak			Jennifer			Fort Lauderdale			FL			33301-3162			9/30/14 11:32			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Nazario			Angel			Mascotte			FL			34753-9646			9/22/14 19:59			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Neal			Augusta			Miami			FL			33133-4708			9/22/14 14:33			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Neilson			Valerie			Miami Beach			FL			33139-5467			9/26/14 20:54			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Nelson			Emily			Largo			FL			33771-2163			9/22/14 14:47			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Nelson			Rick			Tarpon Springs			FL			34689-2712			9/22/14 15:49			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Nelson			Roy			Gainesville			FL			32605-3433			9/22/14 14:06			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Neuweiler			Kenny			Titusville			FL			32796-1403			9/22/14 18:54			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Newman			Joyce			Coral Gables			FL			33146-3107			9/25/14 15:07			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Nicgorski			Dan			North Miami			FL			33181-1309			9/22/14 15:52			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Nichols			Derek			New Port Richey			FL			34653-6433			9/22/14 14:19			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Nicklaus			Diane			Key West			FL			33040-4602			9/24/14 15:35			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Niezur			Conrad			The Villages			FL			32162-4355			9/23/14 13:12			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Nilssen			Lynn			Sarasota			FL			34242-2722			9/22/14 14:19			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Nolan			William			Mulberry			FL			33860-8526			9/22/14 14:41			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Nygard			John			Clearwater			FL			33767-2822			9/22/14 14:43			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Nyman			Eric			Wilton Manors			FL			33334-2533			9/23/14 12:50			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			O'Connor			David			Gainesville			FL			32641-0609			9/22/14 20:18			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			O'Connor			Sue			Fort Myers			FL			33912-0203			9/25/14 1:59			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			O'Leary			Dan			Kissimmee			FL			34747-9153			9/22/14 14:44			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			OConnor			Jennifer			Sarasota			FL			34234-7340			9/22/14 14:08			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			ONeill			Mike			Sarasota			FL			34243-3890			9/22/14 19:18			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			OROZCO			CARMEN			Miami			FL			33242-0709			9/30/14 17:48			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. Sincerely, Carmen Orozco PO Box 420709 Miami, FL 33242 


			Ohnstad			David			Leesburg			FL			34748-6826			9/22/14 15:57			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Olinger			Derek			Lake Mary			FL			32746-3955			9/24/14 23:45			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Olson			Thomas			Palm City			FL			34990-4830			9/22/14 17:50			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Osborn			Alan			Saint Augustine			FL			32092-3430			9/22/14 17:01			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Osborn			Delbert			Lynn Haven			FL			32444-3520			9/22/14 15:41			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Ostermann			Nicholas			Miami			FL			33193-5631			9/25/14 9:34			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Owens			Pete			Sanford			FL			32771-2627			9/22/14 14:34			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Paisley			Philip			Titusville			FL			32796-4248			9/22/14 16:36			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Palermo			Philip			Boynton Beach			FL			33437-6365			9/22/14 14:06			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Palm			James			Winter Garden			FL			34787-2381			9/22/14 14:09			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Palmer			Dirk			Lake Worth			FL			33461-3759			9/22/14 15:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Pannell			Robert			Tallahassee			FL			32303-2908			9/23/14 7:15			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Pape			Randall			Temple Terrace			FL			33637-4923			9/22/14 14:07			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Paradise			Brian			Ponte Vedra Beach			FL			32082-2615			9/23/14 9:42			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Parent			Joseph Elmer			Bradenton			FL			34203-5533			9/26/14 6:56			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy.  J. Elmer K. Parent 


			Parianous			Frances Lynn			Nokomis			FL			34275-1327			9/23/14 9:37			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Parker			Beverly			Casselberry			FL			32707-5033			9/22/14 18:22			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Parsons			Michael			Lakeland			FL			33810-5750			9/24/14 5:41			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Patterson			Ken			Zephyrhills			FL			33542-5827			9/23/14 0:32			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Paul			Dan			Orlando			FL			32803-6910			9/22/14 17:03			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Penberthy			Willam Todd			Longwood			FL			32750-3976			9/23/14 13:13			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy.  Sincerely, W. Todd Penberthy  117 Dellwood Drive Longwood, Fla 32750 


			Penrod			James			Port St Joe			FL			32456-4064			9/22/14 20:02			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Perkins			Vickie			Floral City			FL			34436-3823			9/29/14 14:00			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Pettrey			Kenneth			Orlando			FL			32835-3501			9/23/14 6:16			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Phillips			Ginger			Fort Pierce			FL			34950-8507			9/22/14 18:19			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Picard			Robert			Coconut Creek			FL			33073-2337			9/22/14 14:12			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Piccioni			Joseph			St Augustine			FL			32080-8185			9/22/14 14:20			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Pierre			Guy			El Portal			FL			33150-2436			9/30/14 18:37			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Pike			Nancy			Venice			FL			34285-3301			9/24/14 20:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Pikula			Mike			Fernandina			FL			32035-3119			9/25/14 12:31			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Placencia			Ralph			Orlando			FL			32835-8032			9/22/14 22:07			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Pleasants			John			Orlando			FL			32807-3700			9/22/14 14:04			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Porco			Patricia			Parrish			FL			34219-1707			9/26/14 15:30			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Porsch			Angela			St Petersburg			FL			33716-1298			9/22/14 14:17			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Post			John			Orange Park			FL			32073-5915			9/23/14 5:33			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Potter			William			West Melbourne			FL			32904-7545			9/22/14 15:21			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Powell			John			Bonita Springs			FL			34134-8651			9/22/14 14:55			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Prellezo			Lily			Miami			FL			33143-8421			9/25/14 8:24			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Priest			Joseph			Largo			FL			33773-4252			9/25/14 3:20			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Pryor			Glenn			Lemont			IL			60439-6750			9/22/14 20:33			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Pulley			Stephen			Oakland Park			FL			33309-6253			9/26/14 15:24			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Quesenberry			Brenda			Vero Beach			FL			32966-6553			9/26/14 18:10			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Quinn			George			Fort Pierce			FL			34982-7358			9/22/14 14:58			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Racicot			Bruce			Orlando			FL			32804-4824			9/22/14 14:09			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Ramiller			Owen			Naples			FL			34109-4542			9/22/14 18:26			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Ramirez			Franklin			Hialeah			FL			33015-7052			9/22/14 23:03			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Ramos			Rene			Pinecrest			FL			33156-6654			9/25/14 20:16			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Ramsay			John			Lake Alfred			FL			33850-3512			9/23/14 12:22			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rannow			Jan			Jacksonville			FL			32246-2462			9/23/14 9:13			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rannow			Todd			Jacksonville			FL			32246-2462			9/23/14 19:00			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Read			Lynn			Lake Worth			FL			33467-7220			9/22/14 15:16			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Read			Peter			Lake Worth			FL			33467-7220			9/22/14 14:12			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Redding			Diane			Live Oak			FL			32060-8830			9/22/14 14:16			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Reed			Robert			Brandon			FL			33511-7332			9/24/14 12:31			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Reiner			Mark			Coral Springs			FL			33067-3540			9/22/14 14:46			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Reinwald			Royce			Fernandina			FL			32034-8179			9/22/14 17:08			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Reskin			Lauren			Miami			FL			33138-6203			9/30/14 10:10			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Ressler			Robert			Lutz			FL			33559-6761			9/25/14 10:25			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rhodes			Diane			Port Orange			FL			32128-6020			9/24/14 9:17			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rhodes			Harold			Port Orange			FL			32128-6020			9/23/14 12:23			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rhodes			Karen			Middleburg			FL			32068-3262			9/22/14 16:47			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rice			Kathleen			Ft Lauderdale			FL			33306-1406			9/22/14 15:01			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Richards			Linda			Deltona			FL			32725-8811			9/22/14 14:40			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Richardson Jr			Jack			Hollywood			FL			33021-7624			9/22/14 14:29			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rivera			Angel			Orlando			FL			32824-4860			9/25/14 7:49			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rodgers			Ann			Ormond Beach			FL			32174-9250			9/25/14 8:27			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy.  I make a point of using Rails-to-Trails when ever I travel, dragging many family members along.  We love them.  Please consider including this proposed Rail-with-Trail in Florida; and continue to support more Florida Rails-to-Trails.  Thank you. 


			Rodriguez			Jennifer			Miami			FL			33156-5136			9/30/14 17:02			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rodriquez			Carlos			Jupiter			FL			33469-1525			9/22/14 20:55			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rogers			Thomas			Graceville			FL			32440-7202			9/27/14 5:52			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rohlwing			Harvey			Gainesville			FL			32605-2641			9/29/14 7:13			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rosasco			Gregory			Holiday			FL			34690-2945			9/22/14 14:19			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rosasco			Paula			Trinity			FL			34655-7202			9/24/14 14:02			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rosenberg			Audrey			St Petersburg			FL			33705-5730			9/23/14 7:00			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rosner			George			Ft Lauderdale			FL			33310-0172			9/22/14 14:09			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Ross			Mark			Lake Placid			FL			33852-8181			9/22/14 14:58			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Ross			Ty			Bradenton			FL			34209-5803			9/23/14 8:08			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rouse			Rick			Cape Coral			FL			33993-7024			9/24/14 13:37			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rowe			Jim			Leesburg			FL			34748-7888			9/22/14 15:49			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rucquoi			Jim			Sanford			FL			32771-2522			9/23/14 1:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rummel			Reb			Jacksonville			FL			32258-2279			9/24/14 21:38			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rush			Joyce			Tallahassee			FL			32312-1408			9/23/14 6:13			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rush			Shelley			North Fort Myers			FL			33903-4704			9/22/14 22:01			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rushing			Norma			Bradenton			FL			34207-4354			9/25/14 8:15			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Russell			Ted			Orlando			FL			32810-3107			9/24/14 20:31			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rust			Earl			Sarasota			FL			34240-7826			9/22/14 15:50			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rutemiller			Bob			Tampa			FL			33618-1605			9/24/14 9:45			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rutemiller			Judy			Tampa			FL			33618-1605			9/24/14 10:05			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			SIMMONS			SUNNI			Clermont			FL			34711-5101			9/22/14 15:54			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			SOLOMON			STEVEN			Sarasota			FL			34238-4321			9/24/14 9:52			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Sabin			Robert			Boynton Beach			FL			33437-3649			9/23/14 11:10			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Sake			Frederick Charles			Miami			FL			33137-3243			9/22/14 22:57			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Salazar			Oscar			Largo			FL			33773-1219			9/22/14 14:53			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Saldivar			Lorri			Maitland			FL			32751-3602			9/25/14 13:06			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Saltzburg			Christopher			Jupiter			FL			33458-8211			9/22/14 14:14			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Sanchez			Luis			Miami			FL			33145-2611			9/22/14 16:43			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Sanders			Anne			The Villages			FL			32162-4528			9/22/14 14:39			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Sanders			Karin			Fort Lauderdale			FL			33316-2760			9/22/14 20:58			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Santiago			Tito			Orlando			FL			32825-5958			9/23/14 19:14			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Sartoris			William			Sanibel			FL			33957-1357			9/22/14 14:04			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Sasso-Schleh			Hilary			Fort Myers			FL			33919-1625			9/22/14 14:01			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Savini			Elizabeth			Tamarac			FL			33321-5226			9/25/14 23:44			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Scalzi			Marc			Crestview			FL			32536-9003			9/22/14 17:33			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Scalzo			Ron			Punta Gorda			FL			33950			9/22/14 14:30			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Schaffer			Marylyn			Brooksville			FL			34601			9/25/14 14:23			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Schaper			Lois			Sarasota			FL			34243-3824			9/24/14 22:00			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Schell			Mary Sue			Clearwater			FL			33763-1117			9/24/14 20:05			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Schiemann			Bill			Venice			FL			34293-7257			9/27/14 11:53			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Schnittker			Jeff			Saint Augustine			FL			32086-5073			9/22/14 14:36			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Schrader			Randy			Orlando			FL			32804-4669			9/22/14 15:30			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Schreiber			Ian			Cooper City			FL			33328-5808			9/25/14 14:29			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Schuemann			Steven			Yankeetown			FL			34498-2231			9/24/14 19:40			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Schultz			Alan			Mount Dora			FL			32757-3263			9/22/14 14:35			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Seecof			Ian			St Petersburg			FL			33713-4543			9/24/14 20:09			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Sefton			Thomas			St Augustine			FL			32092-5040			9/22/14 15:23			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			******			******			Naples			FL			34119-9730			9/22/14 14:03			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Septic			Laura			Kewadin			MI			49648-9164			9/24/14 8:50			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Shaffer			Robert			Fort Myers			FL			33913-7004			9/22/14 15:01			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Sharkey			Valerie			Oakland Park			FL			33334-5533			9/22/14 14:54			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Shaw			Steve			Ocoee			FL			34761-1840			9/22/14 15:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Shawhan			Valerie			Port Orange			FL			32127-6409			9/24/14 18:20			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Shea			Deb			Delray Beach			FL			33445-7142			9/22/14 17:59			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Shebeneck			Nancy			Gainesville			FL			32609-2193			9/25/14 13:27			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Shedd			Ryan			Miami			FL			33133-5414			9/27/14 23:40			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Shields			Bob			Leesburg			FL			34748-8022			9/22/14 17:46			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Short			Peter			Melbourne			FL			32934-7600			9/24/14 21:09			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Shuckerow			Duncan			Miami Beach			FL			33139-8667			9/25/14 9:52			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Sides			Cynthia			Clearwater			FL			33756-2219			9/23/14 0:43			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Siebel			Mike			St Petersburg			FL			33709-1601			9/22/14 16:26			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Silva			Gabriela			Miami			FL			33137-4017			9/30/14 13:01			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Simmons			James			Clermont			FL			34711-5101			9/22/14 15:52			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Simon			Charlene			St Petersburg			FL			33704-4213			9/23/14 6:51			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Singerman			Malcolm			Fort Lauderdale			FL			33308-4907			9/22/14 17:33			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Sisco			Diane			Boca Raton			FL			33433-7304			9/22/14 14:21			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Skiba			Pete			Palatka			FL			32177-3869			9/22/14 14:05			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Skiles			Steve			Sanford			FL			32771-6424			9/22/14 14:04			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Slater			Leigh			Mount Dora			FL			32757-9111			9/22/14 14:06			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  This is extremely important when one considers the obsesity epidemic and spirarly health costs...it is essential that we do everything possible to increase healthy and safe exercise.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy.  Thank youfor your consideration. 


			Slye			Tom			Fort Pierce			FL			34951-1446			9/24/14 13:22			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Smith			Art			Nokomis			FL			34275-3545			9/22/14 14:19			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Smith			Ben			New Port Richey			FL			34652-4836			9/24/14 20:58			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Smith			Brian			Ozona			FL			34660-6646			9/28/14 19:41			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Smith			Crystal			Bradenton			FL			34203-5332			9/27/14 6:41			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Smith			Emily			Green Cove Springs			FL			32043-3443			9/22/14 23:39			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Smith			Wm. Carr			Jacksonville			FL			32217-3216			9/24/14 19:04			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Soles			Tom			Apopka			FL			32703-8642			9/22/14 16:49			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Solomon			Laura			Brandon			FL			33511-7908			9/22/14 14:35			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Sonnenschein			Susan			Naples			FL			34103-3385			9/22/14 17:31			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Sorenson			Raleigh			Bushnell			FL			33513-5553			9/24/14 20:44			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Soto			Luis F			Orlando			FL			32821-8132			9/22/14 22:04			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Spaeth			Ken			Sarasota			FL			34238-5611			9/22/14 14:55			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Spangler			Kathryn			Debary			FL			32713-2809			9/24/14 19:12			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Sporrer			James			Miami			FL			33155-3923			9/25/14 14:13			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Stansell			Patrick			Delray Beach			FL			33483-5543			9/22/14 14:10			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Stebbins			Terry			Belleview			FL			34420-8607			9/22/14 15:08			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Stepp			Len			Saint Johns			FL			32259-8375			9/25/14 10:37			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Stern			Margie			Monticello			FL			32344-3949			9/23/14 8:11			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Stern			Noriko			Jacksonville			FL			32246-1162			9/22/14 14:29			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Sternberg			Annick			South Miami			FL			33143-2101			9/23/14 1:58			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Stewart			Michael			Sebring			FL			33875-5166			9/22/14 16:19			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Stokes			Ruth			Winter Park			FL			32789-4452			9/22/14 14:33			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Stone-Erdman			Janet			Palatka			FL			32177			9/22/14 15:56			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Storey			Kenneth			Winter Park			FL			32789-4266			9/30/14 12:00			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Stouch			Robert			Titusville			FL			32796-2251			9/24/14 5:47			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Strait			Jeff			St Augustine			FL			32086-7282			9/23/14 8:29			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Strange			Carol			Sanibel			FL			33957-4503			9/23/14 15:47			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Strickler			Robert			Saint Petersburg			FL			33715-1443			9/23/14 8:40			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Stuckert			Pamela			N Ft Myers			FL			33917-1535			9/23/14 6:05			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Suarez			Ioannis			Miami Beach			FL			33139-3759			9/25/14 14:13			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Sugden			Sharon			Neptune Beach			FL			32266-5034			9/23/14 9:45			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Suggs			Charles			Palm Harbor			FL			34683-2126			9/22/14 20:43			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Supnick			Stacia			Weston			FL			33327-2435			9/25/14 15:21			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Sussman			Lewis			Gainesville			FL			32605-2149			9/27/14 8:02			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Sutton			Bonnie			Winter Haven			FL			33881-4804			9/22/14 14:13			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Sutton			David O			Orlando			FL			32806-1323			9/23/14 6:37			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Swenson			Wesley			Lynn Haven			FL			32444-1516			9/23/14 6:16			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Tagye			Christy			Cocoa			FL			32927-8905			9/23/14 20:04			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Takken			Terry			St Augustine			FL			32095-1600			9/24/14 20:55			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Tannenbaum			Kenneth			Jacksonville			FL			32205-9128			9/24/14 21:09			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Taylor-Caldwell			Michele			Gainesville			FL			32608-2987			9/23/14 3:51			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Tello			Jose			Miami			FL			33185-5906			9/25/14 22:23			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Teo			Richard			Miami			FL			33129-1033			9/25/14 14:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Tew			Donna			Temple Terrace			FL			33617-2627			9/24/14 14:46			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Thayer			Phil			Casselberry			FL			32707-6472			9/23/14 12:25			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Theisen			Mike			Leesburg			FL			34748-8189			9/22/14 16:50			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Thomas			Derek			Dade City			FL			33525-9524			9/25/14 12:08			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Thomas			Jane			Fort Myers			FL			33901-6717			9/22/14 18:59			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Thomas			Renee			Winter Park			FL			32792-3520			9/22/14 20:36			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Thuemler			Ron			Tampa			FL			33614-4234			9/24/14 20:51			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Tillman, Jr			Herbert			Jacksonville			FL			32210-7983			9/22/14 14:23			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Tinnell			Laurie			Bradenton			FL			34209-3839			9/22/14 15:56			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Tirado			Rich			Titusville			FL			32780-5915			9/23/14 13:53			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Tompkins			Cindy			Alachua			FL			32615-4460			9/25/14 15:47			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Toops			David			Melbourne			FL			32940-2157			9/25/14 6:23			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Toro			Matthew			Miami			FL			33196-3267			9/25/14 9:46			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Touchtone			Yvonne			Orlando			FL			32808-1712			9/24/14 13:04			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Trauger			Leslie			Jacksonville			FL			32277-2135			9/24/14 11:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Treuer			Galen			Miami			FL			33145-3919			9/25/14 11:36			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			TRUE			Rebecca			Tampa			FL			33626-4450			9/22/14 17:23			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Trump			Richard			Istachatta			FL			34636-0229			9/25/14 9:22			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Tueton			Cheryl			Palm Beach			FL			33401			9/26/14 14:20			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Tyler			Robert			Winter Garden			FL			34787-3818			9/22/14 15:32			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Tyo			James			Winter Park			FL			32789-5429			9/22/14 14:22			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Ulasewich			Mike			Apopka			FL			32712-4444			9/24/14 16:18			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Urbani			Jack			Pensacola			FL			32514-6126			9/24/14 9:46			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Valachovic			Eileen			Lake Alfred			FL			33850-9105			9/26/14 8:54			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Valdes			Yazmin			Miami			FL			33137-4736			9/30/14 13:24			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Van Patten			Donald			Brandon			FL			33510-3731			9/22/14 14:05			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			VanVleet			Debra			Port Saint Joe			FL			32456-4609			9/23/14 8:57			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Vandewarker			Don			Jacksonville			FL			32225-2319			9/22/14 18:37			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Vansise			Janice			Venice			FL			34293-5425			9/22/14 14:06			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Varani			Bill			St Petersburg			FL			33701-3963			9/22/14 15:05			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Vaudreuil			Daniel			Gainesville			FL			32608-4134			9/23/14 11:09			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Vega			Francis			Miami			FL			33186-6214			9/30/14 18:56			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Veley			Craig			Kissimmee			FL			34747-4667			9/24/14 21:11			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Velez			Luis			Miami			FL			33174-3951			9/22/14 14:14			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Vilar			Roberto			Miami			FL			33165-4934			9/23/14 14:32			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Vogel			Ricky			Clearwater			FL			33764-7619			9/25/14 9:14			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Vogel			Virginia			Sanford			FL			32771-6433			9/22/14 19:07			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Vogelsong			Ronald			Palm Bay			FL			32905-4711			9/22/14 14:14			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Von Staden			Nicholas			Pompano Beach			FL			33062-1207			9/27/14 23:08			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Wagner			Markus			Miami			FL			33133-8603			9/25/14 8:57			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Walden			Scott			Winter Springs			FL			32708-3103			9/22/14 17:13			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Walizer			Nancy			The Villages			FL			32163-2381			9/22/14 16:10			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Walker			Elaine			Bradenton			FL			34208-5318			9/22/14 14:24			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Walker			Rob			Sebastian			FL			32958-6494			9/23/14 5:14			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Walsh			Dianne			Saint Johns			FL			32259-1911			9/23/14 15:27			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Walters			Karen			Venice			FL			34292-4486			9/22/14 14:05			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Wargo			Albert			Port Charlotte			FL			33948-2188			9/22/14 16:14			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Waters			Ron			Lehigh Acres			FL			33971-7538			9/23/14 8:39			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Wedeman			Laura			Mulberry			FL			33860-9324			9/26/14 17:57			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Weinstock			Terry			Auburndale			FL			33823-8709			9/23/14 22:54			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Weiss			Pam			North Miami			FL			33161-4310			9/23/14 6:12			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Welsh			Marjorie			Cocoa Beach			FL			32931-5618			9/22/14 14:20			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Wengler			Kenneth			Ocala			FL			34481-5053			9/22/14 15:22			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Wheeler			James			Sun City Center			FL			33573-7347			9/24/14 20:33			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			White			Edward			Maitland			FL			32751-4567			9/23/14 8:26			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Whitman			Sheri			Crestview			FL			32536-8449			9/22/14 14:30			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Wikle			Marsha			Palmetto			FL			34221-9647			9/24/14 21:18			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Wilkerson			Patrick			Jacksonville			FL			32258-3108			9/22/14 20:40			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Will			Patrick			Pensacola			FL			32514-7113			9/22/14 17:06			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Willame			Priscilla			Boynton Beach			FL			33435-2453			9/26/14 12:06			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Williams			Jere And Beverly			Stuart			FL			34994-4392			9/22/14 20:18			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Williams			Roger			Miami			FL			33179-5536			9/25/14 11:45			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Williams			Saundra			Citrus Springs			FL			34434-4828			9/22/14 16:34			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Williams			Terrence			Silver Springs			FL			34488-6043			9/24/14 18:47			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Wills			Herb			Tallahassee			FL			32309-3156			9/22/14 16:10			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Wilson			Brian			Sarasota			FL			34232-2738			9/24/14 9:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Wilson			Kevin			Palm Springs			FL			33461-1920			9/23/14 5:22			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Wingard			David			Ormond Beach			FL			32174-4208			9/22/14 14:09			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Winkler			David And Sharon			Sarasota			FL			34231-3014			9/22/14 14:46			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Wise			Robert			Jacksonville			FL			32210-5917			9/26/14 11:20			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Witt			Jerry			Jacksonville			FL			32258-7414			9/25/14 6:23			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Wittkopp			Mark			Jacksonville			FL			32277-1115			9/23/14 16:50			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Wittlinger			Albert			Jacksonville			FL			32218-1496			9/24/14 19:21			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Wohlfarth			David			Coconut Creek			FL			33073-1969			9/23/14 5:12			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Wolf			Jessica			Coconut Creek			FL			33073-1976			9/22/14 15:11			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Woods			David			Orlando			FL			32821-6412			9/30/14 10:42			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Woolfe			Tao			Deerfield Beach			FL			33441-4315			9/25/14 9:24			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Wright			Agustina			Valrico			FL			33594-4754			9/25/14 22:00			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Wright			David			Valrico			FL			33594-4754			9/25/14 5:35			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Wright			W.			Homestead			FL			33092-4881			9/25/14 12:53			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Xiques			Edward			Tampa			FL			33635-1526			9/25/14 16:54			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Yanarella			Carol Ann			Boynton Beach			FL			33435-7811			9/27/14 7:21			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Yerastova			Margarita			West Palm Beach			FL			33401-5824			9/30/14 11:33			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Yetter			Mark			Melbourne			FL			32940-7936			9/26/14 12:44			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Yonchik			H David			Casselberry			FL			32707-6739			9/22/14 14:14			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Young			Latika			Tallahassee			FL			32303-6132			9/23/14 15:30			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Young			Ron			Lakewood Ranch			FL			34202-4182			9/22/14 14:34			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Yuen			Jeanne			Tavares			FL			32778-9694			9/22/14 14:08			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Zadi			Tiffany			Palmetto Bay			FL			33157-2604			9/30/14 13:32			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Zeilman			D.			Sarasota			FL			34240-7850			9/24/14 15:40			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Zentgraf			Karen			Naples			FL			34108-8751			9/23/14 8:38			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Zito			Charles			Palm City			FL			34990-3113			9/23/14 12:18			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Zussy			Brenton			Jacksonville			FL			32218-5013			9/22/14 14:43			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Zutty			Robert			Hollywood			FL			33019-5046			9/24/14 18:29			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			alcantara			lea			Miami			FL			33173-4795			9/25/14 10:00			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			baughman			john			Osprey			FL			34229-6809			9/25/14 8:11			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			capobianco			john			Apopka			FL			32703-7666			9/22/14 18:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			chaplin			saul			Altamonte Springs			FL			32714-2638			9/22/14 19:50			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			costa			Chris			Miami			FL			33165-4221			9/30/14 14:37			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			de Arcos			Miguel			Winter Park			FL			32789-1354			9/30/14 14:24			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			griffin			tami			Coral Gables			FL			33134-4263			9/30/14 18:39			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			grover			marlene			Miami			FL			33186-4937			9/24/14 18:51			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			haidinger			thomas			Orlando			FL			32837-6550			9/30/14 10:13			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			hale			charles			Miami Gardens			FL			33056-4542			9/24/14 6:17			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			kruger			margie			Middleburg			FL			32068-6414			9/22/14 18:26			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			kugler			mary			Boca Raton			FL			33431-4137			9/23/14 13:55			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			maattanen			harry			Ocoee			FL			34761-4023			9/22/14 17:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			niemann			suzanne			Ocala			FL			34470-1553			9/24/14 23:11			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			niemann			suzanne			Ocala			FL			34470-1553			9/24/14 23:11			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			o'hara			Patricia			Dunedin			FL			34698-5753			9/22/14 18:05			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			oldham			Robert			Hudson			FL			34667-1378			9/23/14 8:25			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			olson			jamie			Miami			FL			33161-3951			9/25/14 12:39			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			osorio			Juan			Davie			FL			33312-8809			9/30/14 12:49			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			pappas			alex			Miami			FL			33132-1132			9/25/14 10:06			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			peletz			Amanda			Surfside			FL			33154			9/25/14 14:46			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			penuela			Hilda			Hialeah			FL			33015-7052			9/22/14 22:57			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			rosado			marcos			Pembroke Pines			FL			33027-3590			9/25/14 9:20			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			sarsfield			Stephen			Hallandale Beach			FL			33009-7446			9/25/14 13:17			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			scharp			bradley			Tampa			FL			33604-4940			9/26/14 19:26			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			schoeffel			mary jo			Palm Beach Gardens			FL			33418-1541			9/22/14 15:43			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			schuck			Jason			Pensacola			FL			32502-3605			9/24/14 11:12			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			todd			Enrique			Debary			FL			32713-2348			9/24/14 5:44			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			trentler			Brandon			Miami			FL			33176-1154			9/30/14 21:14			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			vankley			Paul			Orlando			FL			32827-5715			9/22/14 18:06			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Alvarado			Alex			Miami			FL			33137-4999			10/20/14 19:31			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Amon			Jack R			Oakland			FL			34760-8846			10/9/14 11:27			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Atkins			Mark			Ponte Vedra Beach			FL			32082-4553			10/2/14 6:34			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bainbridge			Frank			Orlando			FL			32829-8513			10/9/14 17:24			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Baylie			Timothy			Deland			FL			32720-4226			10/2/14 9:32			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Beert			Joseph			Port St Lucie			FL			34953-4911			10/6/14 9:47			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bendix			Louise			Coconut Grove			FL			33133-8608			10/3/14 6:43			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Benkly			Christine			Royal Palm Beach			FL			33411-1047			10/22/14 6:21			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bennett			Jeff			Jacksonville			FL			32210-8240			10/4/14 7:29			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Blakeley			Amy			Cape Coral			FL			33904-4484			10/9/14 9:13			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Block			Vi			Miami			FL			33296-0034			10/24/14 5:18			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Borrero			Anita			Wilton Manors			FL			33305-1318			10/20/14 9:59			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bourgeois			Edward			Dania Beach			FL			33004-4438			10/20/14 18:37			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bradley			Ken			Vero Beach			FL			32967-7634			10/27/14 8:05			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Brown			Robert			West Palm Beach			FL			33406-8707			10/20/14 9:33			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Bruno			Thomas			Venice			FL			34293-7232			10/1/14 10:57			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Buck			Tom			Baltimore			MD			21234-1947			10/17/14 14:52			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Burt			Lee			Fort Lauderdale			FL			33306-1716			10/2/14 18:25			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Callister			George			Royal Palm Beach			FL			33411-1806			10/20/14 9:08			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Camejo			Benjamin			Hialeah			FL			33018-3898			10/20/14 15:06			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Carlson			Dawn			Winter Garden			FL			34787-4525			10/1/14 9:23			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Chentorycki			Jason			West Palm Beach			FL			33401-5097			10/4/14 19:35			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Cioffi-Beert			Lisa			Port St Lucie			FL			34953-7658			10/2/14 5:56			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Cleveland			Joel			Tampa			FL			33611-1921			10/6/14 7:55			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Clift			Brittany			Tampa			FL			33617-1327			10/16/14 11:46			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Coburn			Celena			Winter Springs			FL			32708-3027			10/9/14 20:12			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Coiffman			Bryan			Miami			FL			33179-3966			10/21/14 12:17			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Crane			Kristine			Daytona Beach			FL			32114-1192			10/2/14 7:35			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Crespi			Alejandro			Miami			FL			33179-3110			10/21/14 9:16			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Crespi			Juan			Sunny Isles Beach			FL			33160-2323			10/21/14 9:16			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Cruz			Emilio			Miami			FL			33173-4172			10/1/14 20:55			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Daniels			Lynne			Jupiter			FL			33458-4007			10/9/14 9:33			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy.  In northern palm beach county, there are already partial trails and utility easements.  In these rural areas such as JD state park, all that is needed is permission to access the park at new entrances and a bit of shell rock over the sandy spots.  If there is budget for pavement, great, but if not, consider shellrock and reaching out to trail user groups for help with maintenance. 


			Davis			Michael			Deland			FL			32720-2151			10/9/14 20:54			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			DeMent			David			Homestead			FL			33033-5211			10/20/14 16:37			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Dekle			Murriah			Stuart			FL			34996-3322			10/20/14 9:43			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Denison			Lori			Jupiter			FL			33478-2011			10/30/14 9:37			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Duhaime			Larry			Venice			FL			34292-3990			10/27/14 19:35			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Eckardt			Christian			Miami			FL			33143-7287			10/1/14 10:55			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Evrard			David			Stuart			FL			34996-4298			10/23/14 8:24			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Fernandez			Alex			Coconut Grove			FL			33146-2203			10/21/14 20:17			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Fleming			Christina			Fort Lauderdale			FL			33316-1206			10/2/14 6:56			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Fleming			Jeff			Fort Lauderdale			FL			33316-1206			10/2/14 6:51			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Frazier			Lisa			Indialantic			FL			32903-3417			10/22/14 10:35			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Freedman			Aaron			Miami			FL			33126-4732			10/21/14 8:58			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gabbrielli			Daniel			Hollywood			FL			33020-4281			10/1/14 16:43			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gadelha			Elissa			New Port Richey			FL			34653-7110			10/9/14 10:52			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Giordano			Arielle			Tampa			FL			33624-2355			10/2/14 7:44			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Godfrey			David			Gainesville			FL			32601-9069			10/5/14 17:19			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gomez			Jesus			Miami			FL			33155-3170			10/23/14 13:02			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Gonzales			Judy			Miami			FL			33176-4626			10/21/14 7:48			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Griffin			Tyler			Altamonte Springs			FL			32701-3508			10/3/14 13:01			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Haines			Ron			Lake Worth			FL			33462-2529			10/20/14 17:11			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hale			Charles			Miami Gardens			FL			33056-4542			10/20/14 14:18			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hale			Silvia			Pembroke Pines			FL			33026-1408			10/20/14 8:33			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Halgowich			Jerri			Miami			FL			33129-2108			10/1/14 17:57			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. They are a great way to connect with the family! 


			Hartley			Cynthia			Port Saint Lucie			FL			34952-1500			10/20/14 20:09			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Havling			Terrell			Apopka			FL			32712-3232			10/2/14 7:32			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hay			Norma			Lake Worth			FL			33460-3074			10/20/14 9:35			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hayes			Douglas			Fort Lauderdale			FL			33312-7308			10/2/14 19:57			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Haynes			Christopher			Windermere			FL			34786-6315			10/1/14 8:52			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Heinicke			Mark			Miami			FL			33128-1794			10/27/14 12:44			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Holt			Robert			West Palm Beach			FL			33405-3357			10/20/14 20:43			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Horvath			Eileen			Boynton Beach			FL			33426-5452			10/21/14 4:12			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hunt			Jeffrey			Fort Lauderdale			FL			33304-2444			10/24/14 10:17			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Hyer			Mark			Dania Beach			FL			33004-2906			10/21/14 8:20			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Isaacs			William			New Port Richey			FL			34652-5909			10/30/14 8:27			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			JENKINS			TODD			Lake Mary			FL			32746-7123			10/2/14 12:00			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Jacklich			Marian			Kissimmee			FL			34744-3999			10/17/14 1:07			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Jacobelli Jr			David			Eustis			FL			32726-1908			10/9/14 18:27			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Jacquelin			Rosa			Miami			FL			33161-7037			10/20/14 20:24			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Jenkins			Sally			Ocklawaha			FL			32179-3740			10/24/14 14:23			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Johnson			Cliff			Dania Beach			FL			33004-2858			10/21/14 4:39			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Johnson			Tania			Pembroke Pines			FL			33023-2006			10/21/14 5:19			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Jolly			Sandra			Port Saint Lucie			FL			34952-7281			10/5/14 16:02			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Joyner			Derrick			Miami Beach			FL			33141-1985			10/20/14 8:10			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Jung			Kirk			Boca Raton			FL			33486-6659			10/20/14 8:56			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kambour			Hillary			Miami			FL			33133-6435			10/13/14 18:48			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kambour			Michael			Miami			FL			33133-6435			10/13/14 18:53			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kaplan			Lawrence			Miami			FL			33143-1908			10/4/14 16:56			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kaufman			Denise			Fort Lauderdale			FL			33312-6248			10/20/14 18:03			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kelsey			Mason			Longwood			FL			32779-3536			10/2/14 13:11			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kessing			Kim			Delray Beach			FL			33446-9561			10/20/14 8:09			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kidd Jr			Carl S			Boynton Beach			FL			33472-1130			10/20/14 15:14			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kjellstrom			Richard			Port Orange			FL			32128-6693			10/3/14 13:01			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Knapp			Yoric			Atlantis			FL			33462-1210			10/20/14 10:30			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kradwell			Bb			Tampa			FL			33618-7515			10/6/14 17:51			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Kronenwetter			Sandra			Casselberry			FL			32707-6731			10/2/14 21:52			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lawler			Donald			Tallahassee			FL			32312-4095			10/1/14 9:42			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lindhart			Ronald			Amelia Island			FL			32034-5522			10/6/14 18:27			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Luz			Rogério			Pompano beach			FL			33064			10/22/14 18:26			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			MAINO			PAOLA			Orlando			FL			32828-8277			10/2/14 10:50			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			MacMillan			Cindy			Woodstock			IL			60098-2218			10/18/14 8:17			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Manion			Isadora			Miami			FL			33135-2573			10/22/14 7:07			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Martinez			Ramon			Maitland			FL			32751-6037			10/24/14 13:48			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			McGinn			Lucinda			Eustis			FL			32726-3813			10/2/14 16:01			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			McKenzie			Helen			Fort Lauderdale			FL			33312-3744			10/24/14 7:14			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mccormick			Deorah			Naples			FL			34112-2990			10/2/14 14:51			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mccormick			Deorah			Naples			FL			34112-2990			10/2/14 14:51			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mederos			Anthony			Miami			FL			33177-3909			10/1/14 14:37			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mercade			Fernanda			Miami			FL			33166			10/20/14 20:37			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Merritt			Brenda			Florahome			FL			32140-2726			10/9/14 8:52			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Meyer			Douglas			Palm Coast			FL			32137-2506			10/8/14 21:50			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Michalski			Debra			Pompano Beach			FL			33069-5050			10/20/14 10:35			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Middlecamp			Steven			Hobe Sound			FL			33455-7884			10/23/14 12:15			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mirabito			Jonathan			Miami			FL			33143-8219			10/23/14 9:32			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mlakar			Charles			Bonita Springs			FL			34134-2628			10/4/14 13:44			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Morrekk			Katrina			Melbourne			FL			32940-6054			10/2/14 12:57			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Moses			Cheryl			Ormond Beach			FL			32174-2698			10/24/14 16:43			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Neway			Roberta			Coral Gables			FL			33146-3105			10/20/14 18:35			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Newsome			Daniel			Saint Cloud			FL			34769-3248			10/1/14 19:52			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Nielsen			Matt			Port St Lucie			FL			34953-5411			10/23/14 6:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Nunez			Teddy			Miami			FL			33165-6334			10/1/14 12:00			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Osorio			Enrique			Miami			FL			33131-3617			10/3/14 19:22			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Parker			Amy			Ft Lauderdale			FL			33304-3417			10/20/14 8:30			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Pearson			Becky			Fort Lauderdale			FL			33308-2711			10/20/14 11:27			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Pedrera			Elgis			Miami			FL			33174-3445			10/20/14 22:49			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Pfeiffer			Karen			Fort Lauderdale			FL			33304-5601			10/2/14 13:56			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Phillips			R			Fort Pierce			FL			34950-8507			10/21/14 10:04			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Pohm			Elizabeth			West Palm Beach			FL			33401-5303			10/5/14 16:02			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Raff			Vladimir			Toronto			ON			M2R 2X8			10/4/14 0:41			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Raines			Thomas C.			Jacksonville			FL			32221-5526			10/2/14 7:32			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Richard			Evan			Wilton Manors			FL			33305			10/23/14 16:43			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rico			Eleven			Miami			FL			33137			10/21/14 15:29			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rivera			Roberto			Orlando			FL			32832-4926			10/4/14 13:15			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Romano			Jose			Coral Gables			FL			33146-3000			10/20/14 8:15			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rostock			William			Stuart			FL			34997-7841			10/24/14 9:10			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Rule			James			Tarpon Springs			FL			34689-2035			10/9/14 9:39			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Sadowski			Michael			Royal Palm Beach			FL			33411-4005			10/21/14 12:44			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Schoeffel			Mary Jo			Palm Beach Gardens			FL			33418-1541			10/20/14 12:06			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy.  Please do this thing that can help to keep our citizens healthy which will also help to cut medical costs.  Let's please look ti our future with such common sense projects.  It is well worth the extra dollars! 


			Seltzer			Irwin			Miami			FL			33130-4358			10/19/14 23:29			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Simpson			Aubrie			Ponte Vedra Beach			FL			32082-6505			10/12/14 17:54			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Smelser			Ellen			Casselberry			FL			32707-3430			10/5/14 12:31			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Smith			Steven			Interlachen			FL			32148-6983			10/12/14 22:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Somhorst			Joseph			Cutler Bay			FL			33157-7970			10/24/14 8:30			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Stainthorpe			Jon			Longwood			FL			32750-4504			10/1/14 20:37			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Stockbridge			Diana			Cape Coral			FL			33991-3189			10/9/14 10:19			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Sutton			D			Hollywood			FL			33026-3649			10/20/14 8:18			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Talik			James			Fort Lauderdale			FL			33316-1633			10/20/14 8:12			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Tanner			Gene			Pompano Beach			FL			33062-5913			10/20/14 8:36			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Triana			Jeannette			Miami			FL			33144-4632			10/1/14 7:50			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Turlington			Aric			Apopka			FL			32703-6034			10/2/14 8:26			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Van Vonno			Nicolaas			Ft Lauderdale			FL			33301-2932			10/2/14 9:40			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Van Voorhis			Daniel			Cuyahoga Falls			OH			44223-1340			10/1/14 15:32			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Victoria			Robert			Doral			FL			33178-3214			10/21/14 7:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Villar			Jose			Miami			FL			33155-4245			10/21/14 8:56			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Von Staden			Nicholas			Pompano Beach			FL			33062-1207			10/20/14 18:17			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Ward			David			El Portal			FL			33138-3147			10/20/14 10:06			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Weissenborn			Steve			Hollywood			FL			33019-3003			10/20/14 13:39			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Willbur			Larry			Longwood			FL			32750-3304			10/14/14 13:41			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Williams			John			Coral Springs			FL			33067-2719			10/20/14 9:34			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Williams			Robert			Miami Springs			FL			33166-5249			10/20/14 9:06			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Wilson			Richard			Titusville			FL			32780-5060			10/1/14 12:15			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Zappala			Laraine			Homosassa			FL			34448-6436			10/10/14 10:32			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			blanco			Ray			Miami			FL			33131-2362			10/1/14 7:41			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			bolt			john			Ft Lauderdale			FL			33311-7408			10/12/14 9:14			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			cancalosi			Renee			Longwood			FL			32779-5623			10/1/14 21:14			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			catalfumo			juliana			Palm Beach Gardens			FL			33410-6380			10/23/14 8:09			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			del Real			Pablo			Delray Beach			FL			33444-2229			10/13/14 10:02			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			dole			Sandy			Sarasota			FL			34240-9231			10/10/14 7:15			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			ebersol			kristin			Cedar Key			FL			32625-4209			10/9/14 11:01			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			johnson			Lana			Cape Coral			FL			33993-1163			10/9/14 12:51			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			landaeta			carlos			Miami			FL			33196			10/21/14 6:35			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			moore			shawn			Annapolis			MD			21403-3329			10/29/14 12:34			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			munnings			dishonte			opa locka			FL			32054			10/1/14 20:35			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			purcaro			debra			Fort Myers			FL			33913-6656			10/9/14 10:38			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			schmidt			David			Boca Raton			FL			33486-6633			10/2/14 5:39			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			sopkiw			boedan			Fort Lauderdale			FL			33315-1662			10/3/14 21:03			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			weltman			June			Jacksonville			FL			32223-1390			10/19/14 14:22			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy.  This is such a wonderful idea and it could be accomplished at a very reasonable cost. I hope you will explore it thoroughly. 


			O'Brien			Shaun			Shalimar			FL			32579-1741			11/5/14 16:21			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  As a resident of Okaloosa county Florida I would appriciate the construction of bicycle trails in Northwest Florida. All to often, the Northwest region of Florida is overlooked when it comes to infrastructure improvements. The Civilian and Military personnel in Northwest Florida deserve the same opportunities to ride safe bicycle routes and dedicated paths.The only safe bicycle commuter path in Okaloosa county is the gate to gate path on Eglin AFB.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Laribee			Karen			Port Charlotte			FL			33981-4941			12/2/14 17:27			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  Even though Port Charlotte, Florida is a long distance from the proposed Orlando to Miami route, I still would like to see this happen with the hopes that I can make a difference someday if another train route comes along the Gulf Coast.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Mueller			Dick			Lake Mary			FL			32746-1934			9/22/14 14:17			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  I also live on the new Sun Rail route around Orlando.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Herman			Kay			Orlando			FL			32819-3837			9/22/14 16:28			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  I use the current trails each week and can't imagine not having them.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			chael			mari			South Miami			FL			33143-2101			9/26/14 12:38			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  It is really a no brainer!  Just having experienced one in a recent trip to Quebec City, rails with trails go together.  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Garafola			Via			Pompano Beach			FL			33062-3533			10/20/14 15:38			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  Multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen the impacts of traffic congestion, pollution, and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Amundson			Eric			Tallahassee			FL			32312-1006			9/23/14 21:46			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy.  Make our communities enjoyable. We need that. 


			Hryniewicz			John			Deltona			FL			32725-7662			9/26/14 20:56			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Lane			Veronica			Orange Park			FL			32073-3608			9/22/14 15:09			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Becht			John			Winter Park			FL			32789-0905			9/23/14 14:57			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. 


			Andrea			Frans			North Port			FL			34287-1818			9/22/14 15:09			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami. And beyond. Let's get Florida out of the dark ages and create a real bicycle plan!  According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy. Let us open the eyes of Florida. Trails are they way of the future. It is everywhere else 


			Ward			Marilyn			Palm Harbor			FL			34683-5038			12/2/14 19:57			As a Florida resident and someone who cares about connected transit systems, vibrant neighborhoods and healthy communities, I support the inclusion of trails along the All Aboard Florida planned train route from Orlando to Miami. O According to the Federal Railroad Administration's Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the high-speed rail project will have impacts on the region's environment, road and traffic congestion, and connectivity. Including enough space along the intended corridor for multi-use trails ("rail-with-trail") will help lessen these impacts and help create pathways to connect neighborhoods with active-transportation options in communities along the route.  Rails-with-trails are safe, cost-effective ways to improve access to transit stations, enhance economic opportunities, reduce traffic and parking congestion, and serve a wide cross-section of residents and transit users. They also can improve safety by reducing trespassing and giving people like me a safe place to move about our communities.  Please include a rail-with-trail component in the final All Aboard Florida project to lessen its impacts and create a network of walking and biking trails for everyone to enjoy.  This is a chance for better transportation options for all Floridians. 
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From: Richard
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida (AAF)
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:19:46 AM


You have got to be kidding, there is no possible explanation for putting all the public
 at risk by allowing 32 fast trains to transit the Treasure Coast communities every day
 to cow-tow to  special interest groups in Orlando and Miami. Do you really believe
 that the affected communities are that stupid to allow this to happen unchallenged?


There are too many issues stacked against the trains to list but, here are a few that
 everybody are talking about:
- The environmental impacts on noise, air, vibration, water and wildlife
- Disruption at track crossings, bridges and boating access
- Exposure to danger in congested areas - go look at where to trains pass  thru the
 affected communities
- Delays to emergency response teams (fire, police, health care emergencies)
- Financial impacts to businesses located East of the railway - failure to recognize
 why these businesses will lose customers
- Financial impacts to  property values near the tracks as well as those impacted East
 of the tracks on the barrier islands
- Failure to fully appreciate the impacts of the rails on disaster plans (evacuation etc.)
 or the impact of disasters related to train accidents
- Do you need more?


Ask how AFF will actually make a return on investment without requiring public
 assistance. I do not understand the economics of this proposed system. How will
 AFF fill these 32 trains? If there is that much demand you would believe that the
 motor coach business between Orlando and Miami would be booming today. What
 would the effect be on them?


Get real - listen to the people of the Treasure Coast , either cancel this project or
 move it to where it's impacts are minimized. 


Richard B. Ewing
3261 Lakeshore Dr
Ft. Pierce, FL 34949
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From: David Schilke
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2014 11:55:41 AM


Gentlemen


Allowing All Aboard FL to both double the tracks and drastically increase rail traffic on an old
 shoreline route is to flagrantly disregard Florida's development over the past 60 years. The
 right choice is to facilitate the use of existing rail lines to the west avoiding a dangerous
 conflict with the current high density population. Few people really want to stop progress,
 including freight from the new enlarged port of Miami as well as passenger trains, but this
 should be regulated so it is good for all, not just a single company who would wantonly
 disregard public safety for profit. If public safety was to be fully considered it would be more
 economic for this company to use the existing western rail line. I believe that your mission as
 a regulatory agency should have public safety as your first concern.


Railroad crossings are a major safety concern for both the time a closed crossing stops
 emergency traffic and the speed involved. 


Closing time has 3 intervals. The most important is the time from when the guards go down to
 when the train arrives. This has to be a lot longer for a high speed train in order for the train to
 have time to stop if the guards fail to operate. The time the train crosses the road is probably
 the shortest of the 3 intervals with the second being the time to remove the guards after the
 train passes. So we are taking about a total of minutes - minutes that the roads are blocked 32
 times a day - critical minutes we are told for a patient with a stroke or a heart attack - and this
 will happen 32 times a day for a total of hours at each crossing up and down the shoreline on
 roads which are now standing between the patients home and hospital emergency care. An
 unacceptable risk for the population just for  company to make money. The solution is to use
 the western tracks.


And high speed is involved - the proposed trains will be speeding through complicated road
 crossings.  Crossings  like "confusion corner" in Stuart which in themselves pose safety risks
 just for the slow existing road traffic. A high speed train with the bare minimum safety
 crossing guards proposed will be deadly. Whole cities have been built up around these
 crossings in the last 60 years and the only reason there hasn't been more deadly accidents is
 that there are only a few trains and they slowly, very slowly, approach these areas. Allowing
 high speed train operation would be deadly and totally irresponsible. The company proposing
 to do this has economics in mind not public safety. Installing safe crossing guards in all these
 areas would be prohibitively expensive. Again the solution is to use the western tracks away
 from these high population shoreline areas.


There are other issues of public concern such as the many frequent closings of the existing
 very old rusty, worn railroad bridges. These bridges should be replaced and elevated to
 recognize the difference between what exists now and when they were built almost 100 years
 ago. Road bridges have had to face reality and have had do this. Should not the railroads be
 held to the same standards.


If All Aboard Florida is allowed to follow through on their current plans it will put the Florida
 public at risk and become a public expense just for company profits. This should be as
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 unacceptable to you as it is to us.


Please direct All Aboard Florida to amend their plans.








From: Larry & Jeri Close
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: problems with passenger rail proposal
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 6:20:06 PM


To:  John Winkle,  Federal Railroad Administration


Dear Mr. Winkle,


We individuals often feel powerless reacting to the mega million industrial 'machine'.   But, you can be our voice to
 collectively show the serious problems with the passenger rail proposal.


1. No passenger rail makes a profit - the current two s. Florida rails lost over $120 million last year


2. AAF wants to appear as all private funding but in fact will use over $250 million of State of Florida money for
 stations


3. AAF was formed to shield the assets of Florida East Coast Rail  - preventing the assets of the 'parent' company
 being used as collateral


4. AAF will cause great stress to the well being of thousands of residents - especially along the route from W.
 Palm to Orlando


5.AAF has worked a dirty deal with the Toll Authority controlling the right of way along Rt 528 by preventing all of
 Brevard County from ever having a station unless it pays a kickback to the Toll Authority


Please do what you can to deny AAF any access to Federal funds or loan guarantees.


Yours,  Larry Close,  1955 Anglers Cove,  Vero Beach, Fl  32963
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From: Vertrice Smith
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF Safety
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:48:21 PM


December 3, 2014


Mr. Winkle,


I often go to the beauty salon in downtown Fort Pierce located five stores down from the
 trains. Several weeks ago, I went at my usual time and place to have my hair washed and
 styled and listen to the latest events in our beautiful, old Fort Pierce. On this day, the planned
 expansion of AAF and FEC were the topic of conversation when my hairdresser, Rita, related
 to me an incident she had witnessed with a freight train. Here is her story.


Rita parks her car in the city garage on the west side of the tracks. She then walks to work by
 crossing the tracks and moving down five stores to her shop. On this particular morning,
 however, this simple walk was a difficult one to make, a difficult one to experience.


The freight train (yes, I do know your EIS concerns only AAF and the proposed “passenger”
 service) came along as scheduled each morning about this time. It carried numerous cars—63
 of them WALMART---, dozens of chemical containers and many more cars I did not readily
 recognize. The train stayed in the pathway of traffic at Orange and US 1 blocking vehicles on
 both sides of the track, for approximately 23 minutes. The vehicles began moving about
 where they could and some were able to take another, longer route to their businesses,
 doctors, and/or other pursuits on US 1. They were an irritated bunch, she promised me.
 Suddenly, as my hairdresser stood on the west side of the track, she observed an individual
 walking straight for the train. The walker threw what she was carrying through the train
 connector and began to climb on the coupling to pull herself through to the other side since
 the train was at a dead stop. She made it. Picked up her belongings and proceeded down the
 street! She said, further, that as soon as the woman made it across the coupling, the train
 moved! Again, my hairdresser remarked in amazement that had the woman been just a little
 slower, the train would have crushed her.


The point of my story, Mr. Winkle, is this: you must again analyze the safety situations at, at-
ground crossings to determine real dangers from freight trains who stop, pull forward, couple
 and uncouple right in the middle of heavy traffic—pedestrian and vehicular--- in downtown
 Fort Pierce and throughout the Treasure Coast! This type of situation is deplorable and
 beyond belief when you consider how many freight trains will stop and pull over to other
 tracks to allow AAF trains high speed access to the tracks on their way to Disney World.
 What a horrific thought, a horrific safety hazard, an impossible scenario to image!


From the Treasure Coast perspective, nothing good will come of AAF’s plan to speed directly
 through the Treasure Coast. In fact, Mr. Winkle, with so many letters reaching you in which
 residents of this landscape denounce AAF and FRA for considering such a project, we will
 have much more to lose than our economy…we will likely lose  lives along the way without
 careful reconsideration by FRA and  its EIS.


Think about it…….
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Suzie Smith


2400 South Ocean Drive, Apt. 4300A


Fort Pierce, FL 34949     vertricesmith@gmail.com



mailto:vertricesmith@gmail.com






From: bmfloft@yahoo.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida (AAF)
Date: Thursday, November 20, 2014 10:48:31 AM


I am opposed to AAF as I believe the impact of the project has not been fully vetted. In addition under the current
 plan it will create dangerous conditions in a number of venues in addition to causing traffic delays and in
 convenience to residents.


Brendan Fisk
Jensen Beach


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:bmfloft@yahoo.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Bob Watson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 8:21:23 AM


Dear Mr. Winkle:


It is unclear to me that expressing any well reasoned opinion here will be of any consequence because these
 unpopular idea seems as though it is being shoved down the throats of people who want no part of it, but  it is worth
 laying out the facts.


First, AAF is merely a sleight of hand to increase freight rail traffic under the guise of providing light, high speed,
 passenger rail.  The rail terminals will not go near the airports and will not be used by tourists.  Once the widening
 of the Panama Canal is fully complete, freight will come through the already widened Port of Miami and will be
 transported to the cities unwilling to widen their ports for the Super Tankers that will go through the widened ports
 in Panama and Miami.  So, this is really about freight not people. It is disingenuous to say this is about mass
 transportation, it is about moving freight.


Second, commerce is a good thing and any mass transport that incidentally occurs is also good, but the impact here
 is too high.  These tracks, located in the highest population coastal towns, laid out by Henry Flagler when there
 were no towns, now bisect all of these town and their cherished waterways.  Blocking traffic and waterways for
 additional hours everyday will forever change the day to day life of all of the residents and none will forget the
 many agencies who stood by and did nothing will this was allowed to occur, should this go forward as planned.


Third, Florida will pay the price for this, but will get no real benefit.  The freight will just move through to its final
 destination. We will waive at it as it goes by.  Minimal job creation will occur but maximum aggravation will be
 left in it's wake.


Fourth, this would be a good idea if planned for tracks in the middle of the state where the population does not live
 and waterways are much less affected.


Thank you for taking any time to consider these thoughts,


Very truly yours,
Robert Watson


Sent from my iPad
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From: j
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: proposed ? passenger trains on floridas east coast
Date: Monday, September 29, 2014 2:38:39 AM


your environmental impact report is a mere dog and pony show. how
stupid do you think people are? your report is bought and paid for by
the people that have the most to gain from it's favorable slant.
the most sensible suggestion to date is to route the trains inland
where they will cause the least disruption to east coast communitys. to
everyone I have spoken with (and there are many) the consensus is
unanimous in agreeing that this proposal is a ruse to enhance freight
traffic for a few heavyweights in the industry.
please use your common sense and do the right thing and that is to
reject this proposal in it's entirety.
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From: McCotter
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:15:09 AM


John Winkle   FRA  1200 New Jersey SE Rm    Washington, DC     20590


 
I am opposed to All Aboard Florida.        The hi speed trains will have a
 negative on the environment, and the people that live in areas similar
 to West Palm Beach,  Delray Beach, Lake Worth, Boynton Beach, Jupiter,
 Hobe Sound, Stuart, Jensen Beach, Ft Pierce, Vero Beach, Boca Raton, Ft
 Lauderdale, etc.


Property values along the rail corridor and the rivers, where rail crossings
 exist,  will decline impacting both the private land owner and local
 governments revenue:  as property values decline so do property tax
 revenues.     Commercial boat traffic will be impacted on the ICW,  Stuart
 location.


The report issued by All Aboard Florida is incorrect/incomplete.   Several
 issues are not addressed.


The train is touted as a passenger train when in fact in will be a massive
 freight train.   Their are not enough passengers to support the number of
 rail trips. 
 
Sandra James Furness
PO Box 3083
Stuart, Florida    34995  
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From: Pamela Cusanelli
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: proposed rail line through the treasure coast.
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 11:49:58 AM


1.    The disastrous effects from VIBRATION from the FREIGHT which will be considerable
 when the Panama Canal is completed and the Miami port is deeper.


2.    The misrepresentation of this being for passenger trains when NEVER has one operating
 been profitable.  This expansion is for freight !  The content of this freight will be horrible to
 pools, foundations, disruption of services and the property values to name a few.   


3.     The report done did not address adequately the negative effect from this proposal.  Stuart
 is a beautiful town that will surely be most affected.


4.   Freight has already increased through the coast and to state this expansion is for passenger
 trains is an outright lie. I doubt after 1 year you have more than 2 passenger trains to Orlando
 operating.  


5.   I was told at a Vero Beach meeting you own the track & land and do not have to pay for
 the CSX lines to use them.  Well paying for use is not going to put a dent in the billions you
 will make when the freight becomes the major cash cow of your business.  CSX line is more
 direct and will not disrupt the lives of thousands of people and businesses.  Build the
 additional tracks there.


6.   I for one believe you will see class action suits when our pools become too fractured to use
 anymore. Next will be children killed on the tracks because they are too near residential areas,
 or hazardous waste accidents.  


Get your heads out of the clouds and look at the potential disaster looming.


Sincerely,


Pam & Mike Cusanelli
427 Arbor St
Sebastian, FL 32958
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From: CEDAR POINTE VILLAG
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:42:58 AM
Attachments: Document - Federal Railroad Administration Letter (AAF) - Created Dec 02, 2014.pdf


Please see attached letter.


Thank you.
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Nittiw"' 4 
CEDAR POINTE 



CONDOMINIUM. 	 IN CM/D 



,„ord/,',2911',■ • ■ 
Cedar Pointe Village Eight Association, Inc. 



2929 S.E. Ocean Boulevard • Stuart, Florida 34996 • 772-287-3253 • Fax 772-781-1533 
Email - cpv8@comcast.net  



December 2, 2014 



John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. 



Room W. 38-31 



Washington, D.C. 20590 



Subject: All Aboard Florida 



Dear Mr. Winkle; 



I am writing this to ask you to really study this rail system planned to operate through the East Coast of Florida. 



The damage to this entire Treasure Coast area will be a permanent scar on the state and will have long range 



effects on the eastern half of the United States. The economy in Florida depends on tourism and the people that 



have settled here and more specifically those that spend over six months of the year on property that they have 



developed and the many seasonal homes that are the backbone of our economy. 



Many of the currant complaints are about noise and traffic, but more important is the destruction of all the 



development due to damage to the businesses. They are responsible for the financial maintaining of homes and 



businesses. 



It would be a simple matter to relocate the rail system a short distance west adjacent to the 1-95 corridor. This 



would alleviate the congestion that the constant train flow would cause through the many residential and business 



locations on the entire coastal area. If this relocation could be accomplished you would find that the aggressive 



dissatisfaction that has been created would subside and the AAF could proceed and be acceptable to those that 



now deeply oppose the entire project. 



This existing plan as proposed will cause irrevocable destruction to so many folk's lives that it must be looked at by 



expert non-involved developers and designers from the esthetics and long range effects on the entire eastern 



portion of the country. 



Respectfully submitted, 



E. Timothy Leon d, resident 



Cedar Pointe Vi age 8 
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From: Robert Dyas
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: John.Winkle@DOT.Gov; CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov
Subject: proposed rail traffic expansion a nightmare
Date: Monday, November 3, 2014 12:12:42 PM


The proposed expansion of rail traffic for all aboard FL is an inconcievable nightmare for people who
 live ANYWHERE near these rail lines. I live in the Evergrene community in Palm Beach Gardens… my
 house is about 5 or 6 houses in from the rail line. Each night between mightnight and 5:00AM - the
 middle of the night when I am trying to sleep so I can think stright the next day - anywhere from 3
 to 8 trains come through - BLOWING THEIR HORNS!!! Also, about 1/4 of these trains are so
 overloaded (carrying low value rock and sand) that they cause my bed to shake!!! And I'm 5 or 6
 houses in from the track!!!
 
Rather than increase the number of trains, they need to CUT the max weight of the trains by 75%
 and find a way to really prevent them from bloiwng their hors all night long!!! How many people are
 unable to think clearly all up and down the coast because the were woken up 5 times per night with
 trains blowing their horn!!!
 
Honestly, there needs to be some balance here between the needs of the rail and the needs of
 communities. This is NOT the 1890s today the first priority should be REDUCING THE WORST KIND
 OF NOISE POLLUTION (middle of the night) not some rail expansion for some vague economic
 benefit. What about the economic cost of all the people loosing sleep and not being able to perform
 well at their job?
 
Robert H. Dyas
1812 Flower Dr.
Palm Beach Gardens, FL 33410
 



mailto:robert.dyas@parasql.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

mailto:John.Winkle@DOT.Gov

mailto:CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov






From: Janet Schamback
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:54:56 AM


We are long time residents and boaters who live in Stuart, Florida.  We picked this quaint town to be our home
 because if has such a special, homey feel.  We invested in waterfront property and built our dream home 15 years
 ago here.  We love having our boat in our back yard and being able to enjoy Stuart from the water.


All Aboard Florida will change all of that.  The railroad bridge that crosses the waterway in town stops boat traffic
 for 30-45 minutes every time a train goes by.  It is an inconvenience now with the amount of train traffic; it will be
 impossible to get through if All Aboard Florida goes through with its plans and sends dozens of trains through a
 day.  Honestly, we can’t see how that bridge will ever be open.


The railroad tracks in Stuart run right through downtown.  Again, with the amount of train traffic now, car traffic
 isn’t too badly affected.  All that will change too if All Aboard Florida succeeds with their plans.  What about all
 those businesses?


We truly feel that All Aboard Florida will destroy our beautiful town.  I know business is business and money talks,
 but at what cost? 


Please save our beautiful town and preserve our quality of life.  Take a hard look at the effect All Aboard Florida
 will have on Stuart and see that it is not feasible to allow the project to continue.


Walker & Janet Schamback
2560 NW Eventide Place
Stuart, FL  34994
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From: Dennis Gundersdorff
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: public comment aaf
Date: Thursday, October 23, 2014 6:37:53 PM


To all concerned: As a resident of Martin County, FL I am concerned about the increase of train
 traffic coming through our county. Martin County is a small home-town atmosphere county. Our
 downtown is thriving since its revitalization beginning in the 1990’s up to today. It is truly the heart
 of our beautiful county. From a traffic point of view, more trains stopping traffic in our downtown
 would be considerably destructive to our residents and emergency vehicles. The entrance into our
 downtown has the notorious “confusion corner” with numerous streets converging into a traffic
 circle. We do not need more confusion added by additional trains as proposed. Emergency vehicles
 would be hindered as their route takes them through our downtown area to our hospital. Additional
 tracks through our downtown would eliminate precious parking, which is at a shortage already.
 Thank you for hearing the concerns of Martin County’s residents.
Cheryl Gundersdorff
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From: Joel
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 11:01:42 AM


Mr. John Winkle,
We totally disagree with the upcoming "Passenger Rail Service" proposal.  This would shut out our
 community from a normal life, with the increased rail traffic and noise pollution.  There are other areas in
 the state without disrupting everyone's life that could be used for the rail route, such as the area of the
 Florida Turnpike.  If this is truly to be used as a passenger service, monorail service would be less
 intrusive to our way of life.  32 more rail trips through our area, without even a passenger depot, does our
 community a great disservice.  Emergency vehicles blocked, noise, vibration and the total impact on our
 environment would be a disaster.
No AAF for us.
Joel Chernin
5 Tarpon Drive
Vero Beach, FL 3296
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From: Pamela Cusanelli
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: rail lines through the treasure coast
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 11:20:58 AM


I wish to go on record as opposing this rail line for these reasons.


1.  The devastation to our communities with vibration from FREIGHT which is what  is going
 to be the prominent use of these rails.   


2.Your company is misrepresenting the use of the rails.   You own the track & land and stand
 to make a fortune from freight.



mailto:pccusanelli@gmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: G M Abbey
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 11:22:59 AM


I am opposed to the project to the extent the trains run through the existing lines which go
 through downtown Stuart and Port Salerno.  The noise, and crossing obstruction outweigh any
 potential benefits.  Consider  using the Turnpike right of way further West.


G. Marshall Abbey
3001 SE Fairway West
Stuart, FL 34997
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From: Mary Priest
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: rail project
Date: Sunday, September 28, 2014 8:26:29 PM


Dear Mr. John Winkle,


My family and I are keenly opposed to All Aboard Florida's intent to construct a passenger rail system
 connecting Orlando to Miami via rail access along Florida's Treasure Coast.  We live in the charming
 community of Hobe Sound because it is peaceful and safe.  Treasure Coast residents appreciate their
 their way of life in these coastal town and we all work hard to maintain it. 


Whether one reads all 522 pages of the draft Environmental Impact Statement or not, common sense
 alone tells us that All Aboard Florida is not about what is best for this part of Florida and its population.
  Run this service inland.  It is beyond realistic to believe that there is enough commuter or tourist
 business to support running an additional 32 passenger trains a between Orlando and Miami.  The
 Panama Canal is expected to double its capacity by 2015. This passenger service is a ruse; a roundabout
 path that leads to FEC's projected increase in freight due to canal expansion.


We frequently visit Port Salerno, Stuart and many other towns in Florida that have railroad crossings
 cutting right through historic sections. These communities have made successful efforts to revitalize and
 maintain the 'Old Florida' ambiance.  At this time, the RR crossings do not seem to impede commerce in
 these towns, in fact these crossings are managed well and seem to add to the charm.


Additional train traffic will impede automobile traffic, lengthen bridge closings and pose a severe safety
 hazard to pedestrians. 


Please reconsider this proposed route.


Thank you,
Mary K. Priest
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From: Kenneth Weinberger
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 12:17:06 PM


I am concerned about the effect of All Aboard Florida on the vitality of downtown
 Stuart, where I live.
Surely, there is a way to bypass downtown Stuart with new tracks going around,
 rather than through
downtown Stuart (there will be no stops in Stuart).  
Downtown Stuart is the lifeblood of this area, and frequent trains through downtown
 will clearly have a
major negative effect.
Sincerely,
Kenneth A Weinberger
kennyaw2000@yahoo.com
4921 SW Gossamer Cir
Palm City, FL 34990
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From: Helen
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: railroad
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 10:27:53 AM


The basic concept is good.  Just use all private money and move it east so coastal areas are not
 damaged.  Is there enough right-of way at the turn[pike?  Helen Todd


This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus
 protection is active.
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From: Peter Ellison
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 12:20:25 PM


 
Gentlemen:
 
I am strongly opposed to the AAF project.  It seems to offer no appreciable benefit to Martin county
 residents, but has many negatives:  increased traffic congestion, increased noise, and possible risks
 to public safety.
 
My chief opposition is because of the affect it will have on boat traffic on the St Lucie river.  The
 chokepoint, of course, is the railroad bridge over the river.  When the bridge is down, only very
 small craft with no superstructure can pass. Most boats must wait, fighting difficult currents, for the
 bridge to rise.  While it takes only seconds for an automobile traffic barricade to rise after a train has
 passed, it can take up to 10 minutes for the train bridge to rise.  I have read that were AAF to go
 through, the bridge will be closed for as much as 40 minutes of each hour.  Not only will this
 negatively impact property values in the affected area, it will have a severe impact on the
 economics of the marine industry in Martin County.
 
How does Martin County benefit in any way from this project?
 
Your truly,
 
Peter Ellison
9694 SE Sandpine Lane
Hobe Sound, Fl  33455
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From: Irene Suits
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: railroad
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 8:51:44 AM


Mr.John Winkle,


As a physician, I listen to hundreds of patients. A standard question I ask is "is anything bothering you?" 
I usually receive a medical response.  In the past few months I have been receiving a railroad response.


Your proposed community route is a violation to the common sense of many.  I am in agreement with so many
local citizens. 


Go west.  Do not involve our communities.


Irene Machel MD
Stuart, Fl
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From: Gene Nibbelink
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 12:51:23 PM


We do not wish to see All Aboard Florida here on the Treasure Coast of Florida because there
 will be no positive impact to this area.  Home values will be reduced along the rail line and the
 area will not receive any benefit from this project.  It might be great for the cities it will stop
 in but for those others along the route it will have a negative impact.  Please do not approve
 this project.


Sincerely,


Gene & Luise Nibbelink
Port St Lucie, FL
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From: FRANK BIRK
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: railroad
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2014 12:37:51 PM


I live on the wrong side of the tracks.  I have to cross the tracks in Vero Beach to get to the Indian
 River hospital when I get my next heart attack.  Thank you   Frank J. Birk   f_birk@bellsouth. net  
 772-464-4061
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From: tom weeks
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 12:59:37 PM


      All Aboard Florida must be operated on a track that does not pass through all our
 highly populated coastal communities.
     The additional freight traffic anticipated must also be similarly relocated away from
 populated  areas.


Pat Weeks
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From: stephanie wisniewski
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: re - All aboard rail
Date: Sunday, October 12, 2014 2:34:36 PM


My husband and I just purchased a home out on North Hutchinson Island in Fort Pierce. We were
 very upset when we heard about the All Above Rail project.  First it is fine to wait for a few trains per
 day to get across the bridge, but with all of these trains using that rail it will not only deter people
 from purchasing homes in that area, but has already made an impact.  A lot of the early homes that
 are along the rail route have already put them up for sale since they don’t want to experience the
 noise, danger of all the trains and a possible accident, and vibrations to their homes.
 
You will be placing people in harms way if there is an accident, disturbing the peace with the
 whistles at all times during the day and night and this is all about getting people from Miami and
 West Palm to Orlando for convenience.  If you want to run trains to the center of the state then
 install railroads through the center of the state to make it a direct route from West Palm to
 Orlando.  There isn’t much out there that will have to tolerate the noise, problems from vibration
 and also the possibility of an accident.  The rail can run from Miami to West Palm and then head
 west to the center of the state and run right into Orlando.  The people of Miami and West Palm are
 the ones that you are concerned about getting to Orlando so take the trains on a more direct route.
 
You will damage the small towns that are along the way by coming up the east coast after it leaves
 West Palm.
 
I hope that this All Aboard doesn’t happen.  I hope that Politian’s will consider what it will do to the
 people that will not benefit from this train.
 
Sincerely,
Stephanie Wisniewski
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From: Nestor Palmero
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2014 12:11:55 PM
Importance: High


Mr. Winkle,
 
As a long time Treasure Coast Resident (since 1976), currently Martin County/ Stuart
 resident I wanted to express my concern for the plans to increase Train Traffic so
 dramatically throughout Florida’s East Coast.
 
This traffic will negatively impact:


·         Emergency Services – Health, Law Enforcement , Public Safety  Ambulances and
 Fire Fighters


·         Small Community Businesses – from Professional Service Providers such as
 Attorneys, Accountants etc to Restaurants and of course their employees.


·         Real Estate Values will be negatively impacted, due to increased noise and traffic
 delays


·         Waterfront Property values will also plummet as delays are caused on the
 waterways waiting for bridge openings


·         The environment will also be negatively impacted with an increase of motors idling
 on the water as well as on our streets.


·         Our community depends heavily on a marine industry that is sure to suffer.
·         Economic hardship will be the only “by product” as the rail service will NOT be


 available for Treasure Coast residents.
Mr. Winkle, discussions of expanded train services have been part of our community for
 many years. From talk of bullet trains to everything in between. Every discussion included
 the words” don’t worry…It will be out west in undeveloped areas (new lines) and parallel
 the Turnpike or I-95.
Now that the plans are pushing forward, utilizing the same tracks will prove to be long term
 one of the worst economic impacts our State has ever experienced from a single decision /
 action.
 
As a concerned citizen I urge to PLEASE look at ALL options on the table and consider the
 legacy this ill thought decision will render long term.
 
I am available to discuss further should you desire to do so at your convenience.
 
Respectfully,
 
Nestor Palmero
 
 
Tel. 772.781.1721
Fax 772.335.5171
National Geographic™ Snorkeler & SWIM
The information contained in this message may be privileged, confidential, and protected from disclosure. If you are
 not the intended recipient, or an employee, or agent responsible for delivering this message to the intended
 recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly
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 prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by replying to the
 message and deleting from your computer. Opinions, conclusions, and other information in this message that do
 not relate to official FAIC & or National Geographic Snorkeler business are those of the sender and are neither given
 nor endorsed by FAIC & or National Geographic Snorkeler.
 








From: tcredeal@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: re: All Aboard Florida on the Treasure Coast
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 2:21:27 PM


To whom it may concern;
 
The high-speed rail service, which will travel non-stop through the Treasure Coast,
 would be best served with tracks located to the west of the county.  This will keep the
 train traffic away from our coastline and downtown areas and not adversely affect the
 property values. The I-95 corridor would make a much better site for this type of
 frequent service.
 
When proposing a new idea or business it is always best to take the "do not harm"
 approach to avoid any future ramifications that may result in the general publics
 disapproval.  Under the current proposal, the AAF will be harmful on many counts.
 
I strongly urge the use of the western areas for this endeavor.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Alvira, Realtor
Sunrise City Realty, LLC.
Fort Pierce
772-528-2649
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From: Visionman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 1:02:22 PM


I live in Sebastian. My home is west of the tracks. My office is east on the tracks. My second location is at Grant.
 Again on the tracks.
It is horrible now when trains pass. The traffic jam is onto US1, in a 55 mph zone, and the close calls happen daily.
More trains, more noise, more accidents,more emergency vehicle blockages  and absolutely no benefit to the
 community.


This is an awful idea.


Richard Schwarzbach


The information contained in this transmission may contain privileged and confidential information.  It is intended
 only for the use of the person(s) and the entity named above.  If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby
 notified that any review, dissemination, distribution, copying or use of the contents of this communication is strictly
 prohibited.  If you have received this message in error, please contact us immediately and destroy all copies of the
 original message.  All personal messages express the views solely of the sender, which are not to be attributed to
 InoSys, Inc.
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From: norma smith-cost
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: resident from Port St. Lucie
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:15:12 PM


Dear Sirs,
  I realize this is the last day for making comments about AAF.  I could not attend any
 meetings, but have read the newspapers and listened to the news reports on
 television.
  I don't know how any authority can knowingly impair the action of Emergency
 Vehicles.  There is no way an ambulance or Fire Truck or Police Car needs to be
 delayed due to train traffic--from Orlando to Miami.  Isn't the Treasure Coast worth
 protecting?  All citizens in Florida need to know that new constructions will not impair
 the rescue and support of emergencies.  Minutes lost waiting at a "train passage
 way" is absolutely stupid, ignorant and dangerous. 
  I do not support this AAF train concept.  The Treasure Coast needs to be protected
 for emergencies first. 
      Thank you for your consideration,
       Norma Smith-Cost
       6134 NW Wild Cotton Way
       Port St. Lucie, Fl.  34986
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From: Patrick Wagor
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 1:18:45 PM
Attachments: image001.png


I don’t see a need for the system as far north as Jupiter and don’t believe the program has been
 appropriately evaluated.  I’m concerned about the increased traffic causing local traffic and marine
 navigation problems along with safety hazards.
 
Patrick Wagor   
Atlantic Retail Properties
1001 N US Hwy One, Ste 600
Jupiter, FL 33477
Direct: (561) 427-6151
Cell: (954) 439-8017
Fax: (561) 427-6561
pwagor@atlanticretail.com
www.atlanticretail.com
 


 



mailto:pwagor@atlanticretail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

mailto:pwagor@atlanticretail.com

http://www.atlanticretail.com/








From: sisustarfish@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: andrew.w.phillips@usace.army.mil
Subject: response to FRA DEIS for AAF
Date: Wednesday, November 26, 2014 12:25:15 PM
Attachments: TIC_draft_to_DEIS.docx


 
                                                                                                                   November
 26, 2014
 
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue
SE Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590
Attn: John Winkle
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
The Indian River Neighborhood Association is a non-profit, non-partisan organization
 dedicated to quality of life matters throughout our County.
 
Earlier this year we brought together organizations and local governments
 experiencing significant concerns about impacts from All Aboard Florida
 which represents the establishment of high speed passenger and expanded freight
 rail services proposed to run through our County without stopping.
 
We formed the Train Impact Coalition (TIC) and for your information a list of
 participants is included below. Our singular purpose was to protect our
 communities from any potentially negative impacts by All Aboard Florida. Our intent
 was to do so by inserting our concerns, as allowed by law, into the federal process
 which would release the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). 
 
The DEIS has now been released.  We have studied it and find it very deficient
 identifying impacts to our communities. All our comments are presented in the
 attachment.  
 
Thank you for your consideration of these comments. We look forward to your
 response addressing our concerns. Please do not hesitate to contact me for any
 additional information.
 
Sincerely,
 
Honey Minuse, Chair Executive Committee,
 Indian River Neighborhood Association
        27 Starfish Drive
        Vero Beach, Florida 32960
 
cc: Army Corps of Engineers
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MISSING APPENDICES 


To fully understand the design and impact upon Indian River County and to provide an accurate response to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement the following missing 34 appendices are required:   





Appendix  No.  Description        
Appendix 1.1-A 1 FONSI 
Appendix 1.1-A2 FONSI Exhibits 
Appendix 3.3-A Fort Lauderdale Re-Evaluation Documents 
Appendix 3.3-B Alternative A Track Plans 
Appendix 3.3-C Grade Crossing Details 
Appendix 3.3-D Alternative C, E-W Corridor OOCEA Portion PlanSet 
Appendix 3.3-E Alternative E, E-W Corridor OOCEA Portion PlanSet 
Appendix 3.3-F Ridership and Revenue Study Summary 
Appendix 4.1.1-A Existing Land Use Maps 
Appendix 4.1.3-A USCG Cooperating Agency Acceptance 
Appendix 4.1.3-B USCG Jurisdictional Determination 
Appendix 4.1.3-C Navigation Discipline Report 
Appendix 4.2.4-A Potentially Contaminated Sites Aerial Photographs 
Appendix 4.3.1-A USCG Coordination Meeting Notes, August 12, 2013 
Appendix 4.3.3-A Characteristic Plant Species 
Appendix 4.3.5-A EFH Assessment 
Appendix 4.3.6-A Rare Species Survey Reports 
Appendix 4.3.6-B Rare Species Consultation Areas 
Appendix 4.4.2-A Minority Populations 
Appendix 4.4.2-B Poverty Populations 
Appendix 4.4.5-A SHPO Consultation Materials 
Appendix 4.4.5-B Cultural Resources Proximate to the Project Corridor 
Appendix 4.4.6-A Recreation Resources 
Appendix 5.2.2-A Noise and Vibration Contours 
Appendix 5.2.2-B Noise Impact Tables 
Appendix 5.2.2-C Vibration Impact Tables 
Appendix 5.2.3-A Farmland Soils, Completed NRCS Forms 
Appendix 5.2.4-A Risk Evaluation Summary Table 
Appendix 5.3.1-A Bridge Crossing Maps 
Appendix 5.3.4-A Floodplain Impacts 
Appendix 5.3.6-A Section 7 Meeting Notes 
Appendix 5.3.6-B Section 7 Consultation Materials 
Appendix 8.1-A NOI 
Appendix 8.1-B Scoping Report              				
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Pages 5-39 FREIGHT


On pages 5-39 and thereafter, the Draft EIS makes references to expanded freight traffic with little to no explanation.   A clarification is requested.   


To be credible the DEIS should include estimates for projected speed, length, and crossings per day and per hour for rail lines shared by passenger service and freight transport, including both full and partial capacity.  Any assumptions should disclose the methodology and reasoning underlying the estimates. 


1.2.3 N-S CORRIDOR 


No public official record exists of FECR land ownership, specifically what land is owned immediately contiguous or adjacent to the existing track. 


Without this knowledge there is no way to accurately respond to potential impacts using established parameters and mathematical models.  This information and the final double track design throughout Indian River County is necessary in order to respond to measureable impacts on adjacent properties.


The EIS must allow public comment time when that record is released.  





1.3, 1.4, 1.5, 1.6 COOPERATING AGENCY


The FRA failed to cooperate with all local governments to gather information. 


The Council on Environmental Quality Regulation requires NEPA analysis and documentation "in cooperation with State and local governments" having jurisdiction by law or special expertise.  


When individual applications were made by the local governments of Vero Beach, Sebastian and Indian River County for "Cooperating Agency" status they were all denied.  This resulted in an absence of local knowledge in the DEIS.  


 


8.1 SCOPING 


No Scoping meetings were held nor advertised in Indian River County and there is no record any effort was made to identify, nor grant status to, any organization in Indian River County for either jurisdictional authority or special expertise.  


This omission excludes correctly identifying, analyzing and mitigating adverse impacts to the natural and human environments in Indian River County and compromises the NEPA process. 
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4 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT   and   5 ENVIRONMENAL CONSEQUENCES   


St. Sebastian River and Bridge


The Army Corps of Engineers states this Bridge is in Brevard County, due for demolition and replaced with 2 new single-track bridges. This statement fails to point out the Bridge is over the St. Sebastian River which connects Brevard County on the northern end and Indian River County on the southern end.  					


In fact, the southern leg of this Bridge is located in Indian River County.  It crosses over the St. Sebastian River which flows entirely into Indian County making its way into the St. Sebastian River State Park. The North Sebastian Conservation Area is south of it. 


These are all environmentally sensitive waters and adjacent lands, home to endangered and protected species of flora and fauna and ecologically important wetlands. The waters from the Indian River Lagoon flow into this waterway.


Additionally there is no study of climate change-sea level rise on this waterway and bridge and no identification of impacts due to demolition and construction. 


The DEIS fails to include a proper analysis of the St. Sebastian Bridge, the underlying waterway or the endangered species.  Due to this omission, it is requested that the FRA issue a supplemental EIS on the referenced issues. 





4.4.1, 4.4.2, 5.4.1,5.4.2 ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE 


The DEIS fails to address the fact the current railroad tracks run through the minority community of Gifford which existed well before the current tracks were placed.  


Local knowledge states there are adults walking and bicycling across the tracks going to and from work.  There are parents with children walking across the tracks going to and from school and the stores. And local knowledge reveals a history of adverse events due to crossing closures when critically ill individuals were unable to be transported by members of their community for acute medical care on the other side of the tracks. Local knowledge will also identify a well in near proximity to the tracks and which is used by local residents to draw drinking water.  


Federal de-segregation rules apply. The School District advises additional crossing closures will require disproportionately longer bus routes for Gifford students.


The DEIS fails to represent local knowledge. Current impacts must be incorporated into a supplemental DEIS to comprehensively identify and analyze impacts from the addition of high speed passenger rail and expanded freight service.  There must also be consideration of alternatives and long-term benefits.  


			           	-3-


4.1,4.2, 4.4, 5.1, 5.2, 5.4 SOCIO-ECONOMIC CONDITIONS 


There are no planned stops in Indian River County and high speed passenger and expanded freight service will be maintained along the length of the tracks from the northern to the southern borders. These trains will cut through or travel adjacent to specific land uses which include but are not limited to residential, retail, commercial, historic and medical zonings.  


The DEIS fails to identify and analyze impacts such as noise, vibration, vehicular travel interruption and construction with respect to such areas and their property values, real estate taxes, business vitality and employment factors. 


No benefit to Indian River County has been identified, no alternatives are considered.  To be credible the DEIS must provide an analysis to include benefits, alternatives.  


					


5.4.1 COMMUNITIES  


There is scant mention of the N-S Corridor in Indian River County and no acknowledgement of the various communities adjacent to the current rail tracks. 


Residential areas and facilities such as medical centers and retail businesses are in close proximity and often separated by the current rail tracks. The DEIS completely ignores identification of potential disrupters or fragmentation in these areas due to high speed passenger and expanded freight rail services. 


Maintaining the integrity of such areas needs identification and analysis with specific attention to the fact there will be more impact with more rail services.     


The DEIS must identify and analyze such data so as to assure the integrity of these areas. Such analysis should include alternative considerations and long term benefit. 


					


5.4.4 PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY


The DEIS is deficient identifying threats to the local communities.


There is no record of accidents to include the transport of hazardous and nuclear materials, no history of crossing incidents, no statement of pedestrian incidents and no log of variable crossing closures with incident.   


There is no analysis of the ability of Law Enforcement, Emergency Management and Fire-Rescue to respond to critical situations. 


The foregoing should be documented and analyzed to provide a remedy to eliminate any threat to the public well-being and the DEIS should incorporate this information.
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5.4.5 CULTURAL AND HISTORIC RESOURCES  


Significant historical sites in Indian River County lack any mention in the DEIS. Such sites are immediately within the rail corridor and document 13,000 years of human presence in the area. Examples are the Vero Man Ice Age and the Gifford Bones Sites.       


The DEIS also neglects to mention the Sebastian District which lists many historical sites and the historic Vero Beach Crestlawn Cemetery, all adjacent to the rail tracks. They are among the many local sites alongside the existing tracks which are listed or potentially eligible in the National Register. Additionally, the Vero Man Ice Age Site may soon be considered a World Site.


Impacts such as noise and vibration must be considered and analyzed before any additional rail service is contemplated. Refer Section 106 NHPA, Section 4.f FDTA	


Parks and Recreation Resources exist throughout Vero Beach, Sebastian and the County with some immediately in the rail corridor. 


The DEIS must identify these historic and cultural resources. There must be appropriate action to assure they will not be negatively impacted with the expansion of rail services. 


																	~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~                                     


In summary, the DEIS fails to identify impacts to the natural and human environments in Indian River County.  


By doing so the document is prevented from addressing analysis of alternative projects with consideration of beneficial outcomes.   


[bookmark: _GoBack]The DEIS must be supplemented, as referenced in the foregoing commentary, in order to present a comprehensive analysis in accordance with NEPA guidelines.  
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The following is a list of participants in the Train Impact Coalition (TIC), Indian River
 County Florida:
 
Penny Chandler, Indian River County Chamber of Commerce
Beth Mitchell, Sebastian Chamber of Commerce
Gifford Progressive League, Joe Idlette III
Ruth Stanbridge, Indian River County Historical Society
Vicky Gould, Main Street Vero Beach
Randy Old, Vero Man Ice Age Site
Sandra Rawls, Vero Man Ice Age Site
Bill Aufiero, Vero Man Ice Age Site
Rebecca Rickey, Heritage Center
Nick Schaus, Barrier Island liaison (IRNA)
Robert Schaedel, Architect
Judy and Jim Gallagher, Sebastian Property Owners Association
Carol Barry, Sebastian liaison (IRNA)
David Hunter, Barrier Island liaison (IRNA)
Mary Kiernan, Sebastian liaison (IRNA)
Karen Disney-Brombach, Indian River County School Board elected official
Jane Schnee, Friends of St. Sebastian River
Tom Gruber, Engineer
Buzz Herrmann, Friends of St. Sebastian River
Jeff Luther, Indian River County Sheriff's Department
Barbara Hoffman, Cultural Council
Sam Zimmerman, Indian River County Planning and Zoning Commission Chair
Bill Cannon, Canaveral Groves
John Debus, Treasure Coast Progressive Alliance
Sue Olson, Micco Homeowners Association
Chelle Woods, Micco Homeowners Association
Jan Black, Micco Homeowners Association
Andrea Coy, Sebastian, City Council Member
Joe Griffin, Sebastian City Manager
Frank Watanabe, City of Sebastian
Cynthia Watson, City of Sebastian
Peter O'Bryan, Indian River County, County Commissioner
Dylan Reingold, Indian River County, County Attorney
Kate Cotner, Indian River County, Assistant County Attorney
Amelia Graves, Vero Beach, City Council Member
Jim O'Connor, Vero Beach City Manager
Monte Falls, City of Vero Beach
Dan Dexter, City of Vero Beach
Dan Lamson, Executive Director, Indian River Neighborhood Association
Honey Minuse, Indian River Neighborhood Association
 
 
 
 












From: pat weeks
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 1:31:34 PM


All Aboard Florida must be operated on a track that does not pass through all our
 highly populated coastal communities.
 
The additional freight traffic anticipated must also be simlarly relocated away from
 populated areas.
 
      Tom Weeks Palm City Fl
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From: Barbara Piotrowski
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: stop All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 5:35:25 PM


Please think of us, the people who really live here. The developers will be gone with our
 money!
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From: cleonard4@juno.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 1:54:52 PM


I live just east of the FEC railroad tracks.  I drive back and forth over the tracks daily in Vero
 Beach.  Although I support rail traffic for freight and passengers in Florida, I do not support
 having increased traffic shoved down our throats in this manner. Increased daytime traffic
 will strangulate the small towns and cities along the FEC corridor.
 
And I know that the Miami to Orlando route is only the preliminary course;  All Aboard
 Florida is also expected to expand north to Jacksonville.
 
MOVE THE TRACKS OUT WEST ALONG THE TURNPIKE ! 
 
C L Leonard
Vero Beach, FL


____________________________________________________________
What's your flood risk?
Find flood maps, interactive tools, FAQs, and agents in your area.
floodsmart.gov
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From: Marilyn Katz
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: stop the railroad
Date: Tuesday, September 30, 2014 3:11:23 AM


why do you want to destroy the paradise that is martin county?.


there are inland routes, paralleling the turnpike, using existing tracks in the middle of state


the railroad will cost so much money to destroy the environment, boating, downtown Stuart, traffic and the lives of
 many people.


why should a few greedy uncaring people ruin martin county?


marilyn katz


Sent from my iPad Marilyn
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From: Ann Bottelli
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 1:56:25 PM


There have been so many good suggested solutions for the adverse impact that AAF will have
 on our communities. All fall on deaf ears, sadly. It is difficult to believe that when the citizens
 are uniformly against a project, and the city, state and federal officials have all heard the
 complaints, that nothing can be done to stop this bad idea. We are all for private enterprise
 and modern progress, but there are so many win-win approaches to take to avert the
 environmental disaster of multiple trains running along our coastal cities and towns. Why are
 you not listening???? Exchange your right of way along your existing tracks for a right of
 way further inland and move your new tracks to the west. Save our Treasure Coast. Please!


Richard and Ann Bottelli
Vero Beach,  Florida


-- 
Ann Bottelli
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From: Bryan Murley
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: support of project
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 6:44:06 PM


I live in Tampa.  I support the high speed rail project and look forward to an extension to
 Tampa.
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From: Judith J. Clough
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: John.Winkle@DOT.gov
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 2:15:43 PM


 
                                                                                                         5393 S E Miles Grant Rd. A204
                                                                                                         Stuart FL 34997
                                                                                                         12/2/2014
 
To the Board of All Aboard Florida:
 
Here is another letter in opposition to All Aboard Florida trains running through the towns on
 the Treasure Coast.  These trains will impact the lives of nearly everyone in Stuart every day. 
 For those of us east of Rte. A1A, we must cross the tracks to get to Rt. 1 or to downtown
 Stuart. Our options east of the tracks are limited. For persons in Hobe Sound and Jupiter, they
 must cross the tracks to get to businesses as well.  In downtown Stuart the train will cut right
 through the center of town, impacting businesses daily.  So called Confusion Corner, a busy
 roundabout in downtown Stuart, will become even more difficult to traverse.
 
There seems to have been no thought as to the effect of 32 trains a day going through the
 Treasure Cost communities.  Will these trains be full of passengers?  If not, why not reduce
 the number of daily trips to 6 or 8?  What is the demand for this service?   And if this is merely
 a smokescreen for additional freight traffic due to the enlarged Panama Canal, why have
 passenger service along these tracks at all?
 
Please consider the impact of these trains on those who live on the Treasure Coast, not just
 those at either terminus of the system.  What will happen to these towns in the future if All
 Aboard Florida fails and leaves our towns divided and nearly deserted?
 
Sincerely,
 
Judy Clough
jjcfuss@yahoo.com
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From: Joseph Lazarski
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Safety
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:39:52 AM


Re:  All Aboard Florida. I am deeply concerned about the dangers involved with high speed
 trains travelling on grade in populated areas.  In Vero Beach where I live, the tracks run
 through both residential and business areas.  Children, senior citizens, and pets will be most at
 risk.


According to the Federal Railroad Administration Office of Safety Analysis, there have
 already been 620 deaths this year as a result of train accidents in the U.S.  How many more
 accidents and deaths will there be if high speed trains are racing through highly populated
 areas?


I cannot understand how anyone could condone AAF's plan in light of the safety risks
 involved.
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From: jerry_walters@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: the train issue
Date: Tuesday, October 7, 2014 10:02:43 AM


My husband and I are opposed to All Aboard Florida. The slow-speed coastline
 corridor is totally wrong for high-speed trains. Dr. and Mrs. Jerry C. Walters
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From: Staff 3631
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 2:38:37 PM
Attachments: SKM_554e14120208310.pdf
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From: Awsb Worthington
To: John.Winkle@DOT.gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com; bill@billnelson.senate.gov; Greg_Langowski@rubio.senate.gov; Congressman.Posey@mail.house.gov;


 gardiner.andy.web@flsenate.gov; altman.thad.web@flsenate.gov; john.tobia@myfloridahouse.gov;
 steve.crisafulli@myfloridahouse.gov; ritch.workman@myfloridahouse.gov; tom.goodson@myfloridahouse.gov;
 ananth.prasad@dot.state.fl.us


Subject: Scam, Sham and FlimFlam..
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:59:55 PM


DATE: __11/30/14 and 12/01/14___________


TO: John.Winkle@DOT.gov and AAF_comments@vhb.com (AAF_comments@vhb.com)


FROM: ___WorthingtonManor1@gmail.com 


9847 Riverview Drive Micco Fla 32976


Dear Sir, Sirs et al...


I am very sorry to have to write this letter to y'all... I doubt it will be read but find it's way
 to your junk files... atypical of all big biz and our wonderful government... 


Just some feedback for you............


Your meetings were the sham, your reports were the scam and your feedback is the
 flimflam... 


what on earth are you guys thinking?  do you even have a heart?  or care about your
 fellow citizens?... Dumb question, probably not, or it would not have gone this far to
 disrupt life and property in Florida.


Please rethink your actions...


 


I am writing with concerns about the All Aboard Florida (AAF) passenger rail project and
 the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) they have forwarded to the Federal
 Railroad Administration (FRA) for review and comment.


Concerns:  There are many, as a home owner and land owner in Little Hollywood,
 Micco Fla, you will be impacting not only my home value, my lot values and the
 neighborhood property values, but the entire area with a proposed new bridge,
 widening of the tracks and waterway destruction for many years to come, most
 probably the rest of my life on this earth.  


I worked for an entire lifetime to purchase property and retire here, looks like you don't
 care about that either... I already have cracks in my ceilings and flooring from the
 increased freight presently moving up and down the tracks, we are not talking an old
 "florida cracker" house here folks.. I have strategically rebuilt and replaced an entire
 home since 2004... 


 It's almost unbearable to sleep through the night now with the horns
 and existent trains, I can't even envision what the horns and alternator whining
 and the weight rumbles shaking us out of bed during the night will ensue once
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 the larger more numerous engines get rolling along here ... it's already shaking
 the dishes, windows, grandfather clock... 


The DEIS repeatedly refers to the impacts of adding 32 high speed trains as “will be
 mitigated.” No remedies are discussed for important issues like noise, vibration, air
 quality, construction staging or the impact more freight and 32 passenger trains will
 have on our natural habitats and wildlife.  There has been a serious attempt by AAF to
 fool us into accepting their plan with misleading facts or partial truths at area forums. 
 Additionally, as the South Florida Phase 1 segment is moving forward, many people
 believe there is nothing wecan do to resolve their concerns.  That sentiment has been
 used by AAF to limit comments and promise local officials concessions and/or stations
 “sometime in the future.” 


 


The new AAF tracks will bisect our community of mostly retired and senior residents.
 This means increased train activity could virtually cut off the east parts of my
 neighborhood from western portions. This is a serious impediment to the delivery of
 emergency services.  Neighbors will be separated from neighbors and access to
 needed community services will be limited by increased delays at crossing.


 


Safety at railroad crossings is also a huge concern.  Add 32 daily high speed trains,
 PLUS 16 to 20 freight trains to road crossings, that are level to the roadway (grade
 level) and we have an accident waiting to happen. 


Safety?  I doubt you care about that either...   


 


Also not adequately addressed is the demolition and replacement of the St. Sebastian
 River railroad bridge.  AAF states the bridge will remain in its right-of-way.  While the
 bridge may be in the right-of-way, the tracks are being moved east and at landfall will
 impact homes in the Little Hollywood community.  Among the issues “to be mitigated”
 are the impacts of bridge construction on the annual winter migration of the Florida
 Manatee, an endangered species. The St. Sebastian River is treated as a stand-alone
 issue.  No mention is made concerning its use as a watershed by the St. Johns River
 Management District or that the River is a tributary of – and included in - the National
 Indian River Lagoon Estuary, a Lagoon of national importance and in critical need of
 restoration.


 


Finally, Florida already has a passenger train that goes from Miami to Orlando and no
 one rides it.  It’s called Amtrak. Have you ever ridden it?  I think not... it's a farce...







 


I am asking the Railroad Administration to reject the flawed Draft Environmental
 Statement and tell All Aboard Florida to do their due diligence and provide needed facts
 that truly justify this proposal.  Better yet, tell them to move their trains west.  Florida
 voters approved an amendment to the state’s constitution in 2000 authorizing a high
 speed “bullet” train adjacent to Florida’s Turnpike.


Yes, yes, yes, take your money and move it west for a shorter route, less impact on our
 lives and wildlife concerns


 


Lets rethink this guys... for some quality of life for the rest of our time... you're probably
 some wealthy puke and could care less, we are not, and don't have the money left to
 pull up stakes and find some place better... you are ripping apart florida, gentlemen...


Sincerely yours,


 Barry and Wendy Worthington


9847 Riverview Drive


Micco, Fla 32976


 








From: Tim Tomich
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; Tim Tomich; Joann
Subject: the worst thing I have seen to ruin a nice place to live
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 11:39:00 AM


This is really a bad joke that you are playing on the citizenry of Martin county are we on
 candid  camera? Or perhaps you think that we are all that stupid .  Number 1. Are traffic is
 already  messed up with the current amount of trains .Your proposal would greatly increase
 A. The number of closings  . B The number if closings on the saint Lucie river and the time
 waiting will be ridiculous and cause unsafe conditions because of the number of boats that 
 would be jamming up all the time waiting for the bridge to open I heard ads about wait times
 at crossings but this does not pertain to the 100 year old rail road bridge in Stuart also the
 train would necessarily  have to slow down because of the sharp turns in Stuart ,Rio and
 Jensen . C .The noise from the trains as they cross the bridge would be almost constant as the
 noise from the trains is heard all the way in Palm city .D The cost is to tax payers for
 absolutely NO BENEFIT to them. It only stands to ruin there current standard of living at their
 financial expense . E. Any one or any animal stands a greatly increased chance of being struck
 by a train FOR WHAT there is nothing positive about this abomination .Number 2 .I see this as
 the start of the down fall of part of Hobe sound and Stuart  it will be similar to what happened
 in Stuart around the air port as it grew to big to be in the middle of an urban area. Real estate
 value s will go down and the areas along the track will turn into slums. All you  need do is
 open your eyes and look at neighbor hoods where there is a air port or trains running through
 it the busier the tracks or airport the worse the neighbor hood. And we are given the privilege
 of paying for it .  also we all know almost all passenger trains in existence are on welfare  
 STOP THIS RIDICULOUS TRAIN THE CITIZENS OF MARTIN COUNTY HAVE NOTHING TO GAIN
 AND AVERY THING TO LOOSE
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From: rcooney
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 2:48:24 PM


AAF should NOT be approved as proposed. If anything, it should be located on the
 CSX tracks
west of the FL turnpike, for environmental and tourism industry reasons.


What is wrong with this picture re AAF?


1. AAF chose and paid the consultants who prepared the environmental impact
 statement.
Why was an independent consulting firm not chosen? 


2. It is an undisputed fact that no railroad passenger service in the United States is
 profitable.
Amtrak is federally subsidized and still loses billions of dollars every year in the
 heaviest
railroad corridor in the country, Washington, D.C. to Boston, MA.


3. The assumptions on passenger ridership are much too optimistic and should be
 independently 
studied.


4. The existing CSX tracks west of the FL turnpike are  more environmentally
 attractive for all
concerned, particularly the highly popular tourism counties on the Treasure coast.


5. If AAF goes ahead with a planned tax-exempt bond issue, with an expected
 interest rate in the
8-10% area, that alone should give pause to regulators: why so high?  RISK.


6. AAF is a freight/real estate scam of considerable magnitude that cannot be allowed
 to proceed.


Respectfully submitted,


Robert L. Cooney
400 Beachview Drive #2N
Vero Beach, FL 32963
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From: Bill Pasco
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Sebastian rail crossings
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:33:29 AM


Dear Sirs,
I live within 2000' of the Barber St crossing.  So do over 2,000 neighbors in 3communities on both sides of the
 tracks.  Check the google earth view to see the density in this area.


There are crossings 1/2mile north and 1mile south of  Barber St.  We now hear whistles for both crossings as well. 
 Please do not approve any track use by aaf until no whistle crossings are in place.


Two Scrub Jay sanctuaries are also impacted.  Both are on Barber St.  They are 1,800'  and 4,000' west of the rail
 crossing.  These endangered birds have been cared for by children and staff of the Pelican Island Elementary School
 since 2,002.


I vote for locating new tracks in the center of the State.


Please add these comments,
 Bill Pasco
5760 Marina Dr.
Sebastian, FL 32958
Sent from my iPad
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From: e yeto figure out what to do with them
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: train traffic
Date: Wednesday, November 26, 2014 9:00:23 AM


Please consider the extremely negative impact of the proposed 'All Aboard' train traffic to the Jensen
 Beach/Rio area. There appear to be alternative train tracks that could be used rather than the outmoded
 1920/30's bridges and crossing systems that service the Jensen Beach/Rio train corridor. Safety of the
 high speed trains AND the local community must be paramount in any decision made.
 
Christine Zwinscher
Palm Circle Park
Jensen Beach FL 
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From: williamcarpenter101@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 3:03:50 PM


Dear Sir;
 
I wish to say how much the planned High Speed Rail Service will hurt our quality of
 life here in Vero Beach.  Safety is a huge concern.  32 trains a day plus the regular
 freight trains would mean almost constant use of the tracks that cut our town in half. 
 Most of our private residents are on one side of the tracks and the shopping malls,
 restaurants,  Government Agencies, etc. are on the opposite side. All Aboard Florida
 would disrupt our lives in numerous other ways.  The noise would be awful.  Just
 think 32 plus the present regular number of trains passing through town, blasting
 their horns at a dozen different crossings.  Please consider people and their quality
 of life as well as multibillionaire business concerns.
 
S. Wilder
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From: Artie Jo Chapman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: St Lucie river railroad bridge
Date: Saturday, November 22, 2014 3:20:11 PM


The only east west corridor for commercial and pleasure craft is via the St. Lucie river and
 access is controlled by the railroad bridge. If the bridge is down for prolonged periods,
 boating traffic can back up.  The current in this area is very strong.  When the bridge does
 open, the waiting boats must go through a very narrow passage. There is not enough clearance
 for boats to pass each other, so the eastbound or the westbound must wait for the others boats
 to clear the bridge.  With prolonged waiting to pass under the opened bridge, boaters could
 become frustrated and rush through without being courteous thus opening up the possibility
 for boating accidents to occur.
This is a very dangerous area because of the current and forcing boaters to wait for extended
 makes it more dangerous.


Please take the additional train traffic to the west where they will not affect the boat traffic on
 the St Lucie river.


Artie Jo Chapman
2426 SW Foxpoint Trail
Palm City, FL  
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From: eileen keyser
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: train
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:30:21 PM


a. please have clean workable wheelchair assessable bathrooms


b. """assign seats next to the restrooms for persons in or use wheelchairs and their
 assistants  """ 


c.  please note, its very difficult getting in and out of  wheelchairs from aisle seats


d. its difficulty to navigate  wheelchairs the chairs through the aisles  and from car to car


thanks     Eileen Keyser
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From: GBohner@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: GBohner@aol.com; mhstaruch@comcast.net; TBohner@aol.com; fdulas@yahoo.com; rsc501@aol.com;


 waterdogsmc@gmail.com; patrickmurphy-no-reply@mail.house.gov
Subject: St. Lucy River Train Bridge - My Actual Time Measurements
Date: Tuesday, September 23, 2014 9:42:00 AM


September 23, 2014
 
Office of the Commander
Seventh Coast Guard District
Brickell Plaza Federal Building
909 Southeast 1st Ave.
Suite 432
Miami, FL  33131-3050
 
 
RE: All Aboard Florida – My Actual Time Measurements for the St. Lucy River Train Bridge
 
During a boat trip on Saturday, 6/14/14, around 10:30 am, we were stopped by the train bridge coming
 down.  We did not arrive until after it had started coming down, so I added an estimated 1 minute to the
 following time measurements.  The bridge was was so slow coming down that sometimes I could hardly
 tell if it was moving. 
 
I took the following time measurements: 
Time to come down (close) - 5 minutes,
Time for train to arrive after bridge closed - 18.5 minutes,
Time for train to pass - 4 minutes,
Time waiting to begin raising (opening) after train passed - 1.5 minutes,
Time to raise (open) - 1.5 minutes. 
Then it took an additional 1.5 minutes for the Old Roosevelt Car Bridge to open, plus an estimated 5-10
 minutes for all the backed-up boat traffic to get through. 
 
Total elapsed time for just the train bridge open/close was 30.5 minutes, and 32 minutes (0.53
 hours) including the Roosevelt  Car Bridge opening.
 
But there is more.  The Old Roosevelt Car Bridge is adjacent to the train bridge.  The Roosevelt Bridge
 Tender will not open that car bridge when he knows the train bridge will be closing soon -- I have waited
 an additional 15 minutes at the Roosevelt Car Bridge just for the train bridge to start coming down.  This
 wait time should to be added to the above measured times.
 
Do the math!  32 - All Aboard Trains multiplied by 0.53 hours equals 17 hours closed just for the new
 passenger trains.  That leaves 7 hours available for the Freight Trains and boat traffic.  If there are 8
 Freight Trains, that uses 4 1/4 hours for them, leaving 2 3/4 hours per day for boat traffic.  However,
 aren't they planning more freight trains due to the Panama Canal improvements, leaving less for boats? 
 And, please Do Not Forget that you must add in the time that the Roosevelt bridge tender cannot open
 because he is expecting the train bridge to close.  Conclusion - there will be absolutely NO TIME OPEN
 for boat traffic!
 
But there is even more.  The above measurements and calculations assume that train traffic will be evenly
 disbursed over a 24 hour day.  Practically speaking, the 32 new passenger trains will be concentrated,
 probably between the hours of 6 a.m. to 8 p.m., which is only 14 hours (not 24 hours) to handle the
 majority of the trains.  These are the same 14 hours that almost all the boaters want to get through the
 bridge.  Even more reason that the train bridge will PROBABLY NEVER OPEN FOR BOATERS.
 
Addendum:  I just received the Preliminary Impact Study.  The time estimates in this Study certainly do
 not correlate with my actual experience!
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Guy Bohner
2376 NW Fork Rd. (North River Shores)
Stuart, FL  34994
772-934-6850
 
 








From: Joseph Burke
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: train
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:43:02 AM


the selfish attitude of the people shoving this train on our respective communities is appalling. this is not
 about progress but rather greed on the part of the people pushing this.  give it up ,the masses don't want
 it
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From: jbmicco@comcast.net
To: John.Winkle@DOT.gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: St. Sebastian River and Bridge comments AAF DEIS
Date: Monday, November 24, 2014 3:00:55 PM
Attachments: St. Sebastian River and Bridge comments to DOT.pdf
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November 24, 2014 
 
TO:  John.Winkle@DOT.Gov 
 
FROM:  Ken and Jan Black            email:   jbmicco@comcast.net 
               9807 Riverview Drive 
               Micco, FL 32976 
 
Dear Sir: 



We find many troublesome issues in both the All Aboard Florida (AAF) passenger rail plans 
and the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) that have been forwarded to the 
Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) for review and comment, however we are writing 
specifically regarding the St. Sebastian River and Bridge.    



The St. Sebastian River is:   An integral part of America’s most diverse estuary, the  
                                                  Indian River Lagoon Aquatic Preserve.   
                                              



                                     An important freshwater tributary contributing to the Malabar- 
                                                  Vero Beach segment of the Indian River Lagoon Aquatic Preserve.  
                                                  
                                                  A critical water link between the Indian River Lagoon Aquatic                                                           
                                                  Preserve and the St. Sebastian River Preserve State Park. 
                                                    
                                                   Home to all of the species included in 7.2.11 through 7.2.11.7 
                                                   (excluding 7.2.11.5), pages 7-10 through 7-13 as well as many       
                                                   species not included. 
 
As to 7.2.11 the following is shown in second paragraph: 
“Specific measures will be implemented by AAF to mitigate for potential temporary and 
permanent impacts to the habitat of federally listed species, as described below. 
 
 In addition to these measures, AAF has committed to conducting pre‐construction surveys 
for the following species: 



 Audubon’s crested caracara 



 Florida scrub‐jay 



 Red‐cockaded woodpecker 



 Sand skinks 



 State‐listed plant species 



None of the alternatives considered for this analysis would be expected to result in 
significant adverse impacts to protected species or protected species habitat. However, AAF 
is committed to these measures to address any significant, unmitigated impacts that may 
arise as a result of the Project.” 











 
Why are bald eagles, gopher tortoises, sand hill cranes and Eastern indigo snakes not 
included in the above list and what exactly are considered to be “specific measures”?  
Additionally who decided there would be no significant adverse impacts without a field  
study being done?  
There is quite a bit written in the DEIS regarding AAF protecting the West Indian Manatee 
and although there are manatees in the river year round let it be known that from November 
to March large numbers of manatees move  up the St. Sebastian River and into the C54 Canal 
for use as a warm water refuge.  This migration is so well established the St. Sebastian River 
Preserve State Park provides a roofed overlook on the eastern end of Buffer Preserve Drive 
for park patrons to observe manatees gather in the C-54 canal.    
 
There should be no blasting during bridge demolition to protect the manatees as well as  the 
dolphins and other wildlife which live happily in or around the St. Sebastian River.  As a 
result of the manatees movement into the C-54 Canal what specific additional conditions will 
be implemented to protect this endangered species from danger during the critical 
November to March period as they migrate under the St. Sebastian River Bridge?   
 
 
Additional comment as to the format of the DEIS: 
 
Unfortunately our County of Brevard saw no need to hire outside experts or to have County 
 staff  research all the twists and turns in the DEIS so we, regular citizens, were on our own 
trying to understand what the document was  about.  Our conclusion is that the three AAF  
 segments themselves are very much stand alone items except possibly for the connection  
points at each  segment.  Personally it was of no benefit to pour through DEIS segments  
regarding the Orange County Expressway or Miami to WPB segments in order to ferret out  
info pertaining to the N-S segment.  As a result we see no reason the DEIS itself was not  
divided into three separate segments unless the intention was to make it more difficult for 
average citizens to ferret out the information that  affected their particular segment.  
 
Sincerely, 
Ken and Jan Black 
9807 Riverview Drive 
Micco, FL 32976 
 













From: jtdavisson@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: trains through eastern route
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:50:12 AM


I cannot understand why All Aboard Florida would send its trains through the highly populated eastern
 corridor instead of taking the route that heads over to Okeechobee...lots more empty space.
I lived in Charleston, S.C. for about 6 months and they have numerous, so called, short trains going thru
 town throughout the day. It doesn't matter how short the trains are, it disrupts traffic tremendously...and
 32 times a day in addition to regular long trains is a nightmare.
Between the trains and the bridges, getting around in Jupiter will be a challenge that can be fixed by
 changing the route. If it's not stopping in Jupiter, why send the trains through Jupiter? 


Yes, I'm a long time resident of the area; however, my opposition is for the quality of life that my
 grandkids will have if this goes through without thought to how it will affect the towns along the way.


Jan Davisson
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From: Connie Wilkerson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fwd: Legendary Golfer Advocates for the Marine Industry
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 3:38:14 PM
Attachments: Robert Winkle FRA.pdf


Dear Mr. Winkle:


Attached please find a personal letter and marine industry video from Mr. Robert Roscioli regarding the
 All Aboard Florida project .


 


 


Check out this video on YouTube:


http://youtu.be/UqAXx991lZQ


Connie L. Wilkerson
Administrative Assistant to
Robert Roscioli, President & CEO
ROSCIOLI YACHTING CENTER, INC.
3201 State Road 84
Fort Lauderdale, FL  33312
Tel:  (954)-581-9200
Fax: (954)-791-0958
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From: paul hollich
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: EIS
Date: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 2:08:37 PM


I am a little confused at this point.  I read the AAF proposal and, while it focused on the
 passenger train aspect, it DID propose to run freight trains as part of the proposal.  As time
 goes by, they seem to be more up front with the prospect that a major event is going to be the
 running of freight trains.  


Freight DOES have a different profile than passenger trains.  Heavier weights, greater
 stopping distances, more significant vibration.  


Freight trains also tend to be longer.  They need to traverse certain curves at slower speeds as
 well.


So why is it that the EIS focuses completely on the passenger aspect and completely ignores
 the freight aspect.


There was Zero mention of freight trains in the forward of the document, as well as lack of
 recognition as it pertained to the previously approved phase 1 EIS.


Was freight intentionally disregarded in BOTH EIS's?


-- 
Paul John Hollich
 
 
 
Change for the Sake of Change is NOT Progress.
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From: babettemalaney@bellsouth.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop AAF PLEASE!
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:32:48 PM


John Winkle
Send the trains out west of town. This AAF will not help tourism it will only be a big inconvenience on those of us
 who live very close to the tracks and cross them daily.   Traffic is bad enough and with the tourist season it is
 insane.  I've lived in Jupiter/Tequesta since 1962 (yes call me old timer and I'm proud!) but this is the worst. 
 Harbor side is another subject... Please help all of us who oppose this AAF and STOP THIS. We should have had a
 vote on this.  What happened to. "By the people-for the people-of the people".  Thank you
Babette Malaney


Sent from my iPhone
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From: Vera Parkes Casselbury
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: trains
Date: Wednesday, November 5, 2014 1:15:16 PM


I am opposed to All Aboard due to the impact it will have on the quality of life  in the Treasure Coast.
 I  suggest that the tracks that run along the Bee Lime in W Palm be used to route trains away from
 the heart of the cities.
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From: Jean Downing
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fwd: NO! to All Aboard Florida!!!
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 9:14:24 PM


 
 
Dear Sir(s),
 
I am writing to you to provide input regarding the proposal for multiple high speed trains traveling through
 my area as proposed by All Aboard Florida. I understand that input will be accepted until tomorrow,
 December 3, 2014.
 
Please be advised that I am adamantly opposed to the proposed high speed railway proposed by All
 Aboard Florida.
 
First and foremost, residents will be delayed due to the road closings in accessing emergency treatment
 and the delays will cause deaths.   We have many old and sickly citizens who frequently need access to
 emergency medical care in my area. The nearest hospital (Lawnwood Regional Medical Center) requires
 ambulance transportation over the railway that All Aboard Florida intends to use for its project
 (Shorewinds Drive on North Hutchinson Island that crosses the railway en-route to U.S. 1 and the
 hospital). Our only access to facilities is across the lagoon is over an on demand opening bridge and the
 existing railroad crossing. Likewise, in the case of fires and other calamities occurring on North
 Hutchinson Island, emergency vehicles will be delayed in crossing the railroad tracks due to the frequent
 use of the rails and the blockage of emergency vehicles in support of emergency operations on the
 Island.
 
I, and all of my neighbors live on North Hutchinson Island because it is a quaint, quiet and rural beach
 side community. An occasional sound of a train fits in with the quaint atmosphere that we have invested
 in. The noise pollution of multiple high speed trains do not fit in with the ecological environment that we
 have invested in and cherish. In the event of high speed trains that All Aboard Florida proposes, we are
 sure to lose on our investments as property values are sure to decline and our style of living will be taken
 from us.
 
For those of us who work on the mainland of our county,  there will be extra expenses to us in commuter
 time as roadway closures caused by multiple high speed trains will delay our commutes. An occasional
 road closure is tolerable. Multiple closures throughout the day is intolerable. In addition to lost personal
 and work time due to delays from road closures, there is the added expense of lost gasoline for many in
 idling cars while waiting for the trains to pass and the crossings to re-open.
 
In addition to my adamant opposition to All Aboard Florida’s proposal, I also object to the use of funds
 supported by taxpayers’ money!!!
 
Thank you for considering our input.
 
Jean Downing
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From: SAPHO.VATEL@ocfl.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Neal.Thomas@ocfl.net; Liz.Johnson@ocfl.net
Subject: EPD"s Comments- All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail
Date: Monday, November 24, 2014 8:41:11 AM
Attachments: DOC112414-11242014081321.pdf


ATT00001.txt


In an effort to reduce paper consumption, the Environmental Protection Division (EPD) will
 be sending PDF versions via email of some correspondences from this point on. Attached is
 the referenced items. Permittees wishing to obtain original copies will have the option of picking
 up the permit from the EPD Mercy Drive location (800 Mercy Drive, Orlando), the OneStop
 location (Orange County Administration Building located at 201 South Rosalind Avenue) or have it
 mailed, within 5 working days of this e-mail.   
 
Please address any response to Neal Thomas of the Environmental Permitting and Compliance
 section.  He is available via (407) 836-1400, or neal.thomas@ocfl.net.


 
Florida Public Records Law Notice: Emails to and from Orange County are archived and, unless
 expressly exempt, or confidential by law, are subject to being made available to the public
 upon request.  Users should not have an expectation of confidentiality or privacy.
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PLEASE NOTE: Florida has a very broad public records law (F. S. 119).
All e-mails to and from County Officials are kept as a public record.
Your e-mail communications, including your e-mail address may be
disclosed to the public and media at any time.








From: Jean Defrancis
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop AAF from ruining Stuart
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:56:52 PM


32 high speed trains DAILY thru Stuart will be the end of our fantastic town, with people not able to get thru the
 stopped rr system to get to the Lyric, restaurants, shops; not to say emergency vehicles to hospitals, to families. We
 could go on & on with why the trains should be routed to the west after WPB, which is more direct to Disney parks.
 Please consider the voters of this area & our lifetime investment in Stuart.
Jean M. DeFrancis
175 SE St. lucie Blvd.
Stuart FL 34996


Sent from my iPhone
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From: Rebecca Sands
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: trains
Date: Sunday, November 9, 2014 8:26:57 PM


This is to inform you we are not for the high speed trains running through our community of
 Micco, FL.
"Maybe" if there wasn't going to be so many trains running daily it wouldn't be so bad. 
Do you have any idea or do you care what it will do to our property values? 
I will tell you this,the state of Florida is going to pay for it in the long run when our property
 values
plummet and their real estate taxes fall of drastically. 
We do not believe you will have enough ridership on the trains to warrant all of the trains you
 plan you propose.
This is our opinion and our way of speaking out against your high speed trains running
 through our
neighborhoods on the east coast of Florida. 
Robert & Rebecca Sands
7556 Niantic Ave.
Micco, FL  32976
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From: Janie Binnion
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fwd: Opposition!!
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 2:46:55 PM


Sent from my iPad


Begin forwarded message:


From: Janie Binnion <janie.binnion@gmail.com>
Date: December 2, 2014 2:26:12 PM EST
To: "AAF-comments@vhb.com" <AAF-comments@vhb.com>
Subject: Opposition!!


I am totally opposed to the plan to run high speed trains from Orlando to
 Miami...through Treasure Coast towns that will not benefit in any way. On the
 contrary 
those towns will suffer increased noise, increased pollution, and increased
 disruption of traffic and peace and quiet.
I live on the barrier island and own two aging  dogs that often have to be taken
 outside in the early hours. I can clearly hear the trains, across the Indian River,
 clearly hear the horns and the clatter of the rails on the tracks. I cannot imagine
 how those living nearby will endure up to 32 trains passing each day.
If you want high speed between West Palm and Miami..that might make sense for
 riders,however I believe everyone realizes that the effort to build the system is
 the thinly veiled attempt to get ready for much, much more freight.Just  look at
 the enlarging of the Port of Miami and the " truth" becomes evident.
If it has to be, then build west of the turnpike. The best solution is not to build at
 all!!
Janie C. Binnion
211 Shores Drive
Vero Beach, Florida
32963
Sent from my iPad
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From: Babette Hopkins
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Emailing: All Aboard Florida Letter.pdf
Date: Monday, October 20, 2014 3:28:55 PM
Attachments: All Aboard Florida Letter.pdf


Please see the attached letter.


Babette Hopkins
Legal Assistant to Richard R. Swann


Your message is ready to be sent with the following file or link attachments:


All Aboard Florida Letter.pdf


Note: To protect against computer viruses, e-mail programs may prevent sending or receiving certain types of file
 attachments.  Check your e-mail security settings to determine how attachments are handled.
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From: Robert Puglisi
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop AAF! Leave us in peace.
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 6:32:36 PM
Attachments: image.png
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From: Kay Balciuliskay
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: trains
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 11:30:23 AM


Dear Sirs,
     We have enough trouble getting through the round abouts that go through the tracks here in
 Stuart and Jensen Beach with out 32 more trains going through. We are opposed to All
 Aboard Florida.  Kay and Charlie Balciulis
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From: SUNWRENT@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fwd: Permit SAJ-2012-01564(SP-AWP)
Date: Saturday, November 8, 2014 9:08:49 AM
Attachments: CommentsRegarding.docx


My comments are attached re Florida All Aboard train.
Jane Schnee
 


 From: SUNWRENT@aol.com
To: andrew.w.phillips@usace.army.mil
Sent: 10/30/2014 12:50:24 Eastern Standard Time
Subj: Permit SAJ-2012-01564(SP-AWP)
 
Attached to this email are my comments regarding All Aboard Florida's Permit Application # SAJ-
2012-01564(SP-AWP)
Sincerely,
Jane Schnee
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                                               Comments Regarding


                              Department of the Army Corps of Engineers


                          Permit Application # SAJ-2012-01564(SP-AWP)





Page 7 – Manatees.    The permit states, “project is not located in an important Manatee Area”.  However, a report by the federal Marine Mammal Commission (1988) identified the St. Sebastian River as an important manatee habitat for feeding, resting, cavorting, and freshwater access purposes, and manatees have been reported calving in the St. Sebastian River, as well.  Demolition and construction of a new double track railroad bridge across the St. Sebastian River will not only destroy important food sources for these manatees but the construction activities and the vibration/noise from the trains themselves will certainly have an adverse impact on the manatees in the St. Sebastian River.





[bookmark: _GoBack]Page 7- Florida Scrub-Jays  - The permit states, “the Florida Scrub-Jay is unlikely to cross the existing and future tracks.”  This is simply not true.  Florida Scrub-Jays cross the existing railroad track on a regular basis.  This has been documented many times in Indian River County and it is likely the Scrub-Jays will cross the railroad tracks in other areas where Scrub-Jays are either present or dispersing.  Adding an extra track and increasing the number and speed of trains along the track will most certainly result in increased mortality of Florida Scrub-Jays.   In addition, Florida Scrub-Jays feed along the current railroad track and when trains approach the noise scares them away from their food source.  This has been observed by me on many occasions.  As a result, with more noise and increased number of trains Florida Scrub-Jays will lose a good portion of their important food source, thus most definitely detrimentally affecting Florida Scrub-Jays all along the railroad route.  I have pictures documenting this if you need them for your records.





Page 8 – Fish.   The permit does not acknowledge that there are rare fish living in the St. Sebastian River, the St. Lucie River and the Loxahatchee River.  These rare fish are:  Awaous tajasica (River Goby), Gobionellus pseudofasciatus (Slashcheek Goby), Gobiomorus dormitory (Bitmouth Sleeper) and Microphis brachyrus lineatus (Opossum Pipefish).   And some of these fish actually spawn around the road and train pilings.  These fish are rare and destruction of their habitat and spawning grounds will be adversely affected with the construction of the bridges and the increased noise and vibration of increased trains.





Bald Eagles – Bald Eagles are protected by the “Bald Eagle Act”, the “Migratory Bird Act” and the “Lacey Act.”  I know there are Bald Eagle nests relatively close to the train tracks and special attention to this should be addressed.





Wetlands and Wetland Species.  A significant amount of wetlands will be destroyed building this railroad and bridges.   There is just no way to properly compensate for the tremendous loss of Florida’s precious Wetlands and the species that inhabit them with this railroad project.  In addition there are wetlands along the track route that will be impacted that are not mentioned in the permit.   The Florida Wildlife Commission says that any disturbance within 500 feet of birds foraging and/or nesting will have a negative impact on them.  There are many wetlands and species within 500 feet of the railroad track that are not considered in the current permit and definitely should be.





All Vertebrate Species.  A recent World Wildlife Fund report shows that there has been a 52% decline in all vertebrates (animals, fish, birds) in the past 40 years.  It is inevitable that this railroad project will add to this mortality figure.  I observe many species of animals crossing, or attempting to cross the railroad tracks:  Florida Scrub-Jays (and many other bird species), Gopher Tortoises, Bobcats, Raccoons, Oppossums, Long-tailed weasels, etc., etc.  With the construction of the tracks and bridges, the higher speed of the trains coupled with them running very frequently, there will be a dramatic increased mortality of our declining species.





Invasive Plants.  All along the current north-south railroad tracks there are invasive plants growing (FLEPPC I & 2).  The railroad should currently be getting rid of these invasive plants otherwise they spread rapidly into other areas:  conservation areas, wetlands, private properties.  The disturbance resulting from constructing a new track will cause new invasive plants to crop and spread rapidly.  This issue needs to be addressed because it is a huge environmental problem.





Submitted by:


Jane Schnee


1022 Foster Rd. – Apt. A


Sebastian, FL


sunwrent@aol.com


(772)589-3201



















From: Cheryl Snow
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; john.Winkle@DOT.Gov
Cc: Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: Emergency Vehicle Access
Date: Tuesday, October 7, 2014 11:30:11 AM


Dear Sirs & Madams,


Emergency vehicle access needs to be addressed much more fully in the EIS. According to the
 All Aboard Florida website, AAF "is committed to working with city and local officials to
 ensure that appropriate communications and logistics are in place so that response times for
 emergency vehicles are NOT impacted."


These communications include publishing schedules for crossing closures so emergency
 vehicles are aware of potential blockages ahead of time and additional warning measures to
 alert these vehicles of any schedule changes.


But none of these address the real problem. In an emergency, ambulances and fire trucks must
 take the most direct route to the problem area. Rerouting such vehicles to a more indirect
 route could result in serious injury or even death. Further, while AAF trains are supposed to
 pass through crossings in "less than 60 seconds," that time alone could be critical to the
 patient being transported. Finally, the reality is that only the first car in line faces such a short
 delay. In season, an ambulance could easily be number 15 in line, thus facing a more
 extensive delay that the passenger may not survive.


That being said, direct access to the hospital is necessary for my survival so my husband can
 get me there ASAP. As a person with terminal breast cancer I have already made a number of
 these trips for SOB and any delay could cost me my life.


Come to think of it, I wonder how many additional children will have to die due to drowning
 in swimming pools because they were not able to get direct access to help or transported to
 the hospital in time? (I need to follow up with someone to see if the local municipalities will
 track these stats).


The delays of life-saving vehicles and personal transportation must be considered as critical,
 negative impacts in the EIS. People's lives are at stake!


Please re-route these trains through central Florida, or provide me with the names of the
 people and companies who should be put on the law suit when I die because my husband was
 held up by one of your trains while trying to get me to the hospital.


Sincerely,


Cheryl Snow
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From: Pat.Helen
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop AAF
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:57:11 PM


There is not one good reason to proceed..detrimental to environment and enjoyment of each town passed.  Only
 beneficial to Disney and corporate .  Let's look at the many and put an end to it rather than line the pockets of the
 few.


Sent from my iPad
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From: Nancy Cartier
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: trains
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 6:29:35 PM


How could Florida make such a stupid choice to devalue our rich tax paying properties by subjecting those of us
 who pay high taxes to live in peace. A foolish road to go down! It will further deflate our property values and
 quality of life!!!
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From: few1291@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fwd: Railroaded!!
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 1:35:52 PM


My wife and I are Florida " Natives" born in FL 82 years ago and have resided here all our
 lives.
We both strongly object to the proposed, " All Aboard Florida" plans.  Below are our
 contentions we are against!
Frank & Mayanne Warren


Sent from my iPad


Begin forwarded message:


From: few1291@aol.com
Date: September 22, 2014 1:21:09 PM EDT
To: "confedernet@aol.com" <warrenagency@att.net>, Laura Warren / State
 Insurance <lwarren@stateinsurancegroup.com>, Patrick Gleason / State
 Insurance <patrick@stateinsurancegroup.com>, Erin <pinkgeg@aol.com>, Ben
 Bailey <chefbenbailey@gmail.com>, Whitney Bailey
 <wmbailey001@gmail.com>, mize.justin@gmail.com, Sarah Beth
 <sarahbeth.warren@gmail.com>, vbspike7@aol.com
Subject: Railroaded!!


You have 72.days to let federal officials know how you feel about 32 more trains
 per day than we already have with the many freight trains.
As I see it, it will be of no value to the residents of Martin and St, Lucie Counties.
  Secondly, it will severely blockade boat traffic at the RR bridge, severely
 hamper private passenger, freight & produce deliveries, and most importantly,
 emergency vehicles.  Can you just imagine a home or business burning down
 because the fire trucks were  blocked, or a death because the E.V. Could not get
 the victim to the hospital in time because they were blocked by one of those 32
 trains? Also, the police vehicle being blocked and not  being able to get to your
 911 call.
Please write:  John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration, 1200 New Jersey
 Ave S.E., room W38-31, Washington, DC 20590.
E-mail: AAF_comments@vhb.com
Sent from my iPad
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From: bill nancy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Enviromental Impact Statement on All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, October 6, 2014 2:47:58 PM


Mr Winkle,
When I read a newspaper or watch network news ,I tend to take the information with a grain
 of salt. It is sometimes difficult to believe that the whole truth is being told,all reporting the
 same story with a different set of facts.
But it seems that one thing they all agree on is the environmental impact statement for the
 AAF railroad.
I find hard to believe that a government agency that supervises an industry would tell
 that business to hire an environmental group to do an environmental impact statement on
 it's project, pay for this study themselves and then expect an impartail report.
Do really think that environmental group,standing to make millions of dollars could be
 objective and submit anything but a positive report?
That would be the equivalent of a bank letting me appraise the value of my own home when
 applying for a loan.
Please.......wake up and smell the coffee.
 
Sincerely
Bill Hearing
7304 Salerno Rd
Ft Pierce ,Fl 34951
772 485 1680
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From: Gail Herr
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop AAF
Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 11:27:24 AM


From: Gail J. Herr
2145 SW Waterview Place
Palm City, Florida 34990
gjherr@hotmail.com


Dear Mr. Winkle,


I live in Palm City, Florida. Our neighboring town is Stuart, the county seat of Martin County. The region is called
 the Treasure Coast because of the shipwrecks offshore. My husband and I retired here 16 months ago, after
 dreaming for many years of retiring to Florida.


A threat to our quality of life is on the horizon. A company called All Aboard Florida proposes to run 32 passenger
 trains daily from early morning until late at night from Miami to Orlando and back along the tracks through Stuart.
 These reportedly would be high-speed trains, going up to 110 mph. We already have 14 freight trains daily on this
 corridor. As we all know, the widening of the Panama Canal undoubtedly means more freight is coming through
 Florida. Florida East Coast Railroad, the company that owns the right-of-way, has indicated that they expect freight
 to triple in the next few years. That means we could expect more than 70 trains a day (7 days a week) coming
 through the Treasure Coast, including our little town of Stuart. The freight trains are slower, but they could be up to
 TWO AND A HALF MILES LONG. We have 28 grade crossings in Martin County, 352 total on the Treasure
 Coast, so that many trains will undoubtedly cause traffic problems by blocking intersections for long periods
 everyday.


The tracks in question are the original Florida East Coast Railway tracks laid down by Henry Flagler in the 1890's.
 The railroad is largely responsible for opening Florida to development and tourism. Floridians are justifiably proud
 of the history of the railroad here. The issue is, that the world is different now, and so is Florida. The lovely little
 towns and villages that grew up around the tracks will be severely negatively impacted by this new plan to run
 faster trains, and a huge number of freight trains on the same tracks through the downtown areas of our towns. I'm
 told by native Floridians who grew up here that downtown Stuart was a bustling little town center in the Seventies,
 then declined through the Eighties and early Nineties, and has been lovingly brought back through hard work and
 investment. When we were looking for a place to retire, my husband and I fell in love with pretty little Stuart. There
 are boutiques and shops, restaurants, an historic old theater, parks, beautiful fountains, a good hospital, and a
 boardwalk along the Intracoastal Waterway. If there were long trains and fast trains, it would all be ruined. The
 railroad is planning to double track through town, and we will lose parking spaces from that. People won't want to
 fight the congestion caused by the trains, and risk getting stuck at a crossing when trying to come in or leave. It
 would mean the failure of many small businesses, and the loss of many people's dreams. Woudn't it be ironic if the
 railroad that helped to build our Florida towns was the engine of their destruction?


Another serious consideration is the impact on marine traffic along the Treasure Coast. In Stuart there is an old train
 trestle over the St. Lucie River, leading out to the Intracoastal and the St. Lucie Inlet. There is no plan to improve or
 double track this bridge, so it will become a bottleneck. Trains waiting to cross (from both directions) will block
 grade crossings, causing traffic congestion. The bridge is less than seven feet above the water level, so it stops
 marine traffic completely when it's down for a train to pass. With 40, 50, 60, or 70 trains a day, it could be down
 more than it's up. The bridge is old and sometimes gets stuck. People have waited over an hour for it to come up.
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 (On a recent Sunday afternoon it was down for 2 and one half hours due to mechanical failure) If multiple trains are
 expected the operator just leaves it down for an extended period. This happens with only 14 trains each day.
 Imagine the situation with many more trains. The impact on recreational and commercial boat traffic is clear. This
 bridge crosses the Okeechobee Waterway, a passage from the Gulf of Mexico to the Intracoastal and the Atlantic,
 used by commercial marine traffic. People in the marine industry from Broward to Brevard Counties are very
 worried about the impacts on marine traffic through this and other bridges in our region. The Coast Guard has been
 flooded with responses to their survey this month regarding obstacles to navigation. They are planning to hold
 hearings for public comment.


All Aboard Florida (AAF) is a subsidiary of Florida East Coast Industries (FECI), which is a subsidiary of Fortress
 Investment Group, a New York City hedge fund. Florida East Coast Railroad (FECR) is also a subsidiary of
 Fortress Group. FECI has applied for a 1.6 billion dollar loan from the Federal Railway Administration (FRA). This
 is supposedly to be used for double tracking and infrastructure improvements for the "passenger" service. But make
 no mistake, the increased freight from FECR will be coming over those same tracks. This is not a coincidence. If it
 looks like a shell game to you, you're right. The end result is that the largest taxpayer loan in history would be used
 to put trains on a track that shouldn't carry those trains, to the great detriment of our communities.


There are tracks that go up the center of Florida, in less populated areas, owned by CSX. FECI will not consider
 using these tracks, although that has been suggested. It is cheaper for them to use tracks owned by their sister
 company than to lease from CSX. There is a passenger service called Amtrak Silver Star that runs up the central
 tracks. They run 2 trains a day, but they aren't full. AAF says they will fill 32 trains a day, carrying 12,800 people to
 and from Miami and Orlando every day. They say they will make money, even though passenger train service loses
 money consistently throughout the world. They say they won't be taking any public money. What do they think that
 1.6 billion dollar loan is? In addition, each community will have to pay for safety upgrades to their crossings. AAF
 told FRA engineer Frank Frey that they would not follow his safety recommendations even though he said
 trespassing on the tracks is "epidemic" in our region. (The tracks run right through populated areas. How can we
 stay off the tracks?) People are not accustomed to high speed trains here, nor are they used to the frequency of
 trains that could be coming. The executives at AAF seem to think if we want public safety we should pay for it,
 while they make profits and take them out of our area.


I could continue listing detrimental impacts to our way of life: the tracks go through state and regional parks and
 preserves, which will impact threatened wildlife; property values will drop, especially near the tracks where noise,
 air pollution, and inconvenience are worst; derailments and train collisions will increase with the number of trains;
 tourism will suffer; and emergency vehicles will be delayed along with other traffic, causing a major safety hazard.
 Our local hospital has written a letter of concern.


I know the current administration would like to promote high-speed rail.There may be many benefits. But this plan
 is a boondoggle. It isn't well thought out. A man who lives in our region named Harry James Bruce is the retired
 Chairman and CEO of Illinois Central Railroad. He wrote to the Miami Herald, "The new owners of Florida East
 Coast Industries are bound and determined to fashion a silk purse out of a sow's ear. High-speed rail, when properly
 developed, requires original equipment manufacture. But what is being proposed is a retro-fit in, on and around an
 already existing freight railroad structure. In my opinion, this is not the product of sound engineering." He goes on
 to ask, "Why are they proposing to build and finance rail passenger service that has proven, worldwide, to be
 unsustainable as a private-sector enterprise?" Presumably he knows a lot more about trains than I do, and he doesn't
 like this idea either. If we are going to have high-speed rail in this country, we need to do it in a planned, well
 thought out way. It will take billions of dollars and many years. Specifically, the coastal tracks in Florida are not the
 place for fast trains or dozens of freight trains every day. There has to be a better way.


I am a volunteer with Florida Not All Aboard, a grassroots organization formed in February 2014 when we started to
 understand what this train proposal would mean to us. We have a website, a Facebook page, and a petition. Our
 petition has gathered nearly 30,000 signatures in 7 months. In my unscientific data collection, I would estimate that
 less than 5 percent of the people I talk to on the Treasure Coast about the trains are in favor of the plan. Some







 people are uninformed and when they hear the facts they are strongly against it. In a small way our efforts have
 even been noticed by some national media. (Wall Street Journal July 4, 2014 Interview with Kasey Traylor) Our
 opposition is gaining ground. We feel strongly that we are in a fight to protect our way of life. More than thirty
 local governments and community associations have passed resolutions opposing this plan. Health care providers
 and fire/rescue agencies have also made public statements of concern.


Please consider the detrimental impacts to people's lives before allowing this project to go forward. The groundswell
 of opposition from the residents of counties from Broward to Brevard is too great to ignore. It is a waste of tax
 dollars, and could turn into another loss for the American taxpayer.


I know that the DEIS was published this week. I haven't read it yet, but I will. I'm told there was a "finding of no
 significant impact". If you've read my
letter this far, I hope you will agree that people who live here can list a dizzying number of significant negative
 impacts. I'm disappointed that the so-called "experts" who implemented the study didn't see the truth, or at least
 didn't write the truth. It's not hard to understand why Americans don't trust government. (I'm a liberal Democrat
 saying that!!)


Mr. Winkle, tell All Aboard Florida to go start over and make a plan to build tracks up the center of Florida, or the
 center of the Florida Turnpike, or to invest in ocean shipping instead of rail. There must be a way they can make
 profits without ruining the lives of ordinary people. The people of South Florida deserve better. Americans deserve
 better. Shame on all of us if we let this happen.


Sincerely,


Gail J. Herr


Sent from my iPad








From: Laddie
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: trains
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 9:29:26 AM


I am against having double tracts going through town because someone may not wait for a
 second train to pass in the other direction and get killed. This has happened!!! Please move
 the tracts west to the 95 or raise the tracts up in the air. Thanks.Alice Kruiten, Fort Pierce, FL
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From: Paul Popson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; Reisman, Larry
Subject: Fwd: St Lucie River - Federal Regulations - Title 33: Navigation and Navigable Waters
Date: Tuesday, November 11, 2014 6:30:58 PM


    Please review my research and the sections of the Regulations I've cited under Title 33 Navigation and Navigable
 Waters. 
    I've also reviewed the Federal Railroad Administrations rules set up for the railroads to monitor and provide their
 own safety inspections.
    I feel so much safer knowing that the "TRACK OWNERS" set up their own "MANAGEMENT PRACTICES"
 and assign a "COMPETENT ENGINEER" to implement their bridge management program.
    It's also very reassuring that "BRIDGE OWNERS" get to decide competency of the railroad bridge engineer
 working for them.
    Please review the complete Inventory, pursuant to Section 237.101 for the ST Lucie River Railroad Trestle owned
 by Florida East Coast Industries to determine if any Civil Penalties have ever been logged.
    Also, if you get a chance, review Florida East Coast's track safety record pursuant to section 237.71 and 237.73
 and all bridge program documents and records called for under Section 237.109.
    I think you'll find information on a freight train derailment within a half mile of this trestle less than 10 years ago.
    This expansion is not only unwanted and impractical, it is unsafe and unnecessary.  We're counting on your good
 judgment to move this idea inland where it would be a win-win situation for all. 
    Make the right of way down town an exercise path and allow the rule of Eminent Domain to be used as
 intended.    
    Respectfully Submitted, 
    Paul D. Popson


---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Paul Popson <pdpop1312@gmail.com>
Date: Tue, Nov 11, 2014 at 5:43 PM
Subject: Fwd: St Lucie River - Federal Regulations - Title 33: Navigation and Navigable
 Waters
To: shamil6931 <shamil6931@aol.com>, Bruce Kinkade <brucekinkade@yahoo.com>, Dick
 Goulston <seascuba1@gmail.com>, Jerry Blough <jblough606@aol.com>, Arthur
 Immerman <Arthur0831@msn.com>, skipperchris@gmail.com, Joe Gurski
 <gwazoo27@aol.com>


Except for "my" typo good to go. Thurs is Coast Guard session.  Paper states they will not be taking any All Aboard
 complaints. Hope citing these sections of their own Regulations will change their minds.


---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Paul Popson <pdpop1312@gmail.com>
Date: Tue, Nov 11, 2014 at 2:24 PM
Subject: St Lucie River - Federal Regulations - Title 33: Navigation and Navigable Waters
To: USCGD7DPBPublicComment@uscg.mil, laurence.reisman@tcpalm.com


    Upon reviewing the Electronic Code of Federal Regulations there is substantial authority for the US Coast Guard
 to inspect, require, and enforce regulations pertaining to "waterfront facilities" upon which Florida East Coast
 Industries/All Aboard Florida owns and operates a railroad.
    By definition 6.01-4, a "waterfront facility" " means all piers, wharves, docks or similar structures to which
 vessels may be secured".  This includes "areas of land, water, or land and water under and in immediate proximity
 to them; buildings on them or contiguous to them and equipment and materials on or in them." 
    This area also falls under the command of a District Commander (Captain of the Port) "designated by the
 Commandant for the purpose of giving immediate direction to Coast Guard law enforcement activities".
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    Section 6.01-5, describes the area as a "Security zone", "if designated by the Captain of the Port", "to prevent
 damage or injury to any vessel or waterfront facility, to safeguard ports, harbors, territories, or waters of the United
 States or secure the observance of the rights and obligations of the United States.".
    It is may contention that  the waterfront facility located on the St Lucie River in the form of a trestle and series of
 bridge abutments falls within the responsibility of the US Coast Guard Commandant.
    Furthermore,  that CERCLA, the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act of
 1980 requires and delegates authority to the Commandant to determine any "imminent and substantial
 endangerment to the public health or welfare of the environment".  Having the authority to assess penalties, amend
 existing permits and require environmental assessment or impact statement under the "National Environment Policy
 act of 1969, as amended, (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq)".
    I therefore, respectfully request the Deputy Commandant for Operations and or his delegate immediately declare
 the St Lucie River Trestle a Security Zone and take the necessary steps to implement an environmental assessment
 and impact statement to include substantially unresolved controversies involving the public and local governmental
 agencies concerning the current and future safety of the rail trestle bridge and transportation of potentially
 hazardous substances, pollutants and or contaminants over the St Lucie River in Stuart, FL. by and or for Florida
 East Coast Industries and it's parent corporation.
    Respectfully Submitted,  
    Paul D. Popson
    415 NW North River Drive  Unit 201
    Stuart, FL 34997








From: gpggardner@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Enviromental Impact Study for AAF
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 10:05:47 AM


The Environmental Impact Study for the proposed AAF Passenger Train
 states not enough appropriated funds to support the development of such
 study, so consultants selected, paid for and using information from AAF
 were used.  This is the fox guarding the chicken house.  How can this be
 construed as an independent study?
AAF is so entwined politically the voices of the public has been totally lost
 and ignored. 


Why is the public tax money-the largest loan of its kind- being used to
 improve a private company's infrastructure?
How financially viable is this request when fed input from the one asking
 for the loan, not an independent cost analysis?  Part of loan proceeds
 being used to pay off the junk bond issued by AAF to foreign investors? 
 Collateral sufficient to cover loan proceeds in lieu of default? Profitable
 track record of other similar passenger rail services?


Double and triple tracks in Jonathan STATE Park and Savanna PRESERVE
 STATE PARK??


Double tracks in downtown areas, and neighborhoods of the smaller
 coastal towns of Jupiter, Tequesta, Hobe Sound, Stuart, Jensen Beach,
 Port St. Lucie, Ft. Pierce, and Vero Beach???  These towns do not have
 the infrastructure themselves to have the intersections to handle
 increased passenger and freight, much less the tax monies to maintain
 them.
Boat traffic, vital and a large part of these coastal towns will be disrupted,
 railroad schedules to not account for changing tides and weather
 conditions.
Through north Palm Beach, Martin, St.Lucie, and Indian River counties,
 some of the highest property values lay east of the railway and coastline,
 property values will decrease with increased rail traffic, noise, disruptions
 and vibrations- thus eroding the tax basis for these smaller coastal towns.


If the idea is to connect Orlando, West Palm and Miami, the most direct,
 least obstructive rail is west of the coastline, straight down the turnpike.
 Although CSX and FECR are competitors, for the good of the state, to
 achieve the objective with the least economic, environmental, and
 residential impact, these two rail companies need to work together. From
 the West Palm station, AAF can use existing CSX rail to Orlando, thus
 bypassing north Palm Beach County, the Treasure Coast, and Gold Coast,
 which is not benefited in any way from AAF proposal.  As creative as AAF
 has been thus far, I am sure this is a viable alternative to the current
 proposal.
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Please reconsider this project in an unbiased fashion.
Pamela L. Gardner








From: Colleen Gorman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard FL
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 3:25:03 PM


Please stop any progress or spending on all aboard Florida. I do not want to hear the train noise
 (even though I am a mile away I hear them now), the additional trains will interrupt the peace and
 serenity I enjoy in Martin County.
 
The downtown Stuart areas with all the mom and pop shops will suffer because of this half-baked
 idea. And the boaters will have incredible waits as the train bridges open and close, as well as
 drivers on the old bridge. How about the restaurants like Sailors Return, this added noise cannot
 help their business!
 
I would love to know who would ride these trains? It is faster to drive, no one commutes to Orlando
 for work, the tourists will be minimal, and this is not Europe, trains are not the way of life for
 Americans.
 
I live up in Martin County to stay away from the elements to the south. I never want those trains to
 stop in my town, I know it is not planned at this point and I hope they never stop here and are never
 built.
 
Please stop this before it is too late.
 
Colleen Gorman
Stuart, FL
Cgorman814@bellsouth.net
We must be the change we wish to see in the world
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From: Sarah DiGiacomo
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: trains
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:44:05 PM


Please do not allow this intrusion of multiple trains per day to invade our lives.  We have worked all these years,
 saved our money, and finally bought a home in Florida.  We were looking for clean air, warm temps and the good
 life we thought we'd earned.  Now if this is allowed to happen all of the space and treasure coast communities will
 suffers and our properties will not have the value we now have.  We will also be put in danger of accidents at
 crossings, emergency vehicles delayed and the loss of peace and quiet.  As it is we hear the rumble of the wheels
 on the tracks and the horns blowing and from what we understand we will soon have even more freight passing
 through.  Say no to using these tracks.
The DiGiacomo's of Barefoot Bay, Fl.
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From: casey steil
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fwd: all aboard florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:18:03 AM


---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: casey steil <caseysplace1@gmail.com>
Date: Wed, Dec 3, 2014 at 10:11 AM
Subject: all aboard florida
To: AAF_coments@vhb.com


Hi, Just wanted to let you know that I strongly appose all aboard florida!!!!!!!!!!!!!!  I live in a
 very nice waterfront community Vero Shores Subdivision in Vero Beach. This route would
 destroy my property value not to mention the noise pollution. Take the route that would put it
 near I95 and bypass the Treasure coast.


Thank You,
Casey Steil
1974 5th ct se
Vero Beach, Fl.32962
772-559-4021
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From: mestowell@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Environmental Impact Statement (EIP)
Date: Monday, October 6, 2014 1:01:02 PM


Re: Draft report released Sep 19.  Chapter 1, page 7 lays bare the
 process  required for this environmental impact statement in that it must
 comply with the Federal Railroad  Administration's (FRA) mission which is
 to insure the safe, reliable and efficient movement of people and goods for
 a strong America, now and in the future. 
 
Hence the FRA, not having the funds to support this EIP, had All Aboard
 Florida engage the services of a consultant of their choice (approved by
 FRA)  provided them with the materials they were to study and then paid for
 their services.
  
Will anyone believe this was an objective, independent, all-inclusive report
 based mainly on impact of these passenger trains as well as the added
 freight usage of the tracks?
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From: Justine Simone
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains!!!!
Date: Monday, November 24, 2014 9:53:18 PM


My Name: Justine Simone


My Email: simonejd723@aol.com


My Address:


6155 S. Mirror Lake Drive, #110
Sebastian, FL 32958


Please do not do this to Florida! Yes, there are a few good points to having the train, but not as
 many as there are negative reasons. 
I live on the Indian River, 3 blocks from the train tracks... the train will not even service our
 area! We will have pollution, vibration at 110 mph, additional noise added to the freight
 trains, loss of home value, disturbing our natures environment (we have a bird rookery on our
 property)- there are so many ways this is not worth it!
The only suggestion I have heard, thus far, that makes sense is to build the tracks parallel with
 Rte 95, away from homes, on a dedicated trail which grants peace and does not disturb the
 traffic flow.
Please DO NOT DO THIS TO OUR LAND AND PROPERTY! 
Peace be With Us All!
Justine Simone
Property owner near the train tracks.



mailto:simonejd723@aol.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: kmc305@cox.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: trains
Date: Friday, October 24, 2014 6:48:49 AM


The disruption to life, reduced property values due to noise, and safety concerns make this project irresponsible to
 citizens of Florida.
Stop the train by moving the tracks west of our towns.


Karen McMillan
Stuart, FL


Sent from my iPhone
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From: Bob Poller
To: uscgd7dpbpubliccomment; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fwd: poller, robert port st lucie
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 2:20:39 PM


---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Bob Poller <pollerbob@gmail.com>
Date: Sun, Sep 21, 2014 at 1:49 PM
Subject: poller, robert port st lucie
To: usc-gd7dpbpubliccomment@uscg.mil and aaf


I object to the AAF....railroad....


Adds time, confusion, creates a Le Mans start after bridges are opened,
and will increase the taxpayers costs of keeping the lagoon and waterways
safe and following rules.


We go on boats to get away from the noise and city-sounds.  AAF, and the
Fed RR Authority will only turn this concept into more trash, crap, audio pollution, and real
 increased risks to people and their boats and cars and
bikes...of accidents and air contaminants.  
PLUS....there is no proof this concept will pay off their Gov guaranteed loans or even benefit
 anyone other than WP, FTL, and MIA.   
I bet they could not get "private investors" to put money into their scam.


Florida's waters are already at a tipping point.   USCG, take a boat ride and
see the problems up close.   Fish are marine creatures are fighting to
stay off the endangered or dead forever list.   


Bob Poller    Port St Lucie.  772 343 7369


I have owned boats,and still do.... for over 50 years, all in Florida, and
passed the USCG Boat Handling Course 40 years ago...my boating partner
currently is on the "Marine Patrol Boat" program we have up here in the Treasure Coast.  (Ben
 Goldberg)  
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From: Bill/Maureen Steele
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Environmental Impact Statement All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, October 23, 2014 2:34:05 PM


The Shaping Our Future column by Arnie Rosenberg was very informative and needs
 to be circulated as much as possible along the Treasure and Space Coast.
  Unfortunately, the younger people of these areas do not have the interest or the
 ability to understand the impact this railroad change will have on their lives.  Most
 retirees like ourselves keep informed about our communities and the impact that
 various environmental issues have not only for the immediate time but the future for
 our children and grandchildren.


These new passenger trains will directly affect everyone, everyday one way or
 another.  There will be more accidents, people today have no patience in traffic.
  They will attempt to be beat  the trains whenever possible.  Trains traveling at these
 speeds will surely cause many deaths to our communities.  There are many aspects
 of these trains that are being talked about but noise is a major factor.  We live on the
 intercoastal directly east of the trains that pass thru now.  There are several large
 condo buildings, a main highway and other homes in between; however, we hear the
 trains all the time.  Imagine adding many more trains to this noise factor!
  Unfortunately, many years ago, the railroad was built to follow the water and now we
 are having to deal with progress of the rail shipments and now adding additional
 passenger trains will only enhance the effect on our communities in so many ways.


Why now take the trains from West Palm directly to Orlando thru countryside with no
 homes, no one being bothered to the extent  that this will effect our homes,
 businesses, etc.


I am sure this has already been politically decided and there is money to be made so
 the average taxpayer will have to deal with what we will be dealt.  Hopefully, we have
 enough people in power to stop this from happening.  


We appreciate your consideration of our concern.


Bill & Maureen Steele
Sebastian Florida.
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From: linda eferstein
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Monday, October 6, 2014 7:48:58 PM


My Name: linda eferstein


My Email: eferstein@bellsouth.net


My Address:


2040 Bennington Ct SW Vero Beach, FL 32968


During hurricane Whilma my husband worked at the EOC (emergency operations center) in
 Plantation. I volunteered there also. His city he represented (Pompano Beach) had many
 concerns. One concern was after the hurricane, how slow the trains had to go. This wrecked
 havoc on rescue; delaying just a few minutes can mean some ones death. Has a study been
 done on this? Would you allow something that could mean the death of someone?



mailto:eferstein@bellsouth.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: bbonnell@cfl.rr.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: unbearable train noise & vibration
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 6:18:37 PM


I live near the tracks and already have the walls and windows vibrate and need to sleep with ear plugs. 
 My life in my retirement home will be destroyed should AAF come to pass...
 
Bonnie Bonnell


This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus
 protection is active.
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From: dermha@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@DOT.Gov
Subject: Fwd:
Date: Wednesday, November 12, 2014 10:34:43 AM


Ellen Bernstein
236 Village Blvd.
Unit 1205
Tequesta, FL 33469


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue
SE Room W38-311
Washington, DC20590
November 11, 2014


Dear Sir,
I write to you in support of more rail service in Florida and throughout the
 country, but I cannot support All Aboard Railroad because of where it
 will be situated.  Putting it on the existing tracks that run along A1A, a
 major North, South artery in the area along with a drawbridge across the
 intracoastal to our south places us in a prison of transportation byways.
  By using the existing tracks and placing an additional 13 freight trains,
 which are quite long, well over 100 cars and 32 high speed passenger
 trains, you will be putting this areas population in a virtual prison on a
 island created by this action.


I think it's a great idea and I would use it to go to Miami.  But if anyone in
 our area needs to get to the hospital and the trains are passing, we can
 be delayed for half an hour, maybe more.  It can become a matter of life
 and death especially with so many seniors in the area. I believe strongly
 that new tracks should be laid further west, where the population is very
 sparse and it will not have the same impact on people.  


I love our little town of Tequesta and I do not think this additional burden
 will enrich the quality of life for us, the people who are lucky enough to
 live here.


Thank you for your attention,
Ellen Bernstein
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From: Garry Luke
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: henry.stevens@scripps.com; laurence.reisman@scripps.com
Subject: Environmental Impact Statement on All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2014 4:19:48 PM


Dear Sir or Madam:


I recently read in the Press Journal, Scripps Treasure Coast newspaper, on the Rail effects 
offered by the Federal government's environmental impact statement, dated September 24, 
2014.


Of the eighteen (18) comments cited, not a single mention was made of the impact on people 
who live west of the railroad tracks in Vero Beach and how they would be able to access the 
local hospital or other medical services in time of need. The article did list under comment 
#16, “ Develop designs to provide wildlife passage under bridges and through culverts in 
crucial areas along the East - West Corridor.”


Although I am guessing, I would venture to say that at least one-half (1/2) of Indian River 
County's entire population (apprx 139,000 people) live on the west side of the proposed new 
AAF corridor. With the proposed 32 trains moving through our small town it seems most 
likely that an injured, or ill person coming from the west side of the county and needing 
medical care, located across the “tracks” on the east side, could be delayed by the increased 
train traffic and thereby constitute a life threatening situation.   In a medical emergency, we 
are constantly reminded that time is of the essence and every lost minute could result in one’s 
demise.


My wife and I would ask you to consider requiring AAF to create “passages," either under the 
railroad tracks, over the railroad tracks, or through culverts at one or two specific locations so 
that our emergency personnel can speedily and safely  transport their patients to our 
hospital/medical services.  By doing so, I would suggest that the saving one human life would 
justify the cost of providing such “passages.”  If “passages” are good for our wildlife, then I 
hope you would agree that similar “passages” for our county residents would be of even 
greater value.


Thank you for your consideration of this request.


Garry & Kathleen Luke
655 23rd Ave 
Vero Beach, fl 32962
ekulgk@aol.com
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From: Anthony Richard Carilli
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 10:22:17 AM


My Name: Anthony Richard Carilli


My Email: antrxxx@aol.com


My Address:


19315 N. Riverside Drive, Jupiter, Florida, 33469


My son Andrew and his friend 20 houses down the road, on Riverside Drive, both homes
 directly on the loxahatchee, both brought out there Jet skis this past June. Both experienced
 drivers, his friend accidentally slammed into my sons Jet ski Goin approx 55 mph, hitting his
 back quarter panel and ejecting her into the water! Andrew then noticed she was face down in
 the water, not moving, he thought quickly and swam to her and turned her over and got her to
 shore with help from another canoe rider, who also called the coast guard. She laid
 unconscious, until emergency coast guard boat arrived & then trama hawked to hospital & put
 on coma life support till revival 3 days later. All this emergency & revival would not have
 happened & a dead 17 y.o. Girl from a minor jet ski accident would have been the outcome if
 that trains bridge was down & emergency boat could not have reached her on other side of
 that low bridge in Jupiter!
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From: Herbert Winkelmeyer
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: we are residents of Vista Royale are are against all aboard florida it will lower our property values and increase


 noise and traffic we are a 55 an older community and do not need any more money spent on useless
 investments by wealthy people what will ...


Date: Sunday, November 9, 2014 4:03:22 PM


a           
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From: MASTEQ@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: GO WEST - OR GO AWAY
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 11:50:39 PM


Stop trying to ruin our town and Stuart city center when all that you have to do is run this "bullet train" on
 your western-most tracks and leave us alone!
 
Michael Sessions
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From: Michael Noll
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Environmental Impact Statement
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:40:15 AM


Sirs,


While the ration of population per acre along the Treasure Coast indicates the counties comprising the Treasure
 Coast are rural, population distribution is primarily along the eastern portion of said counties.  AAF ignores this fact
 in their environmental impact statement.  Allowing 32 passenger trains plus freight trains divides the major
 population centers in half.  This raises concerns not adequately addressed regarding access to emergency vehicles,
 fire, police and ambulance, access to the main hospital in Martin County, and long traffic delays at the many rail
 crossings dividing towns and population centers along the Treasure Coast.


The environmental impact statement does not address the deleterious effect on homeowners' property values due to
 increased noise and vibration along AAF's route with significantly increased passenger and freight traffic.  Nor does
 it address the correspondent loss in revenue to Treasure Coast counties.


In Martin County, AAF completely ignores it's impact on the marine industry, a major contributor
to the area. The railroad bridge across the St. Lucie River is over 100 years old and is lower the Old Roosevelt
 Bridge.  The channel through those two bridges is narrow and does not safely accommodate more than one or two
 boats to pass through at a time.  There are thousands of boats docked, moored or dry-docked to the west of the
 bridge.  The majority of these boats need to have the bridge raised to pass through.  The impact statement says
 nothing of the effect of significantly increased closing on trans- Florida marine traffic, commercial or pleasure, via
 the Okeechobee Waterway.  AAF has not addressed the condition of it' 100 year old bridge and whether it can
 withstand the increased rail traffic and openings and closing a of this antique.


The Treasure Coast and the Space Coast will continue to grow much as the Gold Coast and the Orlando area have
 over the last forty years.  The incredibly increased rail traffic, high speed passenger and freight, across surface
 streets along the Treasure Coast is both dangerous and short-sighted.  AAF should run along the I 95  or Florida
 Turnpike corridors through the Treasure Coast.  This route would alleviate most of the safety, traffic and maritime
 issues.


Patricia Noll


Sent from my iPad
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From: raymond haines
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 10:22:37 AM


My Name: raymond haines


My Email: primetime631@aol.com


My Address:


2200 sw brookhaven way
palm city fl 34990


why have we not heard of the feasability of having the trains run on tracks west of the
 proposed route ?
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From: Barbara Reitman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: we here at frenchmens creek, have many concerns about the project.
Date: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 8:08:02 AM
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From: Robert Puglisi
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: GO WEST AND LEAVE US ALONE!!!
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 9:39:40 AM


This train will destroy our good life.
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From: EDB1260@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Environmental Impact Study
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 3:08:03 PM


Something is wrong when AAF hires their own consultant to write the
 Environmental Impact Report!
Although I am a layman (or lay person) it seems to me that the projected
 railroad expansion would bring more:
Noise
Pollution
Danger to our citizenry, in the form of train accidents as well as holdups for
 emergency vehicles. Quite often, minutes make a difference in survival
 outcomes.
Danger to wildlife.
Splitting communities
 
The quality of life, which brings tourism to our towns would be greatly
 diminished.
 
I think it is a bad idea: better to move inland close to I 95 or the turnpike.
 
Thank you for your attention to this matter!
 
Mary Bennett
Sebastian, FL and lifelong Floridian
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From: Vera Balsam
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 10:22:49 AM


My Name: Vera Balsam


My Email: balsamvera@gmail.com


My Address:


1204 Boston Avenue,
Fort Pierce, Fl 34950


To put this train in St.Lucie County would be horrible, we have enough now that it slows
 traffic, stops traffic, we already have so many businesses that have closed or barely hanging
 in there and no one would be able to get to our Historic Downtown therefore even more food
 off of people's plates. I say no to the train!!
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From: kimacoe@gmail.com on behalf of kim coe
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: yes to All Aboard Fl
Date: Monday, November 24, 2014 9:22:12 PM


I am a native Maimian who lives in Delray Beach since 1980.  I95 doesn't work and we need
 to look forward to the future and back to the past foresight of our founder, Henry Flagler.  We
 need to embrace his legacy and renew our love of the railroad here in FL.  It has really never
 left us here on the east coast but it needs to be done 'right'!  Please encourage our government
 officials to support this effort.
Thank you,
Kim
Facebook  Blog  Twitter  Instagram
Kim Agardy Coe
President
QBS Designs (formerly Queen BEA Studio)
Sewn & designed in the USA
1111 NW 3rd AVENUE
Delray Beach, Florida, 33444
561 272 3258
fax. 561 278 0783
info@qbsdesigns.com
www.qbsdesigns.com
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From: Danielle Ohanesian
To: john.winkle@dot.gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com; towncouncil@jupiter.fl.us
Subject: GO WEST
Date: Sunday, October 5, 2014 11:04:59 AM


I am disappointed in the EIS report, but not surprised since it was done on behalf of AAF. In my opinion,
 development in Florida was planned very poorly. The housing was built basically on top of the rail lines. I believe
 that as important as the rail industry is, in this century, it is no longer feasible to implement it safely without
 uprooting thousands of citizens living along the treasure coast. It also will be a major impediment for the marine
 industry and safe navigation of the waters. With the loss of boating access, we will lose tourism and jobs. With the
 increase of tourists using AAF, you will lose twice as many tourists visiting our state due to obstruction of
 waterways. It is a major source of safety concerns, accessibility of hospitals, traffic delays and police protection.
 Please move the tracks west. Henry Flagler put the railroad here a hundred years ago when population was a
 fraction of what is now. Because of poor government oversight and planning on how our towns were built up, we
 will be made to suffer. Please don't make the residents pay for our poor governing body who have over built our
 communities without our input. Thank you.
Danielle Ohanesian
Jupiter Florida


Sent from my iPad


Sent from my iPad
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From: Joe Schwab
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FEC Railroad High Speed Trains Negative Impact
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:48:18 PM


I live in Crystal Falls, a gated community about 1/4 mile east of the Florida East Coast
 Railroads right of way in North Indian River County and am concerned about the impacts of
 their proposal to have 32 high speed trains go through the neighborhood on a daily basis.


The nearest fire station and emergency response vehicles are nearby on the west side of the
 railroad tracks and the proposal will negatively impact their response times. The nearest
 hospital is also on the west side of the tracks and access to that facility could be impaired.


I feel that the proposal will have a negative impact on property values due to increased delays
 at crossings, noise and ground vibration.


The railroad tracks also run right through the middle of Vero Beach's historic downtown/arts
 district and will discourage the redevelopment of that area and have a negative economic
 impact.  It will also negatively impact our neighboring cities of Fort Pierce and Stuart for
 similar reasons.


I think high speed rail is a good thing, but not as proposed.  I would urge you to reconsider the
 options of running the trains along the I-95 or Florida Turnpike corridor or CSX's right of
 way.


I am skeptical of a study that was paid for by the party that has the most to gain from using
 their own right of way.


There must be a better path and plan to introduce high speed rail to south Florida.


Sincerely,


Joe Schwab
6630 46th Drive
Vero Beach, Florida 32967
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From: S. D. Silberg
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 10:23:00 AM


My Name: S. D. Silberg


My Email: sdsilberg@yahoo.com


My Address:


42 Vista Gardens Trail
Apt 204
Vero Beach
FL 32962


We live close to where these trains will run. We use the road that will be affected by the train
 crossing regularly. Its a level crossing at a busy intersection.
We are terrified that there will be terrible accidents at this crossing and that people will be
 killed - and it might be us. 
As it is we hear the few trains that cross nearby to us. it is currently a gentle sound that has
 become background noise to our lives. We detest the idea of numerous high speed trains
 rushing by casing vibration, noise, pollution and danger it is going to have a negative impact
 on our lives and we are dreading it.
We hoped for a peaceful existence in Vero Beach but now this! We cant understand why these
 monster trains must rattle through communities -and we don't even get to benefit from it - just
 noise, pollution, vibrations and potential accidents.
This project as planned is a disgrace. I am not against high speed rail and I am all for mass
 transport but this is an outrage and the people being affected are being ignored. Shame on
 you!
Sincerely
S. D. Silberg



mailto:sdsilberg@yahoo.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: George Blythe
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Get off the train
Date: Wednesday, November 12, 2014 8:57:38 AM


One of my concerns is the Wind Wash that will follow the train. Everyone has experienced the gust of wind wash
 from a 18 wheeler traveling at 50-60 miles an hour. That practically knocks you down, imagine a train 6-10 times
 as long going almost twice as fast.
I have had the pleasure of riding the high speed train from London to Paris. Every time we went under an overpass I
 ,inside the train, could feel a substantial pressure increase, caused by the ricochet , back at the train, of that wind
 wash. If one were standing at a crossing it would surely knock you down, and the dust and dirt that was kicked up
 would sand blast you.
There are other concerns, but let's handle them one at a time. George Blythe 772-633-1824
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From: Laurene McEneny
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FL High-speed Train
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 8:42:30 AM


TO: Mr. John Winkle (Federal Railroad Administration)


RE: Proposed high-speed train


Dear Mr. Winkle -


This email is to inform you that I am another Florida Treasure Coast resident that
 hopes the FRA will strongly consider expanding train service (freight or passenger)
 by using tracks in the center of the state.  
Amtrak currently provides train service between Miami and Orlando two times per
 day (an 8:20 AM and an 11:50 AM).  If there was strong demand for passenger rail
 service between these cities, then I suspect there would be more service offerings.  


If this is ultimately a 'freight play' then I believe the financial engineers behind this
 in NYC (offering a 12% yield in this economy ... so who doesn't smell a rat?!)
  should not be allowed to use taxpayer (federal, state and local) dollars under the
 guise of offering a robust passenger service.


Sincerely,
Laurene McEneny
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From: sevon Baker
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 10:23:49 AM


My Name: sevon Baker


My Email: sevon586@att.net


My Address:


416 16th street sw
Ve err o beach fl. 32962


number one reason we shouldn't have the train come through Vero Beach Florida it's because
 of it runs right by some schools so the noise will affect the children's learning number 2
 because of the pollution it will create and number 3 because it benefits us not at all....
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From: Robert Puglisi
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Go Away!
Date: Thursday, November 6, 2014 5:08:52 PM
Attachments: Video.MOV
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From: nrpagano99@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FL Not All Aboard
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:25:42 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
I moved with my two children to Fort Pierce, Florida in 1980 from Fort Lauderdale
 after divorcing my husband.  I came to this area because my parents had moved to
 Port Saint Lucie after retiring from New York.  I settled in here and worked
 in downtown Fort Pierce on Atlantic Ave. very close to the railroad tracks.  I enjoyed
 working downtown as my job required me to walk to the courthouse on a regular
 basis.  I and many other local workers would meet at Chris' Restaurant for lunch.  I
 really enjoy the small town atmosphere here.  I have lived in this area all these years,
 raised my children who are settled in here and raising their children.  The tranquility
 of our lives here will be destroyed if these trains are allowed to roar through the
 center of our town.  We have struggled hard over the years to keep our small town
 from becoming a thriving metropolis. 
 
I am also concerned about safety, emergency vehicles and also our historic buildings.
 
I pray that you will understand how this invasion will drastically damage and forever
 change our way of life.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy R. Pagano
5830 Moss Ct., Fort Pierce, FL  34982
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From: George ADAMS
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 10:36:35 AM


My Name: George ADAMS


My Email: george@czadams.com


My Address:


8226 Se Golfhouse Drive


The train makes no sense north of West Palm - what modern rails road rams thru towns with
 AT GRADE crossings! Deny the RIFF loan and Private Activity Bonds!


Sincerely
George Adams
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From: twerpshaw@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: No to All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 4:04:01 PM
Attachments: John Winkle.docx
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John Winkle


[bookmark: _GoBack]Federal Railroad Administration





This letter is to express our grave concern regarding the 


All Aboard Florida.





We moved to Stuart because of its small town feel and the great waterways that this area provides. 





The town of Stuart and its waterways have had enough heartache with the water issues we have had to deal with the discharges from Lake Okeechobee. Add to that the devastation of 36 trains, wither from passage or freight, and our community could not help but be affected, much less all the safety factors to be considered with a high speed train running through our town and over our waterways.





It must be considered for the good of our small community and others that the impact of All Aboard Florida needs to be directed west of our town. 





Our vote is NO to All Aboard Florida…





Regards,








Thomas Werpshaw


Stuart, FL



















From: Flaugh Family
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Go West - AAF in Martin County
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:33:43 PM


Dear Federal Railroad Administration:
 
I am a lifelong resident – born and raised - in Stuart, FL (46 yrs!). I typically do not speak-up too
 loudly on issues and I appreciate good growth in our town which makes  it more attractive for young
 professionals to move here. I oversee physician recruitment and relations at Martin Health System.
 We brought more than 100 new physicians to our area over the last 2 years with the opening of a
 new hospital in Tradition in Port St. Lucie. I am alarmed at recent comments and actions on the part
 of our physician business community who are planning to sell houses or look for places of business
 on one side or the other of the train tracks in Martin County to avoid AAF.  AAF is changing the way
 new/soon-to-be homeowners and business owners are considering our area as they plan where to
 live and work (or not). If you’ve been here, you know, we have a very unusual slow growth coastal
 South Florida community that will be changed forever with the addition of high speed trains though
 our small town infrastructure.
 
Please consider moving AFF to tracks inland through Martin County. Even the I-95 path is far west to
 avoid the low density high-value environmental areas of Martin County. This would be the best long
 term ROI andsustainable path for the high speed railroad development now and well into the
 future!
 
Thank you,
 
Jenny Flaugh
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From: Kelly Gvozdenovich
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FRA Response - Brown
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 3:30:17 PM
Attachments: FRA brown.pdf


On Behalf of Nelle W. Temple Brown: Please see attached response to FRA - regarding the
 DEIS 


Sincerely,


Kelly A. Gvozdenovich
Loblolly POA / Residential Services / CARE FL
email: kellyg@loblollyinfo.com
Phone: 772-545-2532
Fax: 772-546-1062
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From: christine adams
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 10:42:55 AM


My Name: christine adams


My Email: c@cdg1.net


My Address:


8226 SE golf house drive hobe sound fl 33455


Deny the AAF RIFF loan - this is crazy to run HSR on old tracks with AT GRADE crossings -
 move the tracks west and plan the rail road properly!
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From: Judith Rox Klima
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Grave concerns
Date: Monday, October 20, 2014 4:08:28 PM
Attachments: AAF.docxword.docx


ATT00001.htm
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		Oct. 20th, 2014


I am compelled to express my serious concerns about “All Aboard Florida”. As a semi-retired clinical nurse that has worked at Martin Memorial, Jupiter Medical and Palm Beach Gardens Hospital, I can say first hand that the current freight trains have delayed patient care, including emergency operations. There have been several times the doctors and other key players, have been delayed due to commuting and waiting for the trains to pass. This situation will only become more problematic as more trains are scheduled. Unless there is a plan to have over-passes avoiding the train tracks; patient care and ultimately their lives will be adversely affected. 


We need to stop the madness now and move your plan for commuter rails west of our small yet precious towns.











                                    Concerned Professional Taxpayer,





                                           Judith Rox-Klima RN











Judith Rox Klima, RNC, CLNC
Rox-Klima Legal Nursing Services
www.legalnurserox.com
roxklimaconsult@bellsouth.net
772-486-3789














From: Kelly Gvozdenovich
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FRA response - Wakefield
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 3:45:14 PM
Attachments: FRA WAKEFIELD.pdf


On behalf of Mrs. Wakefield: Please see response to the FRA in regards to the DEIS for AAF 


Sincerely,


Kelly A. Gvozdenovich
Loblolly POA / Residential Services / CARE FL
email: kellyg@loblollyinfo.com
Phone: 772-545-2532
Fax: 772-546-1062
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From: b690@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: No to All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:02:26 PM


Attention John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration, 1200 New Jersey Ave S.E., Room W38-311,
 Washington, D.C. 20590


We are writing to vote NO to having frequent high speed trains go through the center of downtown Vero
 Beach, Florida.  There is nothing about these trains which will benefit the residents of Vero Beach.  They
 are dangerous, noisy, and damaging to property values.  The only people who will benefit from these
 trains are private business owners.  Please, please do not allow these trains to destroy our community.  


Thank you very much for your consideration,
Tom and Charlene Bentien
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From: Bill Escue
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Tuesday, November 11, 2014 3:54:17 PM


My Name: Bill Escue


My Email: escues@sbcglobal.net


My Address:


2 Banyan Road
Stuart, FL 34996


772-286-5376


Hello,


Real simply, AAF will destroy the Treasure Coast. Imagine in excess of 50 trains per day
 (passenger and freight) passing through this area. Just last week, I was held up at the
 intersection of Monterey Road and Dixie highway for 28 minutes....for 1 train!!


AAF has consistently stretched the truth. It is simply a real estate venture in Miami, Fort
 Lauderdale and West Palm Beach to develop property that Fortress owns. Here is a key
 question to think about.....why should Fortress get a loan to build of all things, an 80 story
 building in Miami? What has that got to do with transportation?


Send the train through rural areas west of the Treasure Coast. This makes the most sense and
 is the safest option. This whole project is a mistake waiting to happen. The ridership will not
 materialize as projected and a couple years later there will be no running trains but real estate
 making money for Fortress. Many of the folks that AAF claims will be riders will rent cars. 


Please look at this very closely. This project is not in the best interest of the citizens or the
 state. It is a boondoggle that needs shut down by not allowing it to happen. Let's have the
 government work for the people, not a disreputable business that continues to provide false
 and misleading info and even sued the state to prevent the release of very basic information!!


Thanks,


Bill Escue
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From: Tracy Siani
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Great Idea For Whom?
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:25:25 AM


A high speed train is a great idea for commerce and the owners, but is AAF really a great idea
 for our Florida residents?  


Will coastal residents drive south to Miami, Ft. Lauderdale or West Palm Beach to pay to
 travel north to Orlando?


Will the shipping containers from the Port of Palm Beach clatter through our communities 32
 times per day?


Will our local workers crossing the tracks between street crossings be endangered 32 times
 more each day?


Will our local workers find their foot paths blocked by barriers to force them to walk the extra
 miles each day to a crossing?


Will the Emergency and Fire/Rescue trucks cross the tracks when needed or only on the train
 schedule?


Just who is the beneficiary of AAF?


Sincerely,


Tracy Siani
79 Lighthouse Dr.
Jupiter, FL 33469


561-746-7313
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From: Rgibbons5343
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: rich.ampbell@scripps.com
Subject: FRA"s draft Enviro Impact Statement 09-19-2014
Date: Saturday, September 20, 2014 10:52:09 AM


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave SE
Room W-3831
Washington DC 20590


Dear Administrator Winkle,


Please register my opposition to the proposed "All Aboard Florida" (AAF) rail plans for
 coastal Florida.


From excerpts of your Statement quoted in today's MC Scripps Treasure Coast
 Newspaper, it appears that on all controversial points (rail crossings, navigation
 impacts, safety concerns, noise & vibration), you merely make declarative
 statements affirming AAF's position on these important concerns.


Where is the actual evidence, citations of engineering & safety studies, environmental
 impact evidence that backup your claims? 


Please send me a copy of the Draft Statement or at least a Link to the Appendix or
 List of Studies actually conducted by the FRA to justify your tentative conclusions. 


Having resided and worked in Martin County for 6 years in real-estate related
 profession, I am opposed to AAF's plan and route for the following reasons:


1. Residents who live East of the rail crossings (East of Hwy A1A) lives will be in
 danger in emergency's by additional delays which reduce access to Hospitals and
 health care; Fire and Law Enforcement access to residents East of the rail crossings
 will be delayed and reduced, thus endangering the safety and survival of these
 thousands of residents.


2. Navigation, Marine Safety and local Economy: Boaters, Marine Businesses and
 vital Tourism will be hampered and negatively impacted by additional bridge closings
 and delays. Safe access to our harbors and rivers will be greatly reduced, thus
 hampering economic growth and safety of our recreational and commercial boaters.


3. Infrastructure: Despite your bland statements, the Bridges will not long tolerate
 such additional openings and closings.  They are old and worn, and cannot
 reasonably be expected to accommodate this 300% increase in rail traffic. It is
 unlikely that AAF will re-build and update the rail bed to safely accommodate speeds
 of 90-100 MPH. It is unlikely that grade-level crossings will safely handle these
 speeds, and unlikely that nearby buildings, historic structures will be insulated from
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 this increased Noise and Vibration. 


4. Property Values & Quality of Life: The above impacts of AAF will surely decrease
 the value of residential and commercial properties with proximity to this massive
 increase in rail impacts. With the much greater inconvenience (and reduced safety),
 resident's quality of life will be greatly reduced.


5. FRA & US Govt loans to AAF are a blatant raid on tax-payer funds, and should not
 be approved.


6. I recommend you disapprove AAfFs current plans and route, and that you
 encourage AAF to build a safe rail route WEST of the Florida Turnpike.


In conclusion: I am strongly opposed to AAF and look forward to receiving evidence
 of the studies and engineering/safety analyses on which you base your apparent
 approval of AAF.


Sincerely,


Robert A. Gibbons
5343 SE Miles Grant Rd, # G-103
Stuart FL 34997


(772) 600-7990








From: Pam Arthur
To: John.Winkle@DOT.Gov
Subject: No to All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 2:41:18 PM


The project is proposed by a private firm (FECI) but they have applied for a Federal Loan of up to $1.5 billion,
 which could ultimately end up being passed on to the American taxpayers.  It is also apparent that a significant
 portion of the financial burden may be imposed on the counties that this train would go through.
At the public meeting in Stuart to discuss this project nobody could tell me what the proposed ticket price would be
 between Miami and Orlando.  They also couldn’t tell me what would happen if the ridership numbers didn’t justify
 the cost and who would ultimately pay for the cost of the project.  It is highly unlikely that passenger tickets alone
 could pay for this.


We strongly suggest that you reject this project.


Pam and Brian Arthur
Stuart, FL
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From: Doris and Justin White
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Monday, November 17, 2014 6:50:01 PM


My Name: Doris and Justin White


My Email: dwhite9500@aol.com


My Address:


3712 Outrigger Dr., Fort Pierce, Florida 34946


There are no positive benefits from the All aboard railroad to the Treasure Coast
as it will destroy the peace and quiet in our beautiful river front communities and make it
 unsafe for the residents. It will negatively affect the businesses 
in the areas east of the Dixie Highway and U.S. 1. It will also hinder traffic, 
emergency vehicles and bridges and boat traffic. I am a realtor and am 
already seeing signs that the train will seriously affect sales of prime properties due to the
 proposed railroad. 


Please stop this ridiculous proposal.


Doris L. White and Justin A White 
3712 Outrigger Drive 
Fort Pierce, Florida 34946
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From: Hugh Aaron
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: info@AllAboardFlorida.com
Subject: Greenway Opportunity
Date: Wednesday, November 19, 2014 8:20:09 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle


In reviewing the draft EIS for the All Aboard Florida project, I was surprised to fine that no 
consideration has been given for the inclusion of a greenway in the proposed High Speed Rail 
Miami to Orlando.  I believe that a parallel greenway should be included in the final EIS. 


A greenway offers many benefits, including:


• Attracts tourism and jobs;
• Reduces CO2 & NOx emissions and other air pollutants; 
• Promotes multi-modal connections to the train stations;
• Reduces parking needs at the train stations;
• Reduces traffic congestion in the impacted communities.


Given that the construction will be required to expand the existing rail lines to accommodate 
the new high speed trains, this is an ideal time to construct a parallel greenery,  Let’s not miss 
this once in a lifetime opportunity to add a feature to the project that will benefit everyone, 
including to communities such as mine (Indian River County) where no stop is currently 
planned.


Hugh


Hugh Aaron
Director of Membership and Advocacy
Vero Cycling, Inc.
hugh@theaarons.com
804-690-9720 cell/text
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: A quick plea
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:19:11 AM


-----Original Message-----
From: Shields [mailto:shieldsy0625@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, December 01, 2014 8:33 PM
To: AAF-comments@vhb.com; Winkle, John (FRA)
Cc: Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: A quick plea


I live in Palm City, Martin County, right next to 1-95 in a beautiful community. If the train uses the current RR trx
 east of Dixie Hwy., theoretically, I won't be effected right? Wrong. Stuart Florida is a beautiful, hometown city full
 of community peace. The new train will kill what life we have in Stuart. It dissects the town next to a historical
 park, playground, middle school, elementary school and numerous churches as well as halt maritime traffic with the
 rusty bridge.
    Please move the train out west . We all know it's for hauling shipments coming into Port of Miami. We already
 have Tri-Rail which is pitiful and doesn't really work. From West Palm go West and North.
Summary...I would rather have the train out West of 95 with me than for it to ruin Stuart and other towns up the
 coast.
Please move this train!!'


Respectfully,


Elizabeth Plasencia


Sent from my iPhone
Sent from my iPhone
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From: Mike&Karen Sommer
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: No to All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 7:22:47 AM


Please reconsider and move the route to west. Plan for the long run profit of passenger
 and freight traffic. The small towns from Vero to Jupiter/ Juno will be negatively impacted and
 a big problem for AAF.
Thank you for your consideration.
Michael and Karen Sommer 
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From: Ed Preman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Tuesday, November 18, 2014 2:03:18 PM


My Name: Ed Preman


My Email: premansite@comcast.net


My Address:


8385 SE Ketch Court
Hobe Sound, FL 33455


From the coastal neighborhoods of Hobe Sound to Stuart is only 8 or 9 miles, but taking the
 "obvious" DixieHwy route criss-crosses the FEC tracks several times. Going north into
 Jensen adds a few more as well as including several bridges. If the luck of the draw is not
 with us, the daily 10 mile venture north can sometimes take 30 - 40 minutes with a bridge
 opening and stoppage for a train. Add 32 trains a day and that 10 miles could take 60 minutes.
 And, our PUD's western boundary is the FEC tracks. Residents who invested $400K - $500K
 for their dream home are already upset about the 12 - 15 trains every 24/7. Add 32 trans a day
 and they'll try to sell and lose $$, property values will tank, and /or residents who stay will
 become unhappy. Tell me where Martin County benefits from this fiasco???
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From: fcw@franwhittelsey.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: No to Florida All Aboard
Date: Monday, November 3, 2014 10:43:06 AM


I own a condominium in Jensen Beach, one of the towns with a grade-level crossing that would be
 adversely impacted by the proposed passage of what I understand would be more than 30
 trains/day.


The RR crossing at Jensen Beach passes through a round-about that is very busy because this road
 leads to a bridge to Hutchinson island. This is the route through which beach goers from west use to
 reach the beaches. It is very crowded now on hot days, weekends.


 Bringing traffic to a stand-still 30 + times a day would create a traffic nightmare and cause an
 increase in air pollution that is totally unacceptable. 


It would decrease property values in this entire area.


The trains would also create serious noise pollution and therefore also decrease property values.


If the decision is to proceed with this passenger train system, then a bridge should be built and the
 ground-level crossing eliminated.


Further, I question any passenger studies that predict significant usage of a train route from Orlando
 to Miami. Instead, I believe this will end up being a huge loser for taxpayers. Indeed, I have to ask
 which corporations will benefit, and what contributions they have made to politicians to get them to
 move this environmentally unsound project.


Sincerely,
Frances Whittelsey
8800 S Ocean Drive
Jensen Beach, Fla. 34957
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From: Jean Fusaro DeFrancis
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: AAF - train will ruin Stuart
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 1:17:52 PM


 
> Subject: AAF - train will ruin Stuart
> From: defrancis1@hotmail.com
> Date: Tue, 21 Oct 2014 16:44:56 -0400
> To: AAF_comments@vhb.com
> 
> If you ever visited our downtown area, you would see a beautiful quaint town with the Lyric
 Theatre that brings in huge crowds for our live entertainment, wonderful shops, parks and
 restaurants. We would lose 100 parking spots, hold ups of travelers trying to reach our town,
 and long lines of traffic waiting to get to the hospital, doctors, restaurants & theatre. There
 would be a ghost town in place of our historic towns along the rivers. Please save our
 lifestyles by insisting the train use the tracks west of all our towns. Thank you,
> Jean DeFrancis
> Stuart, FL
> 
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From: NORMD70@AOL.COM
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: HIGH SPEED RAIL
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 2:27:36 PM


FROM THE TREASURE COAST OF FLORIDA.
WE DO NOT WANT A HIGH SPEED RAIL TO RUIN OUR WAY OF LIFE.


THIS GIVES US ZERO BENIFITS   


                                                            NORM & PEARL DAVIS
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From: Phil Bishop
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Monday, October 6, 2014 8:00:41 PM


My Name: Phil Bishop


My Email: bigbookphil@gmail.com


My Address:


944 NW 30 Delray Beach


What really needs to occur is a real study. Not a flammed up promotion. Obviously, high
 speed rail is the future. A future America is being dragged into. But this? -High speed on old
 roadbeds, thru older parts of town? I understand the dudes running this shin dig are hotel
 people. You can't always pick your investors. .. A REALLY study is indicated.
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From: whitney riggs
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: No trains by my house
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:32:18 AM


I can see the tracks out my window.  I live in Hobe Sound, Fl at Gleason St near Dixie
 Hwy where the trains run.  We don't want more freight trains loaded with rock or the
 passenger trains running on the coastal track through our Treasure
 Coast....sincerely,  Whitney S Riggs
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: AAF All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, September 29, 2014 7:13:15 AM


-----Original Message-----
From: Silva, Michelle (FRA)
Sent: Monday, September 29, 2014 6:53 AM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: FW: AAF All Aboard Florida


-----Original Message-----
From: K R [mailto:karmel@bellsouth.net]
Sent: Saturday, September 27, 2014 6:30 AM
To: Silva, Michelle (FRA)
Subject: AAF All Aboard Florida


Hello,


We are concerned that all explorations of possible motives behind the All Aboard Florida project have been
 examined.


While revealing a glossy projection of intercity ridership (Miami, Fort Lauderdale, West Palm Beach) they have
 completely ignored the existing Tri-Rail system - as if it doesn't exist!  This rail system occupies the same
 geographical service cities (Miami, Fort Lauderdale, West Palm Beach), and has a total indebtedness, not profit,
 after many many years of existence.


These lofty projections are sure to find their way into financial maneuvering.  Perhaps, with low-interest federal loan
 guarantees by the FRA?  Is there recourse on these loans?  There is also a New York hedge fund participating in
 these efforts to secure and maybe even participate in the  ultimate results ? of the approached financing.  Real estate
 deals?


We have these legal concerns that everything is not only on the up-and-up, but completely transparent and
 justifiable, when examined with hindsight;  and, the FRA keeps it's solid reputation.  The "conservative" financial
 projections labeled as triple A or such, seem a bit liberal considering the existing situation.  350,000 cars off the
 road between Miami and Orlando in three years?  Have they done extensive sampling or surveys?  Optimism
 married to enthusiasm with leverage? 


We hope that this project is thoroughly vetted.


Thank you for listening
Concerned citizens of Hobe Sound, FL
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From: Lois Patton
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: HIgh speed rail project, Treasure Coast Florida
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2014 4:14:22 PM


Sirs,
 
This country, and our state of Florida, are behind in developing rail
 transportation. No one will argue that fact. At the same time, doing so
 at the expense of small, tourist-based communities is an unacceptable
 approach. High speed rail through our city of Ft. Pierce will negatively
 impact our quality of life in so many ways it is impossible to believe it is
 being seriously considered. Those of us living on the barrier island
 have only one access to the mainland—and it is across those tracks.
 EMT services, hurricane evacuations, and normal day-to-day business
 will be delayed several times an hour. This fact, along with the
 additional noise levels from both increased freight trains and the
 numerous high speed passenger trains will have a negative impact on
 the fragile downtown commerce of the city.
 
We are all familiar with the NIMBY, “not in my back yard,” attitude that
 often stands in the way of progress. However, I implore you to
 recognize this is a case where the residents of the Treasure Coast
 have every right to object to this project. The future of our cities and the
 well-being of our citizens would be sacrificed when there are other
 options for bringing high-speed rail transport to the area. Please stop
 this project in its tracks.
 
Lois and Ralph Patton
104 Southstar Drive
Ft. Pierce, FL 34949
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From: Colleen Clair
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Wednesday, November 19, 2014 8:07:35 AM


My Name: Colleen Clair


My Email: colleenanneclair@bellsouth.net


My Address:


11345 SW Meadowlark Circle
Stuart, FL 34997


I grew up in the small town of Stuart, which has grown considerably. Traffic already comes to
 a complete gridlock often enough with the freight trains and this will make my town a place
 MUCH less desirable. GO WEST with it, fools!
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From: CARL
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: No!!!!!!!!
Date: Thursday, October 30, 2014 10:41:50 AM


Greetings,
I live in Stuart and am very opposed to the expansion of AAF through the Treasure
 Coast. Thousands of dollars have been spent to revitalize the downtowns of Stuart
 and Jensen Beach.
The rail system will destroy our wonderful communities, leave retail buildings empty
 from business fleeing, lower property values, affect public lands and create safety
 issues.
The traffic congestion and pollution will increase enormously. This will not bring jobs
 to our area.
 
This is not about what is good for the Martin County and Treasure Coast residents, it
 is only about what Orlando, Disney and Miami want. 
 
NO to AAF!!!!!
 
Carl Anderson-Thomas
Stuart, FL
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Standley, Lisa
Subject: FW: AAF DEIS Comment letter
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:15:19 PM
Attachments: FRA.AAF.DEIS.12.3.14.pdf


EPA’s comments.
 


From: Militscher, Chris [mailto:Militscher.Chris@epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 03, 2014 2:38 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: AAF DEIS Comment letter
 
John: Original, signed letter being mailed to you today.  Any questions, please call.  Thanks.
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From: ellen moody
Subject: Help.. All Aboard Florida will have a very damaging impact on our town and surrounding communities
Date: Thursday, November 6, 2014 10:18:57 PM


Please speak up to stop this project from getting any more support from our officials that
 should be protecting us.


Please help to make the terrible environmental and economic impact from this horrendous
 project public.  It does not make sense for so many communities to be damaged by the
 upheaval in our ability to reach our hospitals, seashore, turnpike and interstate.


ALL ABOARD FLORIDA does not make any sense to most of the towns through which it
 plans to travel.  These towns would not receive any benefit but would be burdened with
 maintaining the equipment that is needed to add 32+ trains that will bisect their towns daily.  


The flow of our maritime traffic would be slowed down, disrupted and negatively impact our
 real estate, tourism, leisure and boating industries.


Please help to STOP these trains now before this poorly conceived project keeps moving
 closer to a very bad reality.


Thank you for everything you do to support all of the towns that rely on you and are not
 receiving enough support in getting the facts out and stopping the funding for this project.


Sincerely, Ellen Moody 
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From: Rodney Day
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Wednesday, November 19, 2014 9:59:12 AM


My Name: Rodney Day


My Email: rdayiii@mac.com


My Address:


5958 SE Mourning Dove Way
Hobe Sound, FL 33455


Please play hardball with the FRA and the Florida East Coast Railroad on FEC's proposal to
 add a ridiculous number of freight and passenger trains to its right-of-way between Miami
 and Orlando. The proposal makes absolutely no sense. The data cited in the DEIS is seriously
 flawed, from ridership estimates, to disruption of marine commerce and recreation, to the
 environmental impact on parks and communities through which the tracks pass. Please visit
 any one of the dozens of towns along the line, stand at any number of crossings, and visualize
 what a "high speed" train will do to the life of that town, not to mention what more frequent
 and much longer freight trains will do.


There is an existing CSX right-of-way a few miles west of the FEC line which should be
 considered. It would create minimal intrusion into the lives of hundreds of thousands of
 people who live and work in this part of South Florida. The thought of letting the FEC
 proceed with its brutal proposal is indefensible at best, incorrigible in fact. Please stop this
 travesty in the making.


Thank you.
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From: Elaine Carpenter
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: No!
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:01:40 PM


To Whom It May Concern:


I have been a resident of Florida since 1975, in the Palm Beach and Broward
 counties for the first 14 years and Indian River county since 1989. The reason I
 moved with my family to Vero Beach was to get away from the crime and
 congestion of the counties south of here. 


Bringing high-speed trains through here on the way to Orlando makes no sense to
 me. If the object truly is to transport people via train quickly and efficiently
 from south Florida to Orlando, the train tracks to do so should be well west of
 Indian River County. The shortest distance and most direct route between two
 locations is a straight line, after all.


Precious historic archaeological artifacts and dig sites are likely to be
 compromised by this project. Other hazards include delaying emergency vehicles
 crossing the tracks. Fiscal irresponsibility is legendary in government
 organizations now - particularly in the federal government as demonstrated by
 our 18 trillion dollar national debt, not to mention more than 100 trillion in
 additional unfunded liabilities. If there truly is a need and/or a market for such
 a train route, the private sector would be handling it. Amtrak has never broken
 even, much less made a profit.


For all these reasons and many more, as a resident of Indian River County I say
 not only "no" but "Hell no!"


Elaine R. Carpenter 
"He who knows best knows how little he knows."  Thomas Jefferson
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From: Leslie Olson
To: "AAF_comments@vhb.com"; "john.winkle@dot.gov"
Cc: Mark Satterlee; Daniel McIntyre; Robert Bentkofsky; "Robert.Bendus@DOS.MyFlorida.com"
Subject: FW: AAF DEIS: Cultural Resources pertaining to St. Lucie County
Date: Friday, October 3, 2014 9:04:38 AM


Mr. Winkle,
 
The Historic Preservation section of the St. Lucie County Planning and Development Services
 Department submitted comments to your office on September 26, 2014, copied below.  As of this
 date our office has not received confirmation that your office received our comments.
 
When this communication is received, please provide us with either an estimated response time
 from the consultant, or contact information for the consultant.  Time is of the essence in this
 matter, as the Cultural Resources section of the Draft EIS is incomplete as it pertains to St. Lucie
 County cultural resources within the study area, and is therefore not ready for Section 106 Review
 by the State Historic Preservation Officer.
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft EIS for All Aboard Florida.  St. Lucie County is
 currently reviewing the Draft EIS and will submit additional comments prior to December 3, 2014.
 
Leslie Olson, AICP
Planning Manager
Planning and Development Services
St. Lucie County
(772)462-1589
olsonl@stlucieco.org
 
 


From: Leslie Olson 
Sent: Friday, September 26, 2014 1:43 PM
To: 'AAF_comments@vhb.com'; 'john.winkle@dot.gov'
Cc: Mark Satterlee; 'KoriBenton@City-FtPierce.Com'; Robert Bentkofsky; Daniel McIntyre
Subject: AAF DEIS: Cultural Resources pertaining to St. Lucie County
 
Mr. John Winkle
Federal Rail Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue
SE Room W38-311
Washington, D.C. 20590
 
Via E-Mail
 
September 26, 2014
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
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Acting as the St. Lucie County Historic Preservation Officer, I have reviewed Sections 4.4.5, 5.4.5 and
 7.2.12 of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for All Aboard Florida as it relates to
 cultural (historical and archeological) resources.
 
Table 4.4.5-1 on page 4-125 lists me as the Certified Local Government contact and states that the
 consultant contacted me regarding Potential Locally Designated Cultural Resources, and that there
 was “No Response” from this office.  I have no record of any written or verbal correspondence from
 the AAF consultant on this project requesting information or comment.  Please have the consultant
 provide the written request to this office as soon as possible.  A review of Tables 4.4.5-9, 4.4.5-10,
 4.4.5-11, 4.4.5-12, 4.4.5-13, and 4.4.5-14, identifying Potential Locally Designated Cultural
 Resources, shows a significant deficiency of identified unincorporated St. Lucie County historical and
 archeological resources within the project area.  The FEC Corridor as it passes through
 unincorporated St. Lucie County is encompassed by a number of identified archeological
 preservation zones, sites, and historic resources.  As these sites are missing from the DEIS, the
 Section 106 review, summarized in Section 5.4.5.2, cannot be considered complete and ready for
 SHPO review. 
 
St. Lucie County staff will create a series on maps listing all potential locally designated cultural
 resources and provide it to the consultant after receiving the request.
 
In its current form, the DEIS is incomplete.
 
Please feel free to contact me with questions or concerns.
 
Leslie Olson, AICP
Planning Manager
Planning and Development Services
St. Lucie County
(772)462-1589
olsonl@stlucieco.org
 


Please Note: Florida has very broad public records laws. Most written communications to or from County officials regarding County
 business are public records available to the public and media upon request. It is the policy of St. Lucie County that all County records
 shall be open for personal inspection, examination and / or copying. Your e-mail communications will be subject to public disclosure
 unless an exemption applies to the communication. If you received this email in error, please notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete
 all materials from all computers.
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From: pavallier
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Hi-speed rail
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 8:05:12 AM


A great idea BUT it has to go inland.   Hi-density rail traffic through downtown Stuart will cut-off the city and shut
 down the inter coastal passage to the west coast.


Paul Vallier
2600 S. Kanner Hwy,  S-1
Stuart, Fl 34994
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From: Deborah Lundmark
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Wednesday, November 19, 2014 7:53:50 PM


My Name: Deborah Lundmark


My Email: vbmathmom@hotmail.com


My Address:


3360 57th Ave
Vero Beach Fl 32966


I firmly believe that All Aboard Florida is going to be extremely detrimental to Florida's east
 coast. There is already passenger train service through Amtrak between Miami and Orlando.
 It is so under utilized that many people do not know of its existence. I think All Aboard will
 run passenger service at a loss for a short period of time before converting to more long, slow
 freight trains noisily bisecting our towns with the new double tracks. The timing is perfect for
 the newly widened Panama Canal and the additional freight that will need to be moved as a
 result. 
Our residents will see their property values drop, tourists heading elsewhere due to the noise
 and delays, and emergency vehicles blocked by trains when every minute counts. 
I understand that businesses need to make a profit, but this should not be at the expense of our
 towns, our homes, and our health. They can use land belonging to CSX. Let them run their
 freight and/ passenger trains without destroying our towns. There are other, better options.
 They should be utilized.
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From: Bill Patacchia
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Hi-speed train.
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 7:02:43 PM


Hi:
                     My wife and I see no need for a high-speed train to go by here to Orlando.   
                     It makes no stops here so why have it bother us at all?
Why don't you run it up the center of Florida where it won't bother anybody and go straight to
 Orlando??
                     It is going to be a danger to us seniors...
Bill & Joan Patacchia
Fort Pierce, Florida  34982
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: AAF EIS
Date: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 11:36:08 AM


This wasn’t sent directly to FRA (just copied) or to the comments inbox, but I’m forwarding it,
 anyway.
 


From: Joel Tallant [mailto:chef@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 11:33 AM
To: Kim Delaney
Cc: Robert.Bendus@DOS.MyFlorida.com; mbusha@tcrpc.org; jbaird@ircgov.com; citymgr@covb.org;
 pmatson@ircgov.com; Angie.toro@mail.house.gov; Pam.gillespie@mail.house.gov;
 debbie.mayfield@myfloridahouse.gov; Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: AAF EIS
 
Good Morning All,
                                    My name is Joel L Tallant Sr, I am a homeowner and business owner living
 in Indian River County, Florida. After my initial review of  AAF EIS, below are a few of my
 major concerns regarding this document. Please address these issues and respond back to me
 as to how these issues will be addressed.
 


1. No where can I find in the EIS showing  the results of : " Buildings where Rayleigh waves
 would cause structural damage." As just using the term "vibrations" does not cover
 everything accreditied to all vibrations in a whole. Why is this not addressed or
 otherwise used to develop the EIS?


2. What geographical land type was used in the study to determine the impact of the
 vibrations/Rayleigh waves from the trains passing by?  Why? Explain.


3. Where there any distinctions made of the type, age and conditions of the structures in
 close proximity to the train tracks? And if so, what?


4. In the Summary of the EIS it states( page S-18)," The Project would have no direct or
 indirect effects ( noise, vibration or change in setting) to the historic resources located
 adjacent to the N-S Corridor. " This is NOT AT ALL the case, there is historic properties
 directly adjacent to the N-S Corridor in Indian River County alone not to mention the
 other counties affected.


5. What if any will be done to mitigate these issues with the areas that will be impacted by
 the vibrations/Rayleigh waves from the High-Speed trains and increased freight train
 traffic?


6. In Rayleigh surface waves the particle motion has both horizontal and vertical
 components. No where is this discussed in the EIS. The problem to find out a low-cost
 method to install barrier walls against train-induced ground vibrations has been under
 investigation. The purpose is to isolate buildings from the traveling Rayleigh surface
 waves. This usually happens when the soil consists of soft layers of clay. Such places are
 locating very often in coastal places, where the soil originates from the sea bottom



mailto:john.winkle@dot.gov

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment





 sediments or erosion sludge conveyed by rivers. One promising work method is sheet-
piling, in which case the barrier has to be composed of sheet-pile wall with soft isolation
 layer at its building side. The purpose of the wall is to reduce the amount of soil masses
 to be removed and also to support the isolation layer. Isolation material could be air
 cushion or granular material like artificial gravel. The installation work can be carried
 out by computer controlled boom system, which allows drive the pile wall in prescribed
 inclination angle. The boom is equipped with an integrated gripper-driver unit and may
 belong to an excavator with track wheels or it may be mounted  on a customized
 wagon. By changing cyclically the bucket and sheet piler, the work process can run in
 piling-digging-layering-filling phases semi-automatically, where the operator assists
 changes from one internally automatic task to a next one.  


7. In all of the material it shows that the trains will be traveling at a distance of 50 feet
 from structures, this is not the case in most cities along the Treasure coast.  In Figure
 4.2.2-4 the AAF EIS shows Locomotive Powered Passenger or Freight trains traveling at
 50 mph. However, with existing speeds of the freight trains that travel along the N-S
 Corridor at 54.2 mph, no where does it show what the impact of the High-Speed train
 traveling at 103.34 mph through Indian River County, 93.38 mph in St. Lucie Co. and
 76.96 mph in Martin Co. Why? Explain.            


 
 
                        Thank you for your time and have a great day!








From: Kathy Baummier
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: No- To ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:28:10 AM


As a resident for over 50+ years on the Treasure Coast and living within 1 mile of the
 train tracks..... running these trains through is a BAD idea.  Who the heck is even
 traveling from Miami and WPB to Orlando?  16X trains a day?  Are you kidding me?
  Traveling at the rate of what speed?  A lot of lives are going to die on those tracks.
  No one is going to want to sit at a railroad crossing 16+ plus times a day over 100's
 of crossings.


NO NO NO


Kathy Baummier
kbaummier@yahoo.com
561-627-4807
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From: Mr & Mrs William Fitzpatrick
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Friday, November 21, 2014 4:50:20 PM


My Name: Mr & Mrs William Fitzpatrick


My Email: carolfitzz@hotmail.com


My Address:


1589 SW Sea Holly Way
Palm City, Fl. 34990


Florida Not All Aboard


This should be front page news with all that is being done for the preparation of the
 supertankers coming through the expanded Panama Canal.
The said rail tracks will be not be used for passengers without losing money. What then freight
 traffic, this was wanted all along!
We need to hold our elected officials accountable!
Grants ! This is Taxpayers Money not to be repaid!
• $1 Billion for Ports to be upgraded
• $112Million grant for new equipment
• $215 Million grant for new train station for Orlando Airport
• $10 Million grant for Quiet Zones
• $90 Million grant for next year
Every day 7am thru 11pm a total of 52 times per day for passenger and freight trains will pass!
Major impact on coastal economy.
All coastal towns are reliant on easy access to beaches, waterways and waterfront parks. Every
 route has to cross railroad tracks! 
The charm of our small downtown areas with shops and restaurants will be affected.
Martin Memorial Hospital.
Doctors’ offices and labs affiliated with Martin Memorial will be affected. Every route has to
 cross railroad tracks!
National Waterway 
Connecting West Coast to the East coast of Florida. Only one way to reach the ocean is
 through the St. Lucie River
Our Indian River Lagoon is known as a National Treasure.
Imagine an accident on our antiquated railroad bridge on the Saint Lucie River. Has anyone
 walked the track along the bridge? It is an accident waiting to happen! Has anyone looked
 into statistics across the country of train accidents and spillages that effect our environment ?
What of our Safety?
How can FAA have that much power to affect so many people? Our government and Elected
 Officials need to put the constituents first.
There are alternatives with less impact.
Go West with existing CSX tracks!
Lay tracks beside Florida Turnpike!
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Respectfully
Willam & Carol Fitzpatrick
1589 SW Sea Holly Way
Palm City, Fl. 34990








From: JOYCE STOLTZ
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: High Speed Rail Service All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 3:58:31 PM


I wish to voice my strong objection to the proposed high speed rails
 service  connecting Miami and Orlando Florida.


I have lived in Florida more than 50 years and realize that change is
 inevitable and often necessary for the greater good.   The negative
 impact of the rail service will greatly outweigh any positive. 


I live in Indian River County, about 1 mile from two rail crossings.   
 Although the studies did not include my home as one that would lose
 value if the rail service is approved,  I am sure it would lose
 value.   At this time we hear the trains that pass.   They are
 infrequent and not a major issue.   Increase the frequency and they
 will  be a major issue.  The peace of my backyard and that of all my
 neighbors will be gone forever.    Loss of quality of life is not a
 trivial issue.


Traffic.    From our neighborhood on the east side of the railroad we
 must take our children to school across the tracks,  go to medical
 appointments, church services, shop and many other necessary
 trips.   We cross the tracks many times each day.  As a social worker I
 remember listening to a family whose father died  as he lay in an
 ambulance waiting for a stalled train to pass.  Increased trains will
 mean more incidents of this nature.  Both hospitals in Indian River
 County are on the east side of the tracks.


Common Sense     AAF officials say the train service will benefit the
 public by reducing auto traffic between Miami and Orlando.  
 Really?     Who will want to ride these trains?   If a family wanted to
 go to the Disney area from Miami why would they choose to ride a
 train?   The transportation would be more expensive and once they get
 to Orlando they would have to rent a car if they wanted to see the many
 offerings of the Orlando area.  It makes no sense.


Please protect the greater good and stop All Aboard Florida.   Joyce
 Stoltz , Vero Beach, Florida
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: AAF Environmental Impact Statement
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:21:02 AM
Attachments: AAF response.docx


 
 


From: Louise Crouse [mailto:lcrouse2@cfl.rr.com] 
Sent: Monday, December 01, 2014 6:51 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Cc: rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com; bill@billnelson.senate.gov; Greg_Langowski@rubio.senate.gov;
 Congressman.Posey@mail.house.gov; gardiner.andy.web@flsenate.gov; 'Thad Altman';
 john.tobia@myfloridahouse.gov; steve.crisafulli@myfloridahouse.gov;
 ritch.workman@myfloridahouse.gov; tom.goodson@myfloridahouse.gov; ananth.prasad@dot.state.fl.us;
 'Commissioner, D3'; 'Commissioner, D1'; 'Commissioner, D2'; 'Commissioner, D4'; 'Commissioner, D5';
 'Knox, Scott L'; 'Whitten, Stockton E'; 'Chelle Woods'; jcstargate@att.net
Subject: AAF Environmental Impact Statement
 
Attached please find my comments regarding the Impact Statement.  I am particularly disappointed
 with the lack of study in my community as to the impact on the residents.  AAF has not addressed
 issues of environmental concerns, impact of additional train traffic to the community emergency
 rescue operations and the effect that road closures due to trains switching or closed crossings due
 to stopped trains will have on a community that will lose two of the three exit and evacuation
 routes.  Please consider carefully any potential to move forward using an Environmental Impact
 Study which did not adequately address the topics that the study was intended to address.
 
Thank you for your attention to the concerns of the affected residents.
 
Louise Crouse
808 Sapodilla Drive
Barefoot Bay, Fl  32976
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Re: All Aboard Florida Environmental Impact Statement


There is no doubt that the increase of train traffic in my community will have overwhelming impact in the areas of the environment, safety, emergency fire and medical services, additional maintenance costs through Brevard County taxes and especially to the quality of life for the residents of Barefoot Bay.  I would like to provide additional comments on these areas and introduce you to my community of Barefoot Bay.  I am also concerned about industry and business closings if high speed rail in fact removes thousands of automobiles from the roadways.  Related air and bus travel will be negatively impacted as well.  If these cars are not coming through our area on their way to Orlando from Miami, then fuel stations, resorts, car rentals, restaurants and vacation destinations will also be negatively impacted.  You cannot change one area of transportation without impacting other areas.  Air and bus travel, car rental, vacation destinations, restaurants and hotels will all see a decrease in business and will result in changes to the labor force, tax base and enjoyment of our scenic Florida coast lines.  AAF only indicates that there will be a decrease in traffic on the major interstates, but does not identify what those changes will mean to areas like Brevard County that represent the beauty and tranquility that so many vacationers enjoy on their way to other destinations. 


[bookmark: _GoBack] Barefoot Bay is a community of 1100 acres with approximately 5000 manufactured homes and residency of 8900 people.  The amenities of our community include an 18 hole executive golf course, three pools, 6 tennis courts, shuffle board, bocce, pickle ball, soft ball, basketball, playground, two food and beverage establishments and several community building for a very active, primarily senior community.  Our streets are owned and maintained by Brevard County.  The Fire Rescue station is located immediately to the west of the Barefoot Boulevard rail crossing.   There are only two routes available to reach U.S. #1 to the east- Barefoot Boulevard and Micco Road.  Both of these roadways have rail crossings that are located between the community and US #1.  The only other egress from Barefoot Bay is one route- Micco Road to the west connecting to Babcock Street– a North- South road providing access to Sebastian to the south and Palm Bay to the north.  Micco Road and US #1 are the only evacuation routes for the community and are only two lane blacktop roads.  With this information in mind, I would like to address these issues as cited by residents of Barefoot Bay.


1. Environment- the current rail traffic exceeds all humanly acceptable levels of sound, vibration, engine soot and dust particulate from open rail cars sifting throughout the community.  In past years there have been numerous claims of increased incidence of lung and associated breathing difficulties from those living along the rail path.  The complaints also deal with constant oily soot that filters into their homes and pits the roofing and siding on the exterior of the homes.  Air quality is of great concern and any increase of particulates must be carefully examined before any additional rail usage is considered.  The current diesel engines are seemingly without regulation and I do not see any regulation of future engines addressed in your study.   There is no way to determine the environmental negatives for the birds, fish, wild and domesticated animals and the water and air quality, but the natural protection provided to sand hill cranes, egrets, ibis, roseate spoonbills, squirrels, all native song birds and birds of prey will be threatened by any alterations to their habitat within the community.  The additional concerns of hazardous material accidents on the rails, proximity to very large propane storage tanks and vehicular traffic accidents are extremely critical in the discussion and will be addresses further in the safety section of this letter.





2. Safety- The community is a very mobile area including resident owned golf cart transportation to the facilities east of the railroad tracks.  These facilities consist of a grocery store, pharmacy, three restaurants, insurance center, gas station/convenience store and a Family Dollar Store.  These facilities are widely used by the community and are lifelines for those whose mobility or comfort level with driving on the busy highways is considered.  The potential for derailment of heavy freight trains is a concern due the proximity of the two tracks which would provide no egress to the east for any resident of Barefoot Bay.  The potential for a derailment of a hazardous material freight rail car would put all evacuation of this compact community- on a two lane road (Micco Road) funneling into another two lane road (Babcock Street).  The large volume propane storage tanks are within 500 feet of the current rail road lines and pose a life threatening situation if a derailment occurs at that crossing on Micco Road.  There are 14 long freight trains crossing these roads daily and causing blockages from a few minutes to over 45 minutes.  The prospect of adding 32 more trains each day would indicate that there will be a high speed train every 1/2 hour and the long trains causing crossing stops nearly every hour.  This is not acceptable for this community to see their access stopped or delayed multiple times per hour every day even for the few seconds suggested by AAF in their discussions of rail crossing delays. 





3. Fire Rescue and Emergency Services-  While the Fire Rescue station is located on the resident side of the railroad tracks, the hospitals which are the closest are on the east side of the tracks in Sebastian (about 5 minutes),  Indian River Medical (about 30 minutes), Palm Bay Hospital (about 15 minutes) and Melbourne Holmes (about 30 minutes).  The backup Fire Rescue support for this community is from Grant Valkaria and that facility is also on the west side of the tracks.  Using the alternate routes- Micco Road and Babcock Street, would add 30 minutes to the emergency service response or the ambulance travel to the nearest available hospital which would be on the west side of the rail.  The communities of Sebastian and Grant Valkaria would likely be under the same derailment situation due to their proximity and would certainly be under the same evacuation orders in the case of a hazardous incident, making rescue service virtually impossible for Barefoot Bay.  Emergency response delays due to existing rail service are a constant concern for residents in our community who rely heavily on the medical services of the Fire Rescue Unit.  In October there were 67 ill and injured calls for the Fire Rescue and 3 fire calls from residents.  In September, the number was 78 ill and injured calls.  I do not know how the Railroad Authority can tell those people that their service will consist of ambulance care only and they cannot be transported to a local hospital for life saving care because another train is crossing the tracks- whether it is another 45 minute long train delay or a reported ‘fast train’ that may only be a few minutes from crossing gate decent to when it is again safe to proceed to the hospital. The total number of times that these crossings will be closed is at least 3 per hour and that is not acceptable given the frequency of calls for emergency service.  These numbers represent a population that does not include the ‘snow birds’ who are also requiring emergency care with a similar frequency. The concerns about adding 32 high speed trains daily to this already dangerous situation are understandable and should be considered before any acceptance of a plan to cause further deterioration of the quality of life that is expected and is due the residents. 





4. Maintenance costs- the information is sketchy at this point- primarily because AAF has not made a complete disclosure as to who bears the costs of the upgrades, quiet zones and the ongoing maintenance of the crossings.  The current understanding is that Brevard County residents will pay for the annual maintenance costs which are estimated to be double and triple the current maintenance costs which every resident pays through county taxes.  Concessions about one year of service do not eliminate the fact that there will be a significant increase in the taxation to support the maintenance of the rail crossings.  There is no possible way to justify these additional taxes for a community that receives no additional benefit and sees only the detrimental consequences of the AAF proposal.








5. Quality of life- The community of Barefoot Bay has the right to expect reasonable safety and a quality of life that is not consistent with the plans of the AAF proposal for high speed rail service.  Throughout this area, there has been no concern shown by AAF for existing businesses and the detrimental effect of constant and frequent rail traffic separating the businessman from his customers- at least one high speed train every thirty minutes from 6:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m.  The community is based on a peaceful, non-urban lifestyle- a choice that was made when they selected their retirement location.   Younger residents rely on ease of access to highways for work, shopping, business and schools for their children.  Nothing that AAF has proposed through their town meetings, Homeowner meetings, Environmental Impact Statement or financial statements has indicated that they intend to be good neighbors, good stewards of the environment or considerate of the lives of those communities that are severely impacted due to their anticipated private financial gain with this private enterprise.  Any time a new business, commercial or industrial, a new development plan or any change in the existing environment is considered, an independent study is done to determine the costs of the proposal in land, water, air, and life quality standards.  AAF has managed to bypass and ignore all independent studies and offered this flawed self-directed Environmental Impact Statement as the full support for their private venture.  Crossings were not studied completely, adjacent structures were not addressed as to probable structural and material deterioration and the safety of the existing communities was completely ignored.  Some areas of concern are hard to measure- will manatees, dolphins, fish and birds leave our area and will endangered lands be permanently altered?  Will business be able to relocate to continue to operate successfully?  Will churches, medical facilities, libraries, schools and emergency providers be able to find a way to work around the changes forced on them by the AAF proposal?  Will AAF maintain the 32 high speed passenger trains and 14 long freight trains or do their plans currently include adding freight trains to the current single and proposed double tracks adding even more delays and danger to our community?  These are questions that were not addressed in the EIS, by the conversations with residents at meetings and through the newspaper and television programing.   There has not been enough study done to allow an educated decision to be made.   Allowing this AAF proposal to continue, knowing the detrimental effect to the  environment, endangered lands and to the quality of life in our communities is not reversible and should not be permitted.  


Thank you for your consideration of my concerns.


Louise Crouse                                                                                                                                                                             808 Sapodilla Drive                                                                                                                                                                 Barefoot Bay, Florida  32976                                                                                                                                                                   Phone 772-663-0314
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From: jimandpatfrye
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: No. MORE. TRAINS
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2014 9:34:32 AM


We want our small quiet town of Vero Beach......to stay the way it is....speeding trains totaling
 more then 30 a day is ludacrist


The threat of postponing first responders over 30 times a day is a definite threat to the
 residents of Vero Beach.


Put your high speed tracks up near highway #95.  Where It Will Not Bother anyone.


Please reconsider


Concerned
Patricia Frye
Sent from my T-Mobile 4G LTE Device
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From: Herb Lozott
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Friday, November 21, 2014 8:01:33 PM


My Name: Herb Lozott


My Email: conchchowder@att.net


My Address:


522 Evergreen Drive, Lake Park, FL 33403


Another fiasco in the making. We are stopped from getting from one side of town to the other
 too many times, and for too long of a period as it is. Now insult will be added to injury if this
 joke of an idea comes to pass. It's an expensive, bad idea. It is doomed to failure. It will cost
 the tax payers far more than it will ever return. Only special interests will be cashing in, and
 that will only be on the construction. A little like publicly funded Baseball fields that are
 nothing more than publicly funded boondoggles.
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: AAF Letter to Governor Scott
Date: Thursday, November 20, 2014 1:26:49 PM
Attachments: Governor"s letter 11 20 2014.docx


 
 


From: Suzie Smith [mailto:vertricesue@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Thursday, November 20, 2014 12:59 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Cc: floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: AAF Letter to Governor Scott
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November 20, 2014





Governor Rick Scott


400 S. Monroe Street


Tallahassee, FL 32399


www.flgov.com





Dear Governor Scott, 


On November 15, at 10:15 A.M. I arrived at my hairdresser’s salon on Orange Avenue in Fort Pierce, Florida. Just as I parked, a train horn blew and the gates came down. I looked at the train, noted the time on my watch and walked five stores down to the shop. Because I was early, I stepped out to watch the train go by. As I watched with another gentleman, he began counting the box cars are they slowly traveled the tracks, a short distance from US 1. He counted out 63 WALMART trucks/box cars and I continued to watch as train car after train car followed by a large number of tank cars, followed by XTHL cars (?), followed by empty cars. As I stood there I suddenly heard a loud explosive sound indicating the train on down the track by now had “coupled”, “uncoupled” or ‘switched tracks”. Actually, I have no idea what caused such a loud noise. Then, the train stopped dead center of the downtown street, blocking cars from going anywhere. 


Some cars did manage to wiggle out of the line of stopped traffic by moving slightly back and forth and cutting the wheels until they were able to maneuver out of the now long-line of traffic. 


The train had been going slowly as I watched it and now it stopped and blocked traffic from both US1 and Orange Avenue. It was in this lull that I began to think. This one train had stopped otherwise moving traffic in the center of downtown Fort Pierce for twenty-three minutes (23). Where was this mentioned in the FRA/EIS? I could find it nowhere.


In my mind I put together a little syllogistic pattern. Nothing much, just a simple logical assessment. I determined if one FEC train could stop a major thoroughfare in downtown Fort Pierce for twenty-three minutes, what would happen when many more trains used this track? Would, I wondered, more trains mean more delays? Would those in the eastside traffic continue to be delayed more than one-third of an hour with so many trains using these rails? Common Sense tells us that, indeed, the tracks, the trains, and the traffic would intersect in a most negative manner destroying access to our historical town. 


FRA/EIS has not been entirely fair to the citizens of the Treasure Coast. Keona Gardner in a recent article published on November 15, in the St. Lucie News Tribune notes “the impact statement characterized the county as ‘low density residential and undeveloped lands,’ which stands in stark contrast to the government buildings, private businesses and city marina in downtown Fort Pierce, where the proposed rail would run. Significant negative effects would be borne upon these uses by the additional trips.’” The first statement is contradictory of the second. How can these trains have a “negative effect” on low density residential and undeveloped lands”? Clearly, the FRA did not analyze the area before commenting on it. Shame on FRA for repeating standard comments and shame on AAF for hiring consultants who did “analyze” the Treasure Coast and Fort Pierce.


Governor, I saw the negative effects. I stood a few feet from the train and wondered aloud to others who watched with me, “How is this possible?”


In my wildest dreams I never imagined such entities such as AAF, FRA and my own state government setting out to destroy communities while touting growth in wealthier communities where freight will arrive to be carried north. The Treasure Coast will not survive this travesty. 


My wildest dreams, Governor, have become waking nightmares. You and the legislature can ameliorate this situation. You can find ways and means to keep our communities intact. I only hope you have the wisdom to do so. I am asking you to use logic, intellect, and common sense where the TREASURE COAST is concerned.


Sincerely,





Suzie Smith


2400 South Ocean Drive


4300A


Fort Pierce, FL 34949


vertricesue@yahoo.com





Copies:


Mayor Linda Hudson, lhudsoncity-ftpierce.com


Mark Satterlee, AICP Director Planning and Development Services,satterleem@stlicieco.org 


Representative Pat Murphy, http//patrickmurphy.house.gov/


Senator Joe Negron, negron.joe.webflsenate.gov


John Winkle, john.winkle@dot.Gov


Florida NOT All Aboard, floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
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From: Sally Maio
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: High Speed Rail through Sebastian
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:24:11 AM


I wanted to add my comments before it is too late to do so regarding the planned AAF high
 speed rail which will take an additional 32 train trips through our beautiful City of Sebastian
 each day at a speed of 110 miles per hour. The City of Sebastian staff has submitted
 comments based on citizen surveys and its review and did an outstanding job of reviewing
 the DEIS and found it lacking as it pertains to our piece of paradise. I sincerely hope that
 someone takes the time to read it.
 
I have been learning as much as I can about the history of Henry Flagler’s entry into
 Florida, his reasons and his benefit. I am left wondering what the land grants given to Mr.
 Flagler and his corporations by State of Florida political leaders in the late 1880s have
 anything to do with today’s world. There seems to be a level of arrogance when the
 discussions turn to the over 2 million acres granted to Mr. Flagler straight down the east
 coast of Florida and passed down to his heirs and affiliates through the last 125 years. Mr.
 Flagler is credited with bringing people to Florida so his train was seen as a benefit to the
 growth State of Florida. I say they would have come anyway.
 
According to history, the train failed from Miami to the Keys and passenger rail ceased in
 the 1960s along the coast. When my husband and I decided to move to Florida from
 Connecticut in 1984, we traveled here via I-95 and never really paid much attention to the
 train that ran north-south through the City of Sebastian business district except for the rare
 times that we were stopped while the train crossed. My husband then purchased an auto
 body shop in Sebastian in 1986 and he is there still today. The train passes by his window
 directly to his east and he has grown accustomed to the sound though the freight trains
 rattle his windows and shake the building when it is extremely laden with rock or other
 heavy materials. We now face the painful truth that added to the already heavy and loud
 freight trains, he and his residential neighbors will be affected by 32 additional trips a day,
 vibrating their homes, shaking them in bed at night, and perhaps causing damage to the
 buildings themselves and most definitely the peace and health of the people living in them.
 I hear your thoughts, well they decided to buy near the tracks! There are not many places
 in Sebastian you don’t hear the trains and 75% of our commercial district in our town of
 23,000 and residences along the Indian River Lagoon and in the old Sebastian
 neighborhoods are situated directly along US Highway 1 which the tracks follow here.
 
In the past I have taken the train to visit family in CT just for the adventure, and my trip
 started in Kissimmee on the Amtrak that runs up through the State, one leg from Miami
 and one leg from Tampa if I am not mistaken. Those tracks have been there for years and
 quite adequately provide long distance transportation. Florida is a State of an abundance
 of wild undisturbed area and the coastlines are where the people flock for the beauty of our
 waters. Why was there never any consideration of moving the tracks inland into areas of
 right-of-way along highways as AAF is doing on the Beach Line 528, what a perfect
 solution. The I-95 corridor would be a perfect location to take the tracks around the
 counties of Martin, St. Lucie and Indian River which have their heaviest commercial
 districts on US 1 and will reap absolutely no benefit and only detriment from the high speed
 rail because no stops are anticipated in any of those counties. As a matter of fact old maps
 show a track spur in that area. Instead they have created a fear in all of us that the lives we
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 know now will be forever changed after the installation of double tracks, and on top of the
 already heavy freight traveling through the heart of our City, we will have our City cut in
 half 32 additional times per day.
 
Henry Flagler and the politicians in the 1880s probably never anticipated the calamity and
 pain they would bring to people’s lives in 2014 as we anticipate the downfall of our little
 City for the benefit of visitors to Orlando and Miami. Or maybe they did, and the land
 grants were compensation for his bringing the right people to Florida. Read the history
 books, it does not paint a pretty picture of the land grab…er grant!
 
I know this message is based on emotion and conjecture and perhaps not the facts of the
 matter that you are seeking, but I am left wondering, is it really the plan to be able to move
 trainloads of people 32 times a day from Miami to Orlando up the east coast of Florida and
 do it any quicker than if someone were to rent a car in either location and drive up the
 turnpike in the same amount of time? Most people want a car to move around in. High
 speed rail has not worked very well in other areas of Florida, or is this, as I am hearing,
 more likely an idea to get the double tracks in and be able to move more freight through
 our already overburdened city commercial districts and waterways in the future? Does the
 fact that Henry Flagler was given over 2 million acres of land for his trains have any
 relationship to today’s world and FEC’s continued stance that “we” are crossing their land
 and “they” have a right to do whatever they choose in our town and charge us for it. I’m
 pretty sure our Main Street right-of-way was there long before Henry Flagler got that grant.
 Doesn’t make any common sense to me. People are what matters. Corporations are about
 making money and they should do their due diligence to find a beneficial solution to make
 peace with those of us who live here and will live with this for the rest of our lives. People
 and businesses will be forced to move to maintain some sense of peace in their lives. Why
 can’t AAF find another way? I have heard myself say so many times through this, “this is
 bigger than any of us and it won’t matter what we do or say”, because as we all know big
 money always get their way and the people affected are left to just live with it.
 
Please read the comments that come from you from so many here, the towns and cities,
 the counties, the Coast Guard, the historians trying to save our historic districts, the
 emergency services organizations, the neighborhood associations, the environmentalists –
 really read them. Sebastian and many others in the Treasure Coast area were left out of it
 all. We are here and we just want to be heard.
 
Sally
 
Sally A. Maio, MMC
City Clerk
City of Sebastian, FL 32958
(772) 388-8214
smaio@cityofsebastian.org
 








From: Tom Porter
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, November 9, 2014 12:38:15 PM


Commercial interests and the politicians they financially support would be the primary beneficiaries of All Aboard
 Florida, NOT the residents of the state.  PLEASE take into account the consequential impact on Florida’s coastal
 communities that high-speed passenger rail service, as well as the inevitable increased freight rail traffic to follow
 would have when making your recommendation.  If All Aboard Florida is allowed to proceed as proposed, coastal
 Florida will never be the same, adversely affecting the lives and safety of millions of people.  I live in an area of
 Vero Beach where the railroad tracks run parallel to US 1 with no more than 100’ separating the the two, and where
 there are at least 6 rail crossings within a 2 mile stretch.  Albeit more expensive, rerouting the proposed service
 west and utilizing land already available adjacent to the Florida Turnpike, is a far better alternative in the long-run.


Thomas Porter
5620-403 N Harbor Village Dr
Vero Beach, FL  32967
(772) 567-4498
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From: Karen Moseley
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: No
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 11:22:43 AM


I live in Jupiter.  We are both opposed to AAF.  Too many trains, lack of real information.  If AAF is so important
 for tourism! why are so few depots and stops in the plan.  Only benefit is west palm beach to Miami.  AAF is
 nothing but more freight trains.  The tourism promo is bait and switch for all of Florida.    Where is the government
 regulation if AAF becomes fact?  If there are problems in Jupiter, whom do we call?    We need names of owners of
 the corporation and news about their experience as operators of rail freight and human passengers.  There is little or
 no transparency about this business entity. 


Sent from my iPad
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From: Naomi Ruehlman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Friday, November 21, 2014 9:03:28 PM


My Name: Naomi Ruehlman


My Email: naomi_ruehlman@yahoo.com


My Address:


2226 NW Padova St.
Port St. Lucie, FL. 34986


There are obviously a number of unanswered questions and valid concerns regarding this ill
 thought-out project that will only service the needs of the very few statewide while
 inconveniencing a very large portion of the voting population. 


This high speed system will tear through Saint Lucie county, ignoring Port Saint Lucie, which
 according to the latest Census, is the 9th largest city in Florida. All we will get from this
 proposed "high speed rail" is more traffic delays and noise! 


For these reasons alone, this project should NOT move forward. I just wish to close this letter
 by saying that a large population inconvenienced by this proposed route will remember this at
 election time!
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From: michael.j.cole@dot.gov on behalf of FRAPA@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: AAF Routing
Date: Tuesday, September 23, 2014 4:23:10 PM


 
 
Michael Cole
Public Affairs Specialist
Office of Communications and Legislative Affairs
Federal Railroad Administration
Tel (Direct):   202-493-1306
Cell:             202-450-7599
Fax:             202-493-6068
michael.j.cole@dot.gov 
 
Rail – Moving America Forward
The Federal Railroad Administration’s mission is to enable the safe, reliable, and efficient movement of people and goods for
 a strong America, now and in the future.
 
Follow FRA on Facebook and Twitter
 
From: Wally Walentiny [mailto:walpatone@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, September 23, 2014 4:20 PM
To: AAF_comment@vhb.com
Subject: AAF Routing
 
The environmental impact statement and related studies if there were any, don't really take
 into account the feelings of residents of cities faced with this train wreck, that is about to
 grossly affect our lives, property and environment. The only sensible solution  is to move the
 high speed tracks out west in vacant land or on the right away of with other rail tracks. If and
 when this project fails, there won't be more negative problems for the residents and cities in
 the path of this pending disaster.
  All the proposed money that AAF is expecting cities and counties to lay out to maintain their
 crossings and quiet zones, is a cost that AAF should have included in their project plans. The
 idea that we all are to be subjected to the noise, interruptions and safety problems generated
 by AAF is absurd and gutsy. The feeling is that the rail road wants to expand into a high
 speed rail system and we are expected to accept it as a benefit to our economy and
 convenience. 
 
 Mr. Vernon Walentiny
 Port St Lucie, Fl 
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From: jwllchris@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: High Speed Rail
Date: Wednesday, November 12, 2014 9:17:53 AM


Please discontinue your efforts to go forward with the All Aboard Florida high speed rail service.
Thanks in Advance
Jim Christoffersen
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From: patfeltch@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, November 9, 2014 3:35:49 PM


 
November 09, 2014
 


We live in Hobe Sound so will address the concerns from Bridge Road north on
Dixie Highway.
 
There are senior communities, single family homes, apartment complexes and
mobile home parks along this corridor. There is no space for an additional track
unless you narrow Dixie Highway or take homes. These homes are close to the
proposed track that the noise and vibration will be significant. Please do not
upset the lives of the people living in this area.
 
The quality of life in Martin County will be diminished with this project.
We oppose All Aboard Florida and rail expansion.
 
Respectfully,
 
John Feltch
Patricia Feltch
Hobe Sound, FL
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From: Bruce Sher
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Noise from trains - Burns Rd. crossing
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 12:15:56 PM
Attachments: SigLogo2013.png


I live in Harbour Isles. Exactly 1.2 miles east from the above crossing. I can tell you that when
 trains come through
in the morning, not only do they wake up my household but disturb the Great Blue Herons that
 sometimes
roost and hunt behind my house.


In my observations, additional trains like All Aboard Florida proposes will have profoundly
negative impacts on both the human and animal(especially bird) inhabitants of this area.  


Sincerely,
-- 
Bruce Sher
President,


www.innomedinc.com  800.200.9842 | Fax: 877.868.8406


This electronic transmission (and any attached document) contains confidential information from Mergenet Solutions, Inc., or Mergenet Solutions,
 Inc.'s subsidiaries, hereby known as "Mergenet" and is for the sole use of the individual or entity to whom it is addressed and may be privileged,
 confidential or exempt from disclosure under law. You are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this transmission is
 strictly prohibited without the written permission from Mergenet. If you are not the intended recipient of this email, or the employee or agent
 responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any other dissemination, distribution or copying of this transmission
 is strictly prohibited. If you receive this message in error, please notify Mergenet at  info@MergenetSolutions.com  and destroy the attached message


 (and all attached documents) immediately. Thank you for your cooperation. 
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From: glen blair
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Saturday, November 22, 2014 11:17:06 AM


My Name: glen blair


My Email: grogerb@bellsouth.net


My Address:


58 woodland dr vero beach FL 32962


As FAA is now claiming private ownership of rail corridor...and therefore that they can do as
 they please with it...I have several suggestions: 1) That "being" the case they should be billed
 for all back tax abatements plus penalties and interest . 2) Also each town should now impose
 a tax assessment on every foot of rail linage ...this $ amount to be decided later and to be kept
 secret...using fabricated determinates (starting at an estimated $1000/foot). 3)There should
 also be a per person ridership surcharge...with a starting floor of 3.5 million riders; based on
 FAA's own estimates - and which would be a minimum - even if they only realize the same
 virtually non existent current ridership. 4)There should be no taxpayer backed loan guarantees
 for a private enterprise.
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: AAF Train Comments and Issues
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 1:14:27 PM


 
 


From: Dean Baumgartner [mailto:deanbaumgartner@earthlink.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 02, 2014 1:01 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: FW: AAF Train Comments and Issues
 
Train will cause terrible impact on our Community!  AAF prepared documents were biases, false, and
 omitted the actual cost to our environment, our community, our health, our safety, our welfare. 
 
Consider alternative TRAIN ROUTE… same result, less impact!  I don’t oppose have trains in
 Florida, but increasing the impact on our busiest most populated areas in absolute nuts  I do
 oppose trains in the center of our coastal towns.
We’ve all read the wonderful (not) news about the  All Aboard Florida proposal to send 16 more
 trains through the most densely populated areas of our counties each day between 6am  and 9pm
 in addition to the already 7 freight trains moving through our town presently.   Why?  It just does
 not make sense, the mess created with freight traffic already causes bottlenecks.  Would it not be
 more advantageous to move the All Aboard Florida rail usage to either along the interstate highway,
 the turnpike, or the CSX line that moves through Indiantown and the western rail  corridor of our
 county?     The Florida East Coast railway was located where it would produce the most economic
 good a century ago.  Today the eastern rail  location is an economic burden, an environmental
 hazard, a maritime disaster for boat traffic.   Businesses, residential communities, Vehicular traffic,
 marine traffic, and even ambulances seeking routes to the hospital will all be seriously and
 negatively impacted by high speed rail moving through the small downtowns of East Coast Florida.  
 There will be no trains stopping along our communities, there is no rationale for us to be impacted
 by needless congestions.   The goal is to connect Orlando to Miami, then why not take a more direct
 route with the least repercussion on larger residential areas? Consider alternative TRAIN ROUTES …
 meeting same goal, with less impact!
 
We have a 10 year old in elementary school, Frequently we are late to
 school now because of trains and the long lines of traffic waiting for the
 train to pass.  There is no other route between our home and the school
 that does not require a train crossing.    Even with the now freight trains,
 we have seen
Respectfully,
 
Dean Baumgartner
Home address:  20 Banyan Road Stuart, FL 34996
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From: Tammy Ware
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: High Speed Railroad through downtown Fort Pierce
Date: Thursday, November 27, 2014 9:36:38 PM


It is my understanding that a full environmental impact study was paid for
 by All Aboard Florida.  That study may not have included the potential
 noise pollution and  air pollution from the diesel engines, and more.


There are no benefits to the Treasure Coast area under the current plan. 
 Our downtown area which has been rejuvenated over the last ten years
 will decline.  Local restaurants and businesses will be hurt by less people
 going to downtown.  No one wants to be stopped by the train even once a
 day, never mind more than 30+.


I am against the high speed train when there is plenty of land available
 west of town to accommodate this project.  The current people who will
 benefit are the counties to the south and north of us and we will pay the
 price.


I vote NO to BIG CHOO CHOO!


Tammy Ware
1845 Sandhill Crane Drive
Fort Pierce, FL 34982
taware99@gmail.com
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From: Carol Goldstein
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida--A Disaster
Date: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 10:21:03 PM


ATTENTION:  JOHN WINKLE
Federal Railroad Administration


All Aboard Florida will be a disaster to thousands of people.  Up to 40 freight and passenger trains a day is a
 horrible scenario to envision. 
We have to cross these tracks to go about our everyday activities such as school, hospital, market, I-95 etc.  I’ve
 read that passenger trains have never been profitable.
And what a bad idea to have freight move along the same tracks as passenger trains.  The noise, pollution, safety
 considerations and terrible inconvenience will have a tremendous impact on thousands of people and ultimately, the
 value of our homes.  Can AAF have that much clout against the thousands of homeowners that will be affected?
There are alternate tracks in mostly unpopulated areas further west.  The impact in that area would be minimum to
 the population.  Amtrak already has passenger trains running along these existing tracks from Miami, Ft.
 Lauderdale, West Palm Beach through Tampa, Orlando and continuing on the north-south corridor.  Isn’t this
 sufficient?
I live in Palm Beach Gardens, FL. and would hope that my comments, along with the many other residents who are
 voicing their opinions against AAF, will be taken seriously.


Carol Goldstein
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From: Patricia Bolander
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Patricia Bolander
Subject: Non Support of All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:06:18 AM


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE W38-311


I live in Stuart, Florida.  After reviewing the "Public Health and Safety" section of the EIS, I
 do not feel it adequately addresses some very important negative aspects of the proposed All
 Aboard Florida project.


The anticipated 52 trains a day will block our Treasure Coast's 78 Railroad crossings, greatly
 adding to traffic congestion, delaying emergency vehicles, and hurricane and power plant
 evacuations, if needed.  The tracks currently divide Vero Beach, Fort Pierce, Port St. Lucie,
 Stuart, Port Salerno, Hobe Sound and Jupiter.  Adding more train traffic will totally decimate
 these smaller towns, as we now know them.  For all the people who live here, it would be
 hard to deal with the noise pollution, decrease in ability to get to some business, schools. 
 Plus, our hospital is on the "other side of the tracks" - which could have many horrible
 consequences.  Many schools and businesses would have delays, which is unfair to do to so
 many communities.  Timeliness getting anywhere on time, would become a daily issue.


In my community, the Stuart railroad bridge, built in 1894 and 1925, may not be mechanically
 or structurally able to go up and down over 50 times a day.


The bridge over the St. Lucie River going up and down over 50 times a day would also
 negatively affect our marine industry, which is one of the main sources of income for many of
 our residents - directly and indirectly.  Tourism and all the related businesses, boating, and
 fishing are all important to us, ABF, would have a definite negative impact on our towns.


As a taxpayer, I would not want to support any government loan for this project.  It is a very
 greedy undertaking that will only have a negative impact on all of us who call the Treasure
 Coast our home.


The All Aboard Florida project has no business even being considered in such a highly
 populated area, if anything, it should run closer to I-95 or the Turnpike, where it would create
 less noise pollution by not going through the middle of cities all along the coast, safety issues
 at crossings - due to increased pedestrian and vehicle traffic through towns and cities, and the
 negative impact on livelihoods of the people who live here.


Pat Bolander
-- 
Pat Bolander
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From: Forrest Kleiser Saleh
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Saturday, November 22, 2014 1:49:27 PM


My Name: Forrest Kleiser Saleh


My Email: forrestsaleh@hotmail.com


My Address:


13280 164 Ct. N.
Jupiter, Fl. 33478


I don't have a problem with a railway going from Miami to Orlando. However, there needs to
 be new tracks made and it should go West of town (via P&W) and veer toward Orlando. To
 go through the major towns up the East coast would be more costly then laying newer tracks.
 For example, the railroad bridge in Jupiter would have to be completely rebuilt. It
s been there since the 50's when my family moved there. There needs to be access for
 emergency vehicles. People lose time now due to the draw bridges having specific times in
 the weekday and anytime on weekends plus the freight trains that already take up enough
 time. I can't imagine how a town like Jupiter with another train going through would function
 economically. I'm sure other towns up the East coast would have similar problems. I think it
 would be less expensive to make the new rails in rural, undeveloped areas on flat surfaces
 without having to rebuild or demolish buildings in the pathway toward Orlando.
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From: jimw12550-gmail
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: " All Aboard Florida" Comments
Date: Monday, October 6, 2014 9:54:24 PM


 
     ‘All Aboard Florida’ appears to be an absolute train wreck which should be deposed. In it’s
 present form, it would severely affect the quality of life of all Treasure Coast Residents if
 tracks east of US-1/Federal Highway are used. If ‘All Aboard Florida’ does somehow get
 approved, modifications should be made to the plan to have all trains traveling north of 45th
 street in West Palm Beach to use tracks that are WEST of US-1/Federal Highway and
 therefore avoid disrupting and endangering the lives of residents in Jupiter, Tequesta, Hobe
 Sound, Stuart and points North.  All trains currently traveling south of 45th Street use tracks
 that are WEST of US-1, this should also apply to all trains running north of 45th Street also.
 
     Another serious concern is that this Private Business venture could be an absolute financial
 albatross for the US Taxpayers if a proposed $1.6 billion Federal loan is approved and that
 money is lent to a private entity to finance this project since passenger service is traditionally
 a money loser for Governments and Municipalities which provide public transportation (see
 NYC Mass Transit, Amtrak, Tri-Rail, etc.) and therefore the U.S. Taxpayers may come out a big
 loser here. The current unethical and immoral Corporate business model is: Privatize All Gains
 (they keep everything) and Socialize All Losses (U.S. Taxpayer bailouts). I’m worried that
 providing Federal/State funding to ‘All Aboard Florida’ will provide more of this type of
 financial shenanigans.
 
To summarize the financials: Since ‘All Aboard Florida’ is a Private Business Venture, they
 should secure their funding exclusively from private investors only and ABSOLUTELY NO
 FEDERAL OR STATE MONEY should be in play here. Let some greedy and disillusioned private
 investors ‘take it up the A$Sets’ rather than the U.S./Florida Taxpayers when ‘All Aboard
 Florida’ ultimately is determined to be a huge financial failure - and it will be!
 
     My personal belief is that public passenger railway transportation should be owned solely
 by Governments or Municipalities only and never by private corporations. A much better and
 more progressive alternative to ‘All Aboard Florida’ would be to build a brand new State
 Owned monorail system from Orlando to Miami which runs alongside the Florida Turnpike
 with multiple stations that service ALL Counties along the way. Just the novelty of riding a
 monorail system would make this a highly profitable venture for the State of Florida since
 everyone would use it!
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Walc
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7471 SE Jamestown Terrace
Hobe Sound, Florida 33455








From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: AAF proposal
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:04:21 AM


-----Original Message-----
From: Dick Tuschick [mailto:dick@rhumblineyachtsales.com]
Sent: Tuesday, December 02, 2014 4:55 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Cc: jmrfl@aol.com; Beth Simkins; James Arnold and Joanna Masi
Subject: AAF proposal


Dear Mr. Winkle,


The passenger train service as proposed by AAF will be a disaster to our community.


The bridge closings as proposed by the AAF organization will be disastrous from a health, safety and financial
 standpoint to all of us that navigate this waterway.


I believe we, thousands of us, as american citizens, have a right to safe unobstructed navigation of this waterway. If
 implemented as AAF proposed, our access to this waterway will be severely obstructed to the point of being a
 hazard to safe navigation.


Given the volume of traffic, particularly on weekends and during peak periods, backups at the railroad bridge will
 significant and accidents are bound to happen as a result.


More importantly, we must recognize the risk to the general population of having over 150 train crossings with over
 50 trains per day. It is ludicrous to think that you can superimpose this kind of traffic in a densely populated
 corridor and not have catastrophic results in terms of accidents and fatalities.


The impact that this proposal will have on our Stuart community is virtually catastrophic. We have a downtown area
 right next to the tracks with thousands of pedestrians walking across the tracks to reach the downtown not to
 mention the car traffic. Closing these crossings as often as planned will virtually kill the downtown area.


Our main hospital is also located close to the tracks and access to the hospital will be substantially impaired. When
 minutes are critical to a life….these trains will cause deaths….


One corporation cannot be allowed to cause this kind of disruption and danger to the general population just for the
 sake of profit.


Please help us to keep this waterway open for safe navigation and keep our community safe from this unnecessary
 safety risk and financial disaster that will ensue.


No one needs this passenger service and the price to be paid by the general population that will be affected is far to
 great to allow corporate greed to take priority.


Thank you for your efforts on our behalf.


Dick Tuschick
dick@rhumblineyachtsales.com
Cell: 772-486-2250
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From: pbierens@juno.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: High Speed Railroad
Date: Monday, October 6, 2014 5:03:17 PM


To:  Mr. John Winkle, Federal RR Administration


From:  Paul Bierens
           86 Crooked Tree Ln
           Vero Beach, FL  32972


Dear Mr. Winkle


We are adamantly opposed to high speed rail service that would use the
existing RR tracks that go through Vero Beach, FL.


We are residents in an over 55 condominium community that is one half
mile from the railroad tracks.  Already several freight trains utilize
these tracks day and night.  Their rumble, air horns, and traffic
disruption are already a large inconvenience and irritation in our
community.  The proposed up to 32 high speed trains traversing the same
tracks would be devastating to our entire city.


There is no advantage whatsoever to Vero Beach of having high speed
trains ripping thru our city.  No stops are scheduled here or other
cities along the I95 corridor until West Palm. 


If high speed trains are viable economic assets, they will only be
economic assets to Orlando and Miami and then mostly to the private
companies in both cities. 


High speed trains should run on dedicated rail lines and away from cities
and towns.  There is plenty of open spaces such a rail line could
traverse.


Please use your office and influence to "derail" the proposed high speed
rail service through Vero Beach, FL.


Sincerely,


Paul Bierens


____________________________________________________________
Low-Cost Flood Insurance
Find a policy in your area and get a free flood risk profile!
http://thirdpartyoffers.juno.com/TGL3141/5433037d3215337d57e7st02vuc
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From: maryleec@bellsouth.net
To: john.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: All Aboard Florida-NO
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 5:11:56 PM


Mr. Winkle--I strongly object to the proposed All Aboard Florida train service through Martin
 County.  To have our rail crossings closed an additional 32 times each day is a disaster in the
 making.  Emergency vehicles need open access to serve our community.  The thought of the very
 old St. Lucie River rail bridge going up and down 32 times a day is ludicrous.  I suggest you come and
 look at that very very very old bridge.  We have suffered through years of severe environmental
 damage to the St. Lucie River and Indian River Lagoon.  A rail collapse on that very old bridge would
 be a disaster of unimaginable consequence.
NO to All Aboard Florida!
Mary Lee Cullen
6988 SE Twin Oaks Circle
Stuart, FL 34997
 
Mary Lee Cullen
Berkshire Hathaway Home Services Florida Realty
"Helping Buyers and Sellers for over 30 years"
772-485-7365
maryleec@bellsouth.net
maryleecullen.com
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From: Alvin Patrick Kelly Sherman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: North Hutchinson Island, Ft Pierce, Fl 34949
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 1:30:33 PM


Here are problems for St Lucie County:


North Causeway drawbridge
North Causeway boat ramp
Stan Blum boat ramp
Ft Pierce Inlet State park
Pepper Park
Avalon State Park
Round Island Park
Seals Museum
Winter Visitors


What AAF will effectively do is seal off traffic to and from North Hutchinson Island


Shopping will go to Vero Beach
Services will go to Vero Beach


Fort Pierce will be a have to location, any time a choice is made. 


Tourists will not travel through the North Causeway Bridge to go to the parks or Seal Museum
The boat ramps will go unused


What traffic remaining will be huge backups and delays due to bridge openings combined with an additional 32 trains per
 day 


This will significantly diminish property values 
The rental properties will be vacated on A1A by people who commute to Fort Pierce/St Lucie County
Commercial development of the proposed hotel and restaurant(s) will stop 
The Condo/commercial development at 2900-3000 N Hwy A1A will never happen


In short, little positive impact and a major disruption for the taxpayers and residents of St Lucie County.


Glynis Sherman
133 Commonwealth court
Fort pierce, FL 34949-8306
772-468-4304
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From: Kathleen warren
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Wednesday, November 12, 2014 8:49:09 PM


My Name: Kathleen warren


My Email: katesiunflower8@gmail.com


My Address:


6662 Picante Circle
Fort Pierce , fl.


We see no befit to have aaf running through our area. We can see the great damage it will
 cause to the environment . There is zero benefit to our area. Many of our main streets cross
 these tracks and would cause a major traffic jam. Aaf would also prevent medical help from
 saving a life.
We are against it.
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From: Jeffrey Lynn
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: "All Aboard Florida" Hearing
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 9:19:51 AM


Dear Fellow Floridians,
I am to be out of town for this hearing session. However, I would like to voice several
 concerns regarding this high speed rail proposal. I am currently opposed to high speed
 passenger and freight rail through the treasure coast area for the following reasons.
1) Little transparency potential, past, present and future, as All Aboard Florida is a privately
 held subsidiary of a similarly held holding corporation.
2) Use of a federal agency rail loan program with minimal performance oversight as far as I
 have been able to determine at present.
3) Serious concerns about the safety of our citizens, maintaining the quality and protection of
 our environment.
Thank you for the opportunity to express my concerns on this matter.
                                                                   Sincerely,
                                                                      Jeffrey R.Lynn
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mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Bonanti, Christopher
To: AAF_Comments_Reply
Subject: FW: AAF resolution
Date: Tuesday, December 9, 2014 3:04:48 PM
Attachments: 14-046R.pdf


We believe this should be included as well.
 
Christopher Bonanti | All Aboard Florida
305.520.2347 | Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com | www.allaboardflorida.com
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: The information contained in this transmission is privileged
 and confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or entity named
 above. No addressee should forward, print, copy, or otherwise reproduce this message in any
 manner that would allow it to be viewed by any individual not originally listed as a recipient.
 If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
 unauthorized disclosure, dissemination, distribution, copying of this transmission or the
 taking of any action in reliance on the information herein is strictly prohibited. If you have
 received this transmission in error, please immediately reply to sender that you have received
 this communication in error and then delete it. Thank you.
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RESOLUTION #14-046R 



A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
OF OSCEOLA COUNTY IN SUPPORT •OF 'THE PROPOSED "ALL 
ABOARD FLORIDA" PRIVATELY OWNED, OPERATED AND 
MAINTAINED IN;TERC- , ' , PASSENGER RAIL' SERVICE 
BETWEEN SOUTH 'FLORIDA AND CENTRAL FLORIDA BEING 
DEVELOPED' BY FLORIDA EAST COAST INDUSTkIES, LLC; 
AND FURTHER URGING THE FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION AND OTHER REGULATORY/FUNDING 
AGENCIES Ti SUPPORT THE PROJECT AS, NECESSARY.• 



WHEREAS the Central Florida region is the most visited region' in the State of Florida and the 
Greater Orlando Airport is one of the4piisiesrin the United States; and 



WHEREAS, Downtown Miami is South Florida's'largest, 'most utilized transit-oriented 
neighborhood, featuring'.  the State's largest employment center, a growing high-density residential 
;corruntinity, major cultural and entertainment destinations, and an existing premium transit infrastructure; 
and 



WHEREAS, despite these facts, neither, "Central Florida 'Mir South Florida are currently served 
, direetly by regional or intrastate passenger rail; and 



WHEREAS, Florida East Coast Industries, Inc., owners' of thbFEC corridor; has announced plans 
to develop privately . owned, operated and maintained passenger rail service 'between South Florida and 
Central Florida, with stops In Miami ;  Fort Lauderdale, West Palm Beach and Orlando; and 



WHEREAS;  the OSCEOIA COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS finds that 
this proposed service is consistent with and furthers the State's goal to have options for travelers to move 
between Central-and ,Sbuth Florida. 



NOW, THEIZEFORE,. BE,  IT RESOLVFIYBY,'THE BOARD .OF , COUNTY.  COMMISSIONERS 
OF THE COUNTY OF OSCEOLA, FLORIDA. 



Section 1. 	The recitals are true and correct and are adopted by reference and incorporated as 
if fully set forth in this Section., 



Section 2. 	THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, OF THE COUNTY OF 
OSCEOLA supports the .proposed "All Aboard Florida" privately owned, operated and maintained 
passenger rail iservice between South Florida and Central Florida being developed by Florida East Coast 
Industries; LLC. 



Section 3. 	THE BOARD OF COUNTY commissioNERs of the COUNTY of 
OSCEOLA urges' the Florida Department of Transportation and other regulatory/funding agencies to 
support the project as necessary. 











OF OSCE0400 	,F),ORIDA 



an 



ATTEST: 
OSCEOLA COUNTY CLERK OF THE BOARD 



By: 	-.7.4}1/triir 
Clerk/ Deputy  Cleilof thaioard 



As authorized for execution at the Board of 
County  Commissioners meeting  of 



05-05_ ity  
kolu4--.01,*)11-Ota 



BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 













From: David Hubert
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: High Speed Tracks for High Speed Passenger Trains
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 5:33:20 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle:


In 1994 Amtrak introduced to the Pacific Northwest, new passenger trains called the 
"Cascades.”  They are manufactured by the Spanish company, Talgo.  They are high-speed 
trains that can run well over 100 miles per hour.  There in the United States, they run to and 
from Eugene, Oregon and Vancouver, British Columbia.  Below is a short quote from its 
Google website  “Amtrak Talgo."


"Service on the Cascades route is provided by five articulated trainsets manufactured by 
Talgo, a Spanish company. These cars are designed to passively tilt into curves, allowing the 
train to pass through them at higher speeds. Despite a maximum design speed of 124 miles per
 hour (200 km/h), current track and safety requirements limit the train's speed to 79 miles per 
hour (127 km/h), although $781 million work is currently underway for the Cascades route 
which will allow them to operate at speeds up to 110 miles per hour (180 km/h).”


Most of the reporting at this time around here is about the number of trains and how fast they 
will go. But it seems no one has questioned the ability of the tracks to handle such high-speed 
trains.  Amtrak out West didn’t seem to recognize the limitation and now is spending $781 
million of somebody’s money to upgrade the tracks so the "Cascades" can live up to part of its
 potential.  Is that part of the All Aboard Florida plan or have they overlooked that possibility?
 I don’t know how old these track are, but I doubt they have seen many 100+ mile an hour 
trains.  Do you know the speed limit of the freight trains that run through Stuart?  Will these 
present tracks be suitable for 32 high speed passenger trains?


Regard,
David Hubert
2950 S. E. Ocean Blvd. 2-3
Stuart, FL 34996
772.324.8081
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From: richardlmetzler@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida-NOT!
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 9:44:09 AM


All:


As a new resident in Jensen Beach (1/2 block from the existing rail bed) I have
 learned to tolerate rail traffic at all times of the day and night, complete with whistles,
 requiring my wearing earplugs to sleep.  I was amazed that they could haul heavy
 freight (sand) and tank cars carrying God knows what through these pristine little
 towns without any precautions, save tailgates.  While these trains slow down coming
 through town (somewhat) they are a disaster waiting to happen.  One derailment and
 it's all over for scores of people.


Now, with the thinly-disguised plan to increase freight traffic, called All Aboard Florida,
 I am shocked that this attempt at chicanery can be put before the public and
 government(s).


Considering a single track through these Martin (and northern) towns and over the St.
 Lucie River, it is critically unsound thinking when alternative routes which parallel
 high traffic arteries exist to the west.  The disruption of normal life for citizens and
 boaters under the AAF scheme will be significant, not to mention highly dangerous.
 Delays caused by increased traffic for normal commerce and emergency response
 teams will be untenable.  Vibration, already an annoyance, will be debilitating.  


I am a fan of rail traffic, having ridden the New Haven Railroad/Metro North for years. 
 It makes sense in high density areas which provide a positive revenue model for
 passenger rail companies.  AAF will not succeed due to alternative transportation
 methods between Orlando and Miami, namely automotive, and the passenger rail
 termini, specifically Miami, aren't located DOWNTOWN. That will leave us with an
 increased freight scenario due to the Panama Canal widening.


Relocating rail traffic to the west and making the right of way a green way, would be a
 dream-come-true.  Revenue opportunities along the green way would be provided for
 the existing owners of the right-of-way, but we'll settle for just defeating the AAF
 Scenario.


My wife and I strongly oppose this dubious project.


Richard and Constance Metzler
Skyline Drive
Jensen Beach, FL
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From: surflaneguy@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Kluckas, Barbara
Subject: Not Aboard with All Aboard
Date: Friday, November 28, 2014 3:56:06 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
Please add this e-mail to your stack of correspondence from Florida citizens opposed
 to All Aboard Florida's plan to severely increase passenger and freight rail traffic
 through the three Treasure Coast counties - Martin, St. Lucie, and Indian River - and
 beyond.
 
The environmental impact statement, drafted on AAF's behalf, failed to responsibly
 address negative environmental, social, and financial impacts to be visited upon a
 large swath of urban and suburban communities and sensitive open land areas.
 
I'm sure the pile of negative correspondence on your desk far exceeds any favorable,
 unbiased commentary. Please add our comments to the Not Aboard stack and reach
 your conclusions taking all this into account.
 
Sincerely,
 
William F. and Barbara A. Kluckas
909 Surf Lane
Vero Beach, Florida 32963
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From: tom gill
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Friday, November 14, 2014 11:35:02 AM


My Name: tom gill


My Email: gatorkiter@gmail.com


My Address:


3866 hield rd
palm bay, fl


We all know that this is going to turn into another Amtrack, who needed and got $350 million
 from the feds for operating in the red last year year. They are in the red every year.
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From: Juliet Byrne
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@DOT.Gov
Cc: CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov; NEGRON.JOE.WEB@flsenate.gov
Subject: (NOT) All Aboard FL Intercity Passenger Rail Project
Date: Monday, November 3, 2014 6:01:01 PM


Dear Sir or Ma’am;
 
I live in the nationally recognized Audubon community of Evergrene in Palm Beach Gardens, Florida. I am
 concerned about the impact that the increased train traffic to 52 trains a day will have on the wild life in
 this community that we strive to protect.
 
As a Realtor of SE Florida, I am concerned about property values dropping by at least 20% (Boston Study
 of RR traffic beside residential communities 1994). We are just beginning come back from the Great
 Recession of 2008 and this would hurt the values of all the communities that are in close proximity of the
 railroad tracks and east of the I-95 and FL Turnpike corridor.
 
The direct impact on  real estate in the communities of Evergrene, Admiral’s Cove, Admiral’s Golf, New
 Haven at Abacoa, Frenchman’s Reserve, Frenchman’s Harbor, Valencia at Abacoa, and Jupiter Island to
 name a few will be immediate. I already have out of state clients that are rethinking their purchase of
 real estate because of what they are reading about the potential increase in train traffic, noise, length
 and speed of trains. We all know from Amtrak that passenger rail is not profitable and will result in
 another debacle that will be pushed off on the taxpayers. Who pays for a derailed train that can cause
 such devastation in and disruption to a community?  And why should people ride the train from Miami
 when you can just fly into Orlando in a third of the time for about the same price??
 
Additionally, the noise, speed of the trains, and constant vibration at night while 99.9% of our residents
 sleep will disrupt that sleep and will most certainly cause increased traffic accidents as well as lower
 productivity of employees during working hours. Where is impact study for this?
 
As citizens our voices must be heard.
 
Thank you—Juliet Byrne
 
 
 


Juliet Byrne, CNE, CDPE
Realtor
Keller Williams Realty


P: 561-748-7677
F: 561-909-2070
E: juliet@juliet4homes.com


4455 Military Trail
Suite 100
Jupiter, FL 33458
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: AAF
Date: Friday, October 24, 2014 3:39:14 PM


 
 


From: Danielle Ohanesian [mailto:deohanesian@gmail.com] 
Sent: Friday, October 24, 2014 3:38 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Cc: towncouncil@jupiter.fl.us
Subject: AAF
 
I am not opposed to the railroad having used it as my major source of transportation in queens
 and NYC, which is why I chose to live there, commuter friendly. However, the treasure
 coast was governed by various political parties over the years who have, and do to this day
 STILL, continue to overbuild florida's treasure coast without asking for any input from the
 new generations of residents who have now made this their home.That being said, residents
 have adapted to the way of life with the railroad as it currently exists, limited freight. Along
 the Treasure Coast, most developments were and are still built purely with giving as many
 homes waterfront access as possible. The east coast was built for luxury. This being said,
 with the increased freight from Panama Canal expansion along with the impending addition
 of tourist trains, traffic will continue to become increasingly burdensome. With the increase in
 traffic, there will be an increase of emissions from car and truck exhaust fumes, thus
 diminishing the green benefits that trains have to offer. Plus, NO LOCAL STOPS are even
 planned for most of the coast which will bear the burden. WE DIDNT MOVE HERE TO
 COMMUTE. I believe a median ground must be established. Freight goes west and high
 speed tourist trains stay on the east coast. Freight trains traversing the ancient bridges along
 the treasure coast will bring an eminent risk of derailment and pollution from spills would be
 a tremendous loss to our environmentally sensitive waterways. With the freight moved west
 we will still be able to use our shorelines, marine navigation will not be held up much more
 than they already are, we will retain our access to hospitals, police and first responders, and
 traffic will move more easily as the tourism trains will move at a much faster pace. Freight
 must move west or halt the AAF project altogether. I would like to believe that existing
 resident taxpayers are more important than a private, for profit train for TOURISTS.
Thank you.
Danielle Ohanesian 
Jupiter


Sent from my iPad
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From: Nancy Jones
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Nancy Jones
Subject: High Speed Train
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 2:49:02 PM


My husband and I think it is a mistake to route the high speed train through Martin and St.Lucie counties.  We can
 envision long lines of traffic backed up while the train goes through.  Since this is likely to happen many times a
 day, I think it is advisable to route the train to the western part of the county where there is less traffic.
Bob and Nancy Jones
3715 SE Middle St.
Stuart, Fl 34997
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From: Linda Coffman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida-Not All Aboard- At All
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 2:56:50 PM


To Whom It May Concern:
 
I am sending this email today to express my concerns for FEC’s wishes to add 32 trains daily to run
 From Orlando to Miami round trip, through my home, the Treasure Coast. It is my personal opinion
 that this is a sham and something that is being shoved down the throats of the majority of the
 population on the east coast of Florida. Starting from Cocoa Beach and South into Jupiter, this will
 detract greatly from our way of life. It will be extremely detrimental to the safety of our pedestrian
 friendly communities. Not only that, it will affect the accessibility to our main hospital in Stuart that
 is located east of the railroad tracks and can be accessed in several ways, only by crossing the tracks.
 This has the potential of being literally a life or death situation.
 
In addition, to think that a train bridge that is over one hundred years old can withstand the
 immense demand that is going to be put on it is the dream of a child. The bridge stuck in the down
 position can have devastating effects on boaters that use the Okeechobee Waterway as their way of
 living and access to the Lake and access to the west coast of Florida. Also, this is a local tourist
 dollars issue as well. On top of that, the time that will be demanded of the bridge to be in the closed
 position will be more than our local boating traffic can handle. It will become a navigational
 nightmare. The study that was done was a sham and not based on true statistics. This study needs
 to be done by a TRUE independent and not someone in the back pocket of the FEC. On the other
 hand, a bridge stuck in the up position (this just happened about a month ago in Jensen each north
 of the bridge) can have just as devastating effect on the freight traffic. This is eventually what this
 issue is all about anyway(freight and $$). Follow the money.
 
Suck it up, spend the necessary funds and do the right thing. Don’t allow this to happen on the
 existing tracks. As many have suggested, push this train to the west along the Turnpike corridor
 where it belongs. Allow Florida to use some of that Amendment 1 money to help purchase or back
 the FEC from the CSX . The FEC tracks run along too many residential communities and through too
 many pedestrian communities. It poses more safety hazards than the potential rewards than the
 FEC can stand to gain. Please do not allow this to happen to the good people of Florida. This is a
 quality of life issue that we all fight for daily to live in the beautiful State of Florida.
 
Respectfully,
Linda Coffman
1217 NE Sago Drive
Jensen Beach, FL 34957
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From: Joe Davis
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not All Aboard - strongly opposed
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:32:41 AM


Dear Mr. John Winkle,
 
Please consider the following issues to environmental impact of adding 32 addition trains traveling
 through Jupiter / Tequesta area and over the Loxahatchee R/R bridge.  It is insane to think that
 Jupiter will bear the environmental pollution and aggravation from a train service that does nothing
 positive for our community.
Negative Issues for Jupiter / Tequesta area:
 


·         There is a 90 degree turn in the tracks at my location these trains have to slow down to
 negotiate this turn, this creates addition time that cars and boats are idling (air pollution)
 waiting for the tracks to clear.


·         Noise pollution, people are drawn to the Jupiter area for its nature beauty and peaceful
 surroundings, 32 additional noisy trains totally destroys the environmental harmony of this
 beautiful area.


·         Nesting birds on the mangrove islands close to the tracks will be impacted
·         The natural environment in Johnathon Dickenson state park will be impacted
·         This will put additional stress on the manatees in the river and the intercoastal
·         With addition wait time and closures boaters will be choked off from ingress and egress, this


 will create boater rage and frustration when the tracks clear they will not obey the idle zone
 rules.  This will endanger people and the environment.


 
There is no reason All Aboard cannot use the tracks west of town which lessens the impact on
 people and the environment.
 
Thank you,
Joe Davis
18723 Rio Vista Dr.
Tequesta, FL 33469
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From: Marilyn Paul
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Monday, October 6, 2014 9:09:47 PM


My Name: Marilyn Paul


My Email: marilynpaul9904@comcast.net


My Address:


1979 S.W. PalmCity Road A Stuart, Florida 34994


Critical no way for ambulance to get to hospital. Traffic backed up from confusion corner to
 Federal Highway most of the time. I have a daughter that has been on life support 10 times.
 Our downtown would be a ghost town, who wants to eat outside when you can't converse.
 What about all the great events in Stuart, you would hurt jobs and Stuart, and should go West.
 No passenger train makes money, so be honest on what you are covering up and expecting the
 taxpayer to pay for it.
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From: ALACONIS@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: (no subject)
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 4:34:17 PM


OUR FAMILY  HAS  LIVED  IN INDIAN RIVER-VERO BEACH, PAST  50YEARS. WE  HAVE  USED 
 THE HIGHWAYS-ETC AND  WE -ALL  OF THE SIX  IN OUR FAMILY  DO NOT  WANT   ALL 
 ABOARD  TO  DISTURB  OUR  TRANSPORTS I
IN  THE  COUNTY  TO  BE  STOPPED  OR  INTERFERRED  WITH  22  OR 24
TIMES DAY--THE  N  FROM THE ENGIN4ES---SMELLING   DIESEL  FUMES FROM
ENGINES,ETC.
 
WE DO NOT  WANT  ALL  ABOARD  TO  PUT EXTRA  TRAINS--FOR  SOME  CITIES  SOUTH  OF 
 US......NO-NO  WE DO NOT  WANT  ALL  ABOARD
 
THE  LACONIS   FAMILY-VINCE,ANITA,BILL,BRUCE,VALERIE,ROBERT  LACONIS
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From: Leanna Leanna
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida. Move it west.
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:21:03 AM


I am a Jupiter resident who has given a great deal of thought to the pros and cons of All Aboard Florida. I have also
 attended meetings and talked with a range of public officials about it. After careful consideration, I don't think any
 good can come from it under the current plan. I urge you to put the brakes on this train.


If it's viable as a passenger rail system, it will work just as well if moved farther west. If it's a stalking horse for
 multiple freight trains every day, it would be a disaster for many areas in Palm Beach County and the Treasure
 Coast. Traffic is already snarled daily en route to such places as Jupiter Medical Center. Adding short passenger
 trains would be an additional burden to existing travel in the area. Adding  long freight trains would not only cause
 major inconvenience, it would present great safety and quality-of-life problems for the whole area.


Another reason I am opposed is the expense to taxpayers: The public is going to have to come up with money to
 maintain quality of life around these tracks and crossings. As Florida comes out of recession, is this really a burden
 we want to put on our citizens without any benefit to them? Since when is it the public's duty to pay a share of the
 obligations of businesses owned by private equity?


One last thing to note: The folks at all aboard Florida do not seem to have a civic-minded spirit. In public discourse,
 they have lacked transparency and shown a tin ear for public feedback and concerns. The "it's our right to do this,
 your ideas be damned" posture has spoken volumes about how little they can be trusted in the future to carry out
 safety modifications and limit the trains to passengers, as they maintain is their only goal. Is this really the kind of
 corporation we want to hand over southeastern part of Florida to?


Sent from my iPad
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From: bab54
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: High Speed Trains along Treasure Coast of Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:11:32 PM


Twenty years ago we spent a long time searching the state of Florida for the ideal
 place to retire.  We found it in Martin County.  We have been so happy here, and
 while there have been many changes over the years, it still has a quality  of life that
 is hard to find anywhere.


We strongly object to the AAF trains that are proposed through this area.  It will be
 unsafe for everyone, it will destroy the quiet, laid back atmosphere here, and it will
 ruin our tourism.  The boating industry and recreational boating will be devastated.


There are very few successful high-speed trains in the entire world.  We do not
 believe the trains through the Treasure Coast could be remotely successful.


PLEASE DO NOT ALLOW THIS PROJECT TO RUIN THIS BEAUTIFUL AREA AND
 SPOIL SO MANY LIVES.


Barbara and Edward Battey
1140 S. W. Chapman Way
Palm City, Florida  34990
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From: Joe Binney
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA WILL SHUT DOWN THE OKEECHOBEE WATERWAY, FLORIDA’S PANAMA CANAL
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:41:55 AM


My Name: Joe Binney


My Email: joebinney@gmail.com


My Address:


1020 Crescent Beach Rd
Vero Beach, FL


REGARDING COAST GUARD DOCUMENT USCG-2014-0937. ALL ABOARD FLORIDA WILL SHUT DOWN THE
 OKEECHOBEE WATERWAY, FLORIDA’S PANAMA CANAL


It is not just a little problem of impatient "yachties" waiting. As illustrated by Barbara Cook, The St. Lucie
 River is not just another Florida river. It stands apart from the New River and Loxahatchee
 River and Miami River because it is not merely a vessel thoroughfare through some county
 roads. It is the equivalent of the Panama Canal for vessels transiting via the Okeechobee
 Waterway from the Atlantic Ocean to the Gulf of Mexico. Just as the Panama Canal is the only
 way to get from the Atlantic to the Pacific without going around notorious Cape Horn, the
 Okeechobee Waterway is the only way for vessels to transit from the Gulf of Mexico to the
 Atlantic Ocean without going south around the Florida Keys (for shallow-draft vessels) or Key
 West (for deep-draft vessels).


The railroad trestle across the St. Lucie River in Stuart is the motor vehicle equivalent of a traffic bottleneck
 closing Interstate 95, possibly for the majority of each daylight hour, considering All Aboard Florida plans of 32
 transits per day, with most, if not all, during daylight hours. In its closed position, the trestle allows passage of
 boats that require clearance of less than of 6.2 feet, only the tiniest of boats. The trestle is not just another
 modern drawbridge. It is an ancient 100-year-old mechanism that opens and closes with the speed of a
 backward-facing turtle. It thus requires closures commencing well in advance of any approaching train, with
 sufficient advance time to alert and slow commercial barge traffic to complete passage prior to commencing its
 downward path. The Environmental Impact Statement says a closure cycle takes 15 minutes. That is not what I
 and others have measured, from red light to green light to coordination with opening the old Roosevelt vehicle
 bridge a few feet to the west of the trestle. Every time I have passaged the trestle, it takes 30 minutes to complete
 an open-and-close cycle, measured from the time the trestle red light heralds an approaching train, when
 vessels must halt their approach and when the old Roosevelt bridge tender will no longer open on request,
 including the time when the train passes sufficiently far to permit commencement of the closing process, to the
 time the green light once again allows passage of vessels and the old Roosevelt Bridge tender will once again
 open on request “after vehicle traffic clears”.


The plan is for 32 All Aboard Florida mostly daylight-traveling trains. Add that to the current 22 freight trains.
 Even assuming all the freight trains travel at night (which they do not), at 30 minutes per event that is 16 hours
 when boat traffic cannot passage! That is more daylight hours than there are in December. That effectively
 closes down Florida’s Panama Canal completely to the thousands of vessels that pass through the St. Lucie Lock
 on their passage from the Gulf of Mexico to the Atlantic Ocean. Those vessels include the new yachts that
 manufacturers bring to and from the boat shows in Miami, Ft. Lauderdale, St. Pete, Newport and beyond, the
 many commercial barges, the yachts of cruisers and snowbirds headed home or to the Bahamas or to the Gulf
 on their way to Mexico, Texas and other states north and west, as well as the many casual recreational local
 boaters who live on the west side of the trestle.


It is not just about impatient yachties having to wait. The Okeechobee Waterway is a lifeline for Florida
 vessels transiting between the Gulf and the Atlantic, a lifeline that All Aboard Florida threatens
 to choke to its waterway death.
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Sincerely,
Joe Binney


Recipients
Designated Comments Email as Provided In EIS Draft
Governor Rick Scott
Senator Marco Rubio
Senator Bill Nelson
Ananth Prasad Florida Department of Transportation
Andrew Philips - US Army
David Keys
Evelyn Smart - Coast Guard
Congressman Paul Ryan








From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: AAF
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 11:59:49 AM


 
 


From: Danielle Ohanesian [mailto:deohanesian@gmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, October 30, 2014 9:17 AM
To: Winkle, John (FRA); towncouncil@jupiter.fl.us
Subject: AAF
 
I am not opposed to the railroad having used it as my major source of transportation in queens
 and NYC, which is why I chose to live there, commuter friendly. However, the treasure
 coast was governed by various political parties over the years who have, and do to this day
 STILL, continue to overbuild florida's treasure coast without asking for any input from the
 new generations of residents who have now made this their home.That being said, residents
 have adapted to the way of life with the railroad as it currently exists, limited freight. With the
 increased freight from Panama Canal expansion along with the impending addition of tourist
 trains, traffic will continue to become increasingly burdensome. With the increase in traffic,
 there will be an increase of emissions from car and truck exhaust fumes, thus diminishing the
 green benefits that trains have to offer. Plus, NO LOCAL STOPS are even planned for most
 of the coast which will bear the burden. WE DIDNT MOVE HERE TO COMMUTE. We
 already have train access 10 minutes away. I believe a middle ground must be established.
 Freight trains traversing the ancient bridges along the treasure coast will bring an imminent
 risk of derailment and pollution from spills would be a tremendous loss to our
 environmentally sensitive waterways. With the freight moved west we will still be able to use
 our shorelines, marine navigation will not be held up much more than they already are, we
 will retain our access to hospitals, police and first responders, and traffic will move more
 easily as the tourism trains will move at a much faster pace. Freight must moved west or
 halt the AAF project altogether. I would like to believe that existing resident taxpayers are
 more important than a private, for profit train for TOURISTS.
Thank you.
Danielle Ohanesian 
Jupiter


Sent from my iPad


Sent from my iPad
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From: Sally Newcomm
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@dot.gov; Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil; David.Keys@noaa.gov;


 Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil; Allan.Nagy@faa.gov; James.Christian@dot.gov; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov;
 Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov; Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov; John_Wrublik@fws.gov; Charles_Kelso@fws.gov;
 CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov; Bill@BillNelson.senate.gov; Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com;
 Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov; GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com; MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov


Subject: Not All Aboard Fl
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:50:17 AM


Please deny funding and permits for this project.
It will be devastating for Stuart and Martin County! 
The project proclaims it is for passenger trains .
In reality it's real objective is for cargo from the expanded ports in Panama!
Have you been to see where they want to run these trains? The city of Stuart will be impacted negatively in every
 way.  The congestion, the noise, the boat traffic on the St Lucie,
emergency response traffic, fire, Police, emergency. The businesses,restaurants,and traffic close to the tracks. This is
 an area for pedestrians not trains running 32 times aday.
They need to take this project to the west and minimize these hazards.


Thank you for protecting this area,


Mrs. Sally Newcomm
3212 SE Putnam Ct
Stuart Fl 34997
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From: george pronovost
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Saturday, November 15, 2014 12:17:16 PM


My Name: george pronovost


My Email: pgeorgepro1@aol.com


My Address:


72 yacht cl pl tequesta fl


trains will save fuel moving people, no. what about all the cars and boats that are idling at all
 the crossings and the boats waiting at draw bridges wasting fuel.
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From: Fctogether@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: (no subject)
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:44:58 AM


Dear Mr.Winkle,
 
                       I would ask you to convince All Aboard Florida to simply move their planed tracks west
                       of the three city's and boating industry it will destroy if they insist on there plans layed out
                        now.
                                                                                     
                         Thanks you for your consideration Hal Fowler Port Saint Lucie
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From: asgoldie@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida.
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:59:59 AM


I  have been following the various positions on the proposed high-speed
railway for some months and conclude that:


1. All the residents from West Palm to Cocoa will not benefit and,
indeed
will be inconvenienced and possibly injured,  by AAF's proposal.
.
2. The increasing freight traffic resulting from the Panama Canal
widening
will  require stronger and/or more rails and cause more inconvenience.


THEREFORE:


3. The "State" should legislate to close the coastal rail from West
Palm
to Cocoa and relocate a new direct line from West Palm to Orlando
inland somewhere between Route 95 and the Florida Turnpike.  This
line would be designed to carry truly high speed trains and, possibly
freight, and not inconvenience the citizenry along the coast.


4. The land freed up on the coast would be sold to provide monetary
compensation to partly compensate for the relocation. The objections
to outside or public financial involvement would be reduced or end.


5. I  would expect that the above proposal would placate many of
AAF's opponents and provide a satisfactory compromise.


Alan Goldie
501 Shores Drive
Vero Beach, FL 32963
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From: Eileen Healy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: High Speed Trains in Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:31:22 AM


Please review plans and consider tracks along I-95, tracks along the
 Florida Turnpike or the CSX tracks.  All of these routes are more direct
 than Miami to Cocoa Beach to Orlando and many of the miles of track
 would run through open land NOT affecting marine industry, property
 values, pedestrian (yes, in some communties people walk to the water
 and will have to cross your train tracks) as well as vehicle traffic, etc.


There is absolutely no benefit to the beautiful coastal communities that
 you plan to run 32 trains daily! 


NO ALL ABOARD FLORIDA from Miami to Cocoa Beach to Orlando!  


Mary Healy
5817 Pine Ridge Cir
Vero Beach, FL
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From: Rusty Quince
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Saturday, September 20, 2014 10:53:28 AM


This "Plan" for the "betterment of Florida" is a Most Devastating idea drummed up by Big 
business in freight, with no regard for the people living here, or realestate val.... Stop the 
Selfishness  &  Greed!!!!!!
http://www.quincesart.portfoliobox.me/home
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From: Sal Pelle
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: AAF
Date: Monday, October 20, 2014 10:48:51 AM


As per the message we sent to Ms. Mayfield, my wife and I are absolutely opposed to
 AAF coming to the Treasure coast communities.  I read recently that there is a push
 to bring a stop to the Treasure coast.  But nevertheless, we still oppose it for all the
 reasons stated below.  We do not need this additional traffic tie-ups, noise, wait
 times, etc. in our bedroom community here in Vero Beach.  As I’ve mentioned, why
 isn’t another option looked at, at that is to place these tracks further inland, west of
 I95, which is quite rural, and would not have much of an impact on businesses and
 residences along the coast.
 
I hope this comment helps in combatting this effort.
 
Thanks for your time,
 
Sal Pelle
6015 Venetto Way
Vero Beach, FL
 
From: Sal Pelle [mailto:salpelle6015@comcast.net] 
Sent: Monday, July 14, 2014 9:24 AM
To: 'debbie.mayfield@myfloridahouse.gov'
Subject: AAF
 
Dear Ms. Mayfield,
 
I would like to express my opinion regarding the planned All Aboard Florida project. 
 My wife and I live in Vero Beach, for the last 4 years, moving from New Jersey in
 2010.
We chose this area of Florida because of the serene atmosphere compared with
 other parts of the state.
 
We are completely AGAINST this project.  More trains traveling through this little
 town, and others on the Treasure Coast would great harm the way of life for all the
 reasons mentioned in the press; many more crossing delays, high speeds creating
 more noise, issues with emergency vehicles getting through, too many bridge
 closures, etc.  This doesn’t even mention the fact that the Treasure Coast will not
 benefit one iota from these trains…..no stops!
I understand that there are other tracks west of I95 which could handle this traffic. 
 Why not use these? 
 
We will continue to oppose these trains traveling through our communities, no matter
 what mitigation may result. 
 
Thanks for your time.
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Sal and Eve Pelle
Vero Beach residents








From: Gary Hilko
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not All Aboard Fla
Date: Monday, November 3, 2014 4:51:47 PM


We don't want that many trains, too much noise vibration and gate closing. Not to mention Fla
 leads the nation in train accidents. We the people don't want to get stuck with the bill
 for something we could have got free with Feds money. WE ARE NOT ON BOARD, Gary &
 Nancy Hilko, Vero Beach, Fla. 32859
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From: Chris Brennan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Saturday, November 15, 2014 12:52:40 PM


My Name: Chris Brennan


My Email: capnloogie@gmail.com


My Address:


5472 NE 3 AVE
Oakland Park FL
33334


All aboard Florida has finite funding. When that funding runs out, it will fall on the tax payers.
 The passenger numbers they claim the trains will carry are ubsurd. This project will never be
 self funding. Stop this project before it's too late to turn back.
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From: PeteCamplinSr@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: (no subject)
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:29:22 AM


I write as a Stuart, Florida homeowner who has followed the ongoing diatribe over the
 new "improved" rail service plans with cynical dispassion but have finally heeded the
 call to make a comment as a result of Arnie Rosenberg's article in this morning's
 Stuart News
 
This proposal is a classic "lose, lose" proposition for the residents of Stuart.  In my
 readings about the proposal, I am not aware of a single recognition by All Aboard
 Florida (should be renamed All Overboard Florida) of the significant inconvenience
 and negative impacts that will be entailed.  Not one, but every rail intersection will be
 negatively impacted by increased daily crossings, not to mention the dramatically
 heightened noise impact on Downtown Stuart.  And this doesn't include the negative
 impact on boat traffic navigating up the St. Lucie River.
 
The arrogance and hubris with which AAF has handled their public relations will be a
 business school case study in how not  to conduct corporate communications with
 the public.  Imagine.................the residents of Stuart are supposed to be thankful for
 increased traffic inconvenience, heightened noise levels, and reduced property
 values all without one concession being made by the other side.......................no rail
 terminal, no local accessibility to utilize the service, no sincere attempts to find
 alternatives, no recognition of the negative impacts, no genuine efforts to make
 concessions or seek a middle ground.
 
Your seeming disengagement from the public's perception of your project will
 hopefully come back to haunt you.
 
Peter M. Camplin   
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From: Mark Derosa
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 3:44:02 PM


To Whom It May Concern-


I am writing this email in opposition of All Aboard Florida. While I am supportive of rail
 passenger transit, I think the idea of using the existing tracks is going to be devastating to the
 entire Treasure Coast. The idea of 32 trains passing through our quaint downtowns at 100
 mph, disrupting transit with traffic congestion, and rattling businesses will drive customers
 away. At the same time, the train will also run through quiet and peaceful residential
 neighborhoods. There is also a concern for the building of a 2nd track in Fort Pierce, where if
 the track is built on the east side of the current one, will basically run through peoples' homes.
 If it's placed on the west side, it runs through the Savannas State Park. 


The most disturbing aspect of all of this is the way that it is going to be funded through a
 federal loan. I do not believe in gambling public money on a private venture, especially when
 according to their reports, All Aboard Florida barely plans to even turn a profit and instead
 intends to make most of their money through real estate acquisitions. If there were stops along
 the Treasure Coast that provided any kind of economic benefit to the area, I could envision a
 tradeoff for the negative consequences. As it stands now, the Treasure Coast has nothing to
 gain and everything to lose by allowing All Aboard Florida to run 32 times a day at 100 mph
 through it's backyard.


Sincerely,


D. Mark DeRosa
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From: patticroswell@juno.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: High Speed Trains
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 3:50:00 PM


Why would we on the Treasure Coast want up to 32 daily high speed trains racing through our
 towns, stopping traffic, causing air and noise pollution.  This will absolutely destroy the
 serenity  of our communities and adversely affect our lives, our tourism, our safety and peace
 of mind.
Absolutely no to these trains which will benefit a few large communities and destroy many
 small communities.
 
Patricia Croswell
Vero Beach, FL


____________________________________________________________
Heavy rains mean flooding
Anywhere it rains it can flood. Learn your risk. Get flood insurance.
floodsmart.gov
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From: Dolores Cutter
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Monday, November 24, 2014 3:15:22 PM


IF THE DECISION IS FOR YOU TO MAKE PLEASE DO NOT APPROVE THE
 PROPOSAL FOR THE RAILROAD DESTROYING OUR WAY OF LIFE ON THE
 TREASURE COAST OF FLORIDA, WE LOVE
PROGRESS BUT NOT THIS WAY, IT WILL CREATE PROBLEMS TOO DIFFICULT
 FOR THE PEOPLE
THAT LIVE AND WORK IN THIS AREA....
THANK YOU  AND IT WILL BE GREATLY APPRECIATED
IF YOU  SUPPORT " NOT ALL ABOARD FLORDIA..."PLEASE DO NOT APPROVE
 THIS PROJECTED NIGHTMARE... 
SINCERELY,


DALE A CUTTER
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: AFF EIS & FRA
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2014 10:45:09 AM


 
 


From: Clouse, Arthur (FRA) 
Sent: Thursday, September 25, 2014 10:08 AM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Cc: Rusk, Kenneth (FRA); R3_RA_DRA
Subject: FW: AFF EIS & FRA
 
John.
In the past, I’ve received similar correspondence from Mr. Tallant directly and request that you reply
 to his All Aboard Florida High-Speed Rail Passenger System concerns, as outlined below.  I am not
 familiar with EIS report particulars and hope that you can properly address his concerns.  Please
 advise.   
 
Your Safety is First and Foremost
 
Arthur L. Clouse
 
Office of Railroad Safety
arthur.clouse@dot.gov
202 230 9569
 


From: Joel Tallant [mailto:chef@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 5:12 PM
To: Clouse, Arthur (FRA)
Subject: AFF EIS & FRA
 
  Good Evening Arthur,
                                        On Friday I received a copy of the EIS that the FRA did for All Aboard
 Florida High Speed Passenger Rail system from Orlando to Miami, Florida. There are several
 issues I have with this report and would like to see these issues properly addressed. Below are
 just a few of my initial concerns with this report.
 
QUESTIONS ABOUT EIS FOR AAF SEPT 2014
 


1. No where can I find in the EIS showing  the results of : " Buildings where Rayleigh waves
 would cause structural damage." As just using the term "vibrations" does not cover
 everything accredited to all vibrations in a whole. No where in the EIS  does it address
 the Rayleigh waves. Why? Explain.


2. What geographical land type was used in the study to determine the impact of the
 vibrations/Rayleigh waves from the trains passing by?
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3. Where there any distinctions made on the type, age and conditions of the structures in
 close proximity to the train tracks? And if so, what?


4. In the Summary of the EIS it states( page S-18)," The Project would have no direct or
 indirect effects  ( noise, vibration or change in setting) to the historic resources located
 adjacent to the N-S Corridor. " This is NOT AT ALL the case, there is historic properties
 directly adjacent to the N-S Corridor in Indian River County alone not to mention the
 other counties affected.


5. What if any will be done to mitigate these issues with the areas that will be impacted by
 the vibrations/Rayleigh waves from the High-Speed trains and increased freight train
 traffic?


6. In Rayleigh surface waves the particle motion has both horizontal and vertical
 components. No where is this discussed in the EIS. The problem to find out a low-cost
 method to install barrier walls against train-induced ground vibrations has been under
 investigation. The purpose is to isolate buildings from the traveling Rayleigh surface
 waves. This usually happens when the soil consists of soft layers of clay. Such places are
 locating very often in coastal places, where the soil originates from the sea bottom
 sediments or erosion sludge conveyed by rivers. One promising work method is sheet-
piling, in which case the barrier has to be composed of sheet-pile wall with soft isolation
 layer at its building side. The purpose of the wall is to reduce the amount of soil masses
 to be removed and also to support the isolation layer. Isolation material could be air
 cushion or granular material like artificial gravel. The installation work can be carried
 out by computer controlled boom system, which allows drive the pile wall in prescribed
 inclination angle. The boom is equipped with an integrated gripper-driver unit and may
 belong to an excavator with track wheels or it may be mounted  on a customized
 wagon. By changing cyclically the bucket and sheet piler, the work process can run in
 piling-digging-layering-filling phases semi-automatically, where the operator assists
 changes from one internally automatic task to a next one.  


7. In all of the material it shows that the trains will be traveling at a distance of 50 feet
 from structures, this is not the case in most cities along the Treasure coast.  In Figure
 4.2.2-4 the AAF EIS shows Locomotive Powered Passenger or Freight trains traveling at
 50 mph. However, with existing speeds of the freight trains that travel along the N-S
 Corridor at 54.2 mph, no where does it show what the impact of the High-Speed train
 traveling at 103.34 mph through Indian River County, 93.38 mph in St. Lucie Co. and
 76.96 mph in Martin Co. Why? Explain.            


 
In the paperwork it states that a gentlemen by the name of John Winkle from  the FRA room
 W38-31 will be handling all comments with regards to this report. However, based on the
 severe oversight of these issues not being initially addressed I am left with concerns that
 these issues will be addressed.
 
 







Sincerely,


Joel L Tallant Sr.
chef@hotmail.com
Phoenix Vero Beach, LLC
772.538.7670


PRIVACY AND CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE
The information contained in this e-mail 
transmission is confidential and private;
it is intended to be disclosed only to the
individual(s) to whom it is addressed. Any
other person who reads, uses and/or 
discloses the information it contains may be
violating Federal and/or State law, and the 
rights of the sender and the intended recipient(s).
If this e-mail has been transmitted to you in
error, please immediately destroy it and
notify the sender of the mistaken transmission 
by e-mail, fax or telephone. Thank you.
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From: marlenerstone@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not All Aboard Florida - 12.1.14
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 1:59:14 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle:
Thank you for allowing me to voice my concerns regarding increasing high speed rail
 traffic in Florida and in
Martin County area in particular.
 
I am going to cut to the chase and tell you I am NOT in favor of All Aboard Florida's
 plan to provide
high speed passenger rail service.  I am seriously concerned about the environmental
 issues, especially
the vibrations that will occur.  Already many of us near the tracks have experienced
 cracks and fissures in
our slabs and exterior stucco surfaces due to the current train traffic.  Increasing the
 velocity and number of trains
transiting the area will speed up and augment the deterioration and destruction of
 structures...both those above
and below ground.
 
Just this summer with increased rains in the area there has been a greater frequency
 of sink hole formation causing
thousands of dollars worth of damage resulting in broken water & sewer pipes, road
 cave-ins, etc.   Vibrations, like sands
through an hour glass, cause damage one grain at a time until critical mass and
 momentum kick in.   Natural forces we all
must contend with; however, un-natural, manmade damage that can be avoided,
 should be avoided - especially those with
so little benefit to the people most likely to be negatively affected. 
 
I ask that the FRA re-consider this flawed EIS.
Thank you,
Marlene Stone
Hobe Sound, FL  33455  
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From: Julie Creswell
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Sunday, November 16, 2014 4:47:02 PM


My Name: Julie Creswell


My Email: xmasgirl2003@gmail.com


My Address:


412 Northlake Drive
North Palm Beach, Fl 33408


I live close enough to the tracks here in North Palm Beach, and can hear two trains whistles
 blowing at around 11:30 and 12 midnight. I don't want to hear any more than we already do!
 Not to mention all of the clogging up of vehicular traffic (especially during season). I have
 personally seen people killed by trains. Not particularly safe. How much am I (a middle class
 citizen) going to pay for a round trip ticket for my whole family to go to Disney on this train,
 when we can all jump into my 7 passenger van and be there in 3 hours, plus have a car while
 there? Are the less fortunate going to pay for a ticket? I think not. The rich can fly, boat, or
 take a luxury vehicle up. It makes no sense to me as to who is going to ride this thing!


Thankyou for listening, and really paying attention to what people are saying instead of
 steamrolling ahead.


Julie Creswell
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From: Pruittpt@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: (no subject)
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 8:44:52 PM


We live in Vero Beach Florida and are absolutely opposed to All Aboard Florida. This is a scam promoted
 by Florida East Coast Railroad to create a fast train service that creates very large noise and safety
 problems to our area.. Its primary mission is to create new tracks at cheap Government lending rates to
 enhance its future freight capability.
                                                    Shirley and Peter Pruitt
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From: James Moore
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida: Support Letter
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:13:00 PM
Attachments: AAF - Support Letter_120314.pdf


To Mr. Winkle
 
Please find this attached letter in support of the All Aboard Florida project as I am in favor of
 the proposed planning to move forward.
 
Thank you for allowing the opportunity for my voice to be heard.
 
Sincerely, 
 
James Moore
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December 3, 2014 
 
 
John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE  
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:  
 
I am writing this letter to express my strong support for the All Aboard Florida 
project. This necessary infrastructure project will improve mobility in Florida by 
reintroducing passenger rail along the existing Florida East Coast Railway corridor, 
creating thousands of jobs and generating millions in economic impacts. 
 
All Aboard Florida is beneficial for Florida’s 19 million residents and more than 95 
million tourists. Florida’s roads are already some of the most congested in the 
country, and the expansion opportunities are extremely limited. As our population 
continues to grow, we must look toward alternative mobility options. The Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement says, “The Project would have the beneficial 
impact of removing 335,628 auto vehicle trips per year from the regional roadway 
network in 2016 and 1.2 million vehicles in 2019.” 
 
There is no other infrastructure project will change Florida’s landscape and economy 
and benefit the environment like All Aboard Florida. This intercity passenger rail 
system will become a new infrastructure backbone and a benefit to our state.  
 
Sincerely,  
 
James Moore 
Orlando, Florida 
 
 













From: Harold Lee
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: High Speed Trains
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 12:11:23 PM


I want to go on record as being opposed to the proposed plan to run the multiple trains through
 the Treasure Coast


Harold Lee
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From: goestereich@att.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Friday, November 28, 2014 9:43:30 AM


I would like to go on record as opposing this proposal.  I have concerns about the
 traffic tie-ups multiple times a day, the noise and general disruptions in normal
 everyday life.  This will be of no benefit to the smaller cities along the coast.   I would
 not be opposed to the railroad if it were situated along the I-95 corridor or in that
 vicinity.


Henry E. Oestereich
3000 N. Highway A1A
Fort Pierce, FL  34949
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From: lia.godwin@yahoo.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 12:25:08 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle,
As a residents of Indian River County for the past seven years we
 wanted to let you know that we do not want All Aboard Florida
 Trains ripping through our tranquil town. We own property a half
 mile away from the tracks and it will certainly decrease the value of
 that property when the trains move through at high speed, 37 times
 a day. What a mess this will be!  This will not only devalue property
 but will be a safety issue as well. How will emergency vehicles get
 across the tracks in order to reach the hospital? I understand that
 the idea is to improve tourism between Miami and Orlando but
 really, how many people who can afford to travel will want to be at
 the mercy of a train and not their own means of transportation? We
 are not a dumb society and we can see when we are being
 bamboozled. After all isn't the real plan to upgrade the
 infrastructure of the FEC's current tracks as to increase the freight
 traffic from larger ships that are bringing cargo up from the Panama
 Canal? 
Even if the train was purposed to stop in Vero Beach we would be
 against this debacle. 
It is hard to believe that intelligent people like yourself, cannot and
 will not see through this issue.
Sincerely,
Bob and Lia Peters
 
Lia Godwin Peters, Sales Associate
Palm Island Plantation
8001 North A1A
Vero Beach, Florida
32963
Direct 772-321-9567
Office 772-234-6500
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From: walt pribble
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Monday, November 17, 2014 11:18:10 AM


My Name: walt pribble


My Email: wlpribble@aol.com


My Address:


1755 sw monarch club Dr
Palm City, Fl 34990


Safety, safety, safety!
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From: jg06051@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: (no subject)
Date: Sunday, September 28, 2014 11:29:18 AM


22 YEARS AGO WE MOVED TO VERO BEACH FL BECAUSE IT WAS A NICE QUIET TOWN. I
 REALIZE TIMES CHANGE AND PEOPLE MOVE IN AND SOME MOVE OUT BUT SO MANY LIKE ME
 FOUND VERO TO BE SUCH A NICE QUIET PLACE TO LIVE SO BECAME RESIDENTS OF FL.
NOW SOME PEOPLE WANT TO CHANGE THIS NICE CITY AND MAKE IT TO NOISY FOR PEOPLE
 TO ENJOY THEIR RETIREMENT.
I AM AGAINST HAVING MORE TRAIN TRAFFIC THROUGH OUR NICE CITY.
JOSEP GEORGE
75 ROYAL OAK CT 205
VERO BEACH FL 32962



mailto:jg06051@aol.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Bob Cohen
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida: 2 days left to speak your mind
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 9:22:51 AM


http://www.wptv.com/news/region-c-palm-beach-county/all-aboard-florida-2-days-left-to-speak-your-mind


There are two days left to speak your mind about All Aboard Florida.


Sent using ShareThis


Sent from my iPhone
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From: celeste unsworth
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 2:17:10 PM


Hello,
Please know that I am very strongly opposed to the All Aboard Florida high speed
 passenger rail project !!
Five years ago my husband and I purchased a beautiful home in Vero Beach.  One of
 the reasons we chose Vero Beach was because it was a lovely coastal town without
 a lot of traffic.    The Treasure Coast has 78 railroad crossings.   The major reason
 for opposition is that  All Aboard would greatly impact emergency and law
 enforcement vehicles which could easily result in additional deaths.  Currently the
 deaths resulting from rail transportation is up 24.7%.    Other areas of concern are, 
 are the delays in just trying to get to your destination and the noise the rail would
 impose and the safety at each crossing.
Spending $1.6 billion for this is just crazy and it is wrong for you to force this on us !!
People wanting transportation from Orlando to Miami have the option to fly or to take
 a bus. 
There is no need for rail also !
Sincerely,
Celeste Unsworth
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From: Mary Ann Korkuc
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: High Speed railway
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 4:27:55 PM


To whom it may concern,
 
I live and work in the subject area of the high speed train now for almost 14 years. I previously lived
 in south Florida counties that favor the train. I moved here for a quality of life not found in Dade
 Broward or palm Beach counties. The people there  are rushed, pressured and angry, time is
 precious because there are so many people that it takes forever to move from one side of the city
 to the other. For them chaos and inconvenience are a way of life. Not so in the Treasure Coast.
 
The Treasure Coast is just that a treasure for the people living and working here, the pace is slower,
 congestion less, people are more friendly. Your proposed trains would change our way of life here,
 they would in my opinion decimate our quite tranquil way of life here. The trains would travel
 through the downtown of Stuart, Jensen Beach, Fort Pierce, Vero Beach and more. Our outdoor
 dining in these locations and the walkable downtown atmosphere would be ruined by the noise
 pollution, accessibility would be limited to these areas, many annual festivals and some weekly
 events like “Jammin Jensen” would be inaccessible due to the location of the train tracks. The train
 trestle that traverses the St Lucie inlet is nearly 100 years old, and slow – it would be constantly in
 the upright position to allow the number of trains you are proposing, limiting access for boaters and
 dramatically reducing property values for waterfront properties west of the tracks. Trains traveling
 through the areas of Jonathan Dickenson and Savanna preserve would have devastating effects on
 the environment and our beautiful wildlife.
 
I plead with you to re-route the train west of our pristine area. There are available tracks west of our
 towns that would be less impacted by your train. I know these tracks are owned by another
 competitor company, but your proposal would be better received by our community if you were to
 cooperate with us and the owners of the other tracks. Collaboration would also be profitable for
 both your passenger and freight service. After all this is what this is really about isn’t it? The future
 of the rail service because we all know that Americans are too in love with their motor cars to give
 them up. We don’t have the additional support services for public transportation to the areas you
 seek to service. 
 
I hope this doesn’t fall on deaf ears – if you want our support then please work with us and
 cooperate with the owners of the western tracks.
 
Kind regards,
 
Mary Ann Korkuc
Broker-Associate
Boca Executive Realty
1850 SW Fountainview Blvd #202
Port St Lucie, FL 34986
772-528-6317 cell



mailto:marykork@comcast.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment





866-207-6317 fax
 
maryann@bocaexecutive.com
 
Your referrals are the greatest compliment I can receive!
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From: Karen & Bob Faber
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:07:01 AM


To Whom It May Concern,


The proposed plan for All Aboard Florida will have a huge negative impact on the
 communities east of the I95 corridor. Better judgement would be to plan the line west of I95
 where it will have a minimum impact on the population and businesses of the Treasure Coast. 
 It might also be considered to have a "stop" somewhere between Palm Beach and Vero
 Beach. 


Let me tell you that if you speak to the "people", you will find they are all enraged by your
 proposed current plan. 


-- 
Have a great day!!


Karen A Faber and Robert A Faber
Full time residents in St Lucie County 
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From: bonnie.clarke@att.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 1:02:41 PM


I have lived in Stuart, Florida for almost 10 years.  I cannot believe that in 2014 you would
 even consider having trains speeding through the main area of a civilized downtown
 numerous times a day.  This is not 1950!  Surely we have come further along in our
 understanding of travel, that all trains belong away from where people spend their time
 enjoying their surroundings.  I can understand that you may need to get into the center of a
 high density area, but none of this applies to Stuart and Martin County.  Surely you can move
 the trains west and follow the route of the turnpike to get from West Palm to Orlando.  Has
 common sense just no place in our society any more?  I am very distressed over the lack of
 concern from the Federal Railroad Administration. 


Written in stressful concern, yours sincerely, 


Bonnie Clarke
1457 SE Summit Trail
Stuart, FL 34997
772-233-1168
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From: Werner A. Palmer
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Monday, November 17, 2014 2:12:36 PM


My Name: Werner A. Palmer


My Email: wopalmer@aol.com


My Address:


709 Navaho St.
Jupiter, Fl 33458


This has been touted as a job producing and economic enhancing project. Would it not make
 more sense to use the existing CSX rail system. This system runs through the center of the
 state and is also used by Amtrack. The rails exist to take this train from West Palm Beach to
 Orlando and the center of the state could use the economic and work enhancement. This route
 can be seen on a map issued by the state of Florida under the Florida Rail Network.
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From: Ruth Garlock
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: .Against AAF
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 5:16:38 PM


I want to be counted as one who strongly opposes AAF.  If it were to be
put in place, it would be a disaster to lovely Stuart,Florida  It would
create
a great traffic problem with trains whizzing through all the tracks that
run through our town.  Not only motor and pedestrian traffic be
affected. but boat traffic as well.  Fast trains running through our
lovely historic downtown area would be worst of all.  Already there is a
traffic problem with just freight trains passing through the
intersection that  that has been aptly named "Confusion Corners". No way
should the proposed changes take place!!
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From: Nancy Hurley
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida: 2 days left to speak your mind
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 6:56:44 PM


I wish to voice my objection to AAF because of numerous problems the train will cause.
  Vero Beach, which will have no train STOPS will have 32 major road closings per day!
  Vero Beach  properties will be adversely affected by the train as its gives Vero no jobs, no business pluses and
 does not offer anything for the Treasure Coast.
  Vero Beach boating traffic will be adversely affected 32 times a day.


The additional noise pollution is also a MAJOR problem.


http://www.wptv.com/news/region-c-palm-beach-county/all-aboard-florida-2-days-left-to-speak-your-mind


There are two days left to speak your mind about All Aboard Florida.


Sent using ShareThis


Nancy...
Sent from my i
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From: Al Brausam
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 2:25:28 PM


I continue to wonder why the rail system couldn't be taken up the middle of the state
 rather than through metropolitan areas like the Treasure Coast.  Especially, since the
 trains won't be stopping here anyway.  I'm sure the cows and orange trees won't
 mind.  It would surely make a lot of people happy on the Treasure Coast. 


Al Brausam Ph.D
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From: William Harrigan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: High Speed train
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 12:13:43 PM


To whom it may concern,
I have a family with young children & we live 1/4 mile from the tracks in Hobe Sound. I am so against this high
 speed train!!!
Regards, Bill Harrigan
8167 SE Windjammer Way
Hobe Sound


Sent from my iPad
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From: Edward C. Aldridge, Jr.
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 2:28:26 PM


We highly object to All Aboard Florida travelling through our community.  Trains passing through will cause delays
 and frustration, as well as unnecessary noise.


Edward and Joanne Aldridge
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From: Lou Benson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:19:06 AM


December 1, 2014:
 
To Whom it May Concern:
 
Before the United States Coast Guard allows the (AAF) to


 disrupt navigation of the St. Lucie Waterway, as currently
 proposed, please consider the devastating impacts to property
 values to the 4,711 waterfront property owners west of the
 Stuart FEC Crossing at the St. Lucie River. They live along the
 North and South Forks of the St. Lucie River and their
 property values are a direct function of their ocean access. If
 the railroad bridge is only open for boats less than 20 minutes
 per hour – based on current freight trains and the 32
 proposed passenger trains during daylight hours – then the
 traffic jam of boaters trying to get under the down bridge will
 be a serious danger to navigation to and from the St. Lucie
 Canal, which connects to Fort Myers and the Gulf of Mexico.
 There are also thousands of St. Lucie County boaters who
 won’t be able to go to the Gulf or enjoy the South and North
 Forks of the St. Lucie River. There are plenty of tales of 40-
minute waits in heavy currents for the Stuart railroad bridge to
 go back up and again to allow boater traffic to go east or
 west.


We personally have a sailboat and live west of the
 railroad bridge. If you have even seen this railroad crossing in
 Stuart you would know full well that only one boat at a time
 can safely go through the railroad bridge and the highway
 bridge that immediately follows. As a sail boater you have
 limited control going through tight areas and with the limited
 amount of time and the obvious back log of boaters that will
 be waiting in line to get through these bridges it is a
 navigational hazard. As it currently stands it is tough to get
 through these bridges safely. With 32 more trains a day it will
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 make it virtually impossible to sail in our waters which is why
 we moved here in the first place. This will destroy our way of
 life and our property values.


 
The same is true for thousands of waterfront property


 owners west of the much lower railroad bridge in Tequesta.
 For unknown reasons, this ill-advised proposal does not
 include an additional high rise rail crossing at the St. Lucie,
 Loxahatchee or New Rivers. These are obvious choke points
 for rail and boating traffic. The choke point in Stuart is just
 minutes away from the St. Lucie Inlet where boaters can
 reach the Atlantic Ocean after crossing the state from the Gulf
 of Mexico in Fort Myers.


Officials from Indian River, St. Lucie and Martin counties
 are extremely concerned about the negative impact on marine
 vessels in life threatening situations.


 
This is not the route for “allegedly” high speed rail as


 proposed. I hope the U.S. Coast Guard will stop AAF from
 taking away our rights to use the St. Lucie waterway for
 navigation to wreck our way of life and destroy our property
 values.


 
An even greater concern is the health and safety impact


 that additional trains will have on our town. The additional
 trains will make accessibility to our Hospital for emergency
 purposes very difficult and may even cause life threatening
 situations. The negative impact it will have on our quaint
 downtown will be devastating to our businesses and to our
 way of life. The train runs right through our downtown area
 and will make access to our businesses very difficult.


 
Please consider our point of view and the devastating


 impact this will have on our community and others.
 
Thank you for your time and consideration.
Regards,







 
 
Dr. Louis Benson
Resident Stuart, Fl.








From: Henry Howell
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Monday, November 17, 2014 4:02:37 PM


My Name: Henry Howell


My Email: hwhowell@att.net


My Address:


6711 SE Mourning Dove Way
Hobe Sound, FL 33455


Dear Representative,
All Aboard Florida is a very disturbing project on many, many levels. I will touch on only a
 few in this letter.
1. Home value. Already the homes of us who live in the eastern coastal area of Martin County
 are seeing the value of our homes decline. A number of our neighbors are considering putting
 their homes on the market. I know that I as well as others in our area will ask for a revaluation
 of our homes for tax purposes if this project goes through.
2. Safety. With the thirty-two passenger and an unknown number of freight trains scheduled it
 will be very difficult for emergency services including fire, police and health providers to get
 to us in any reasonable amount of time. It will be just as difficult for us to get out of our
 community to get to health providers when necessary.
3. Cost. The idea that the passenger side of AAF will be profitable and therefore able to repay
 its government guaranteed debt is ludicrous. I worked for a bank for 35 years and know that
 no passenger service in the entire US is capable of repaying this kind of loan. There is no
 question that the taxpayers will end up on the short end of the stick.
4. Location. If the government wants a rail link between Miami, Fort Lauderdale and Orlando
 they should upgrade the tracks of the CSX line which runs through the middle of the state. It
 will not bother our citizens and will be less costly to build.
I would strongly suggest a complete revaluation of this project and a denial of permission to
 build the second line.
Sincerely,
Henry Howell
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From: Bonanti, Christopher
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Edwards, Julie; Soule, Ali; Bonilla, Yvelisse (Yve)
Subject: 10 Support Comment cards
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:21:20 PM
Attachments: image001.png
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Mr. Winkle,
Please find attached, 10 comment support cards for the AAF project.
Thank you,
Chris
 
Christopher Bonanti
Director of Environmental Planning
All Aboard Florida


2855 Le Jeune Road | 4th Floor
Coral Gables, FL 33134
T: 305.520.2347 | C: 571.334.4807
Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com | allaboardflorida.com


Follow us:  


 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: The information contained in this transmission is privileged
 and confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or entity named
 above. No addressee should forward, print, copy, or otherwise reproduce this message in any
 manner that would allow it to be viewed by any individual not originally listed as a recipient.
 If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
 unauthorized disclosure, dissemination, distribution, copying of this transmission or the
 taking of any action in reliance on the information herein is strictly prohibited. If you have
 received this transmission in error, please immediately reply to sender that you have received
 this communication in error and then delete it. Thank you.
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From: Priscilla Clancy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:04:47 AM


John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E.
Room W38-311
Washington, D.C..  20590


Dear Mr. Winkle,


    My parents moved to Stuart, Florida in 1954.  I grew up there and in Ft. Pierce and they were both beautiful
 places to grow up.  I saw them deteriorate  when the malls came that drew people from the downtowns in the '70s
 and '80s.
    Then because of good government regarding growth in Martin County and amazingly dedicated people in St.
 Lucie County-Fort Pierce to revitalize their downtown these towns once again have thrived.
    The thinking that these commuter trains running 16 times a day from Miami to Orlando and 16 times back will be
 filled with people is ridiculous and will fail.  But  more freight trains will of course be the remedy of the failure
 which is exactly what most of the people affected expect.  Freight trains and commuter trains should run west of the
 population along the endless stretches of Florida that are mostly unpopulated.


    The "for sure" result of this fiasco will be the death of two Florida towns and also Vero Beach in Indian River
 County.  These three counties have a population of over 400,000 people and they will be very affected in their
 quality of life and their financial well being with absolutely nothing positive offered or anticipated in return.
    I sincerely hope that consideration will be given to the people that populate these counties. These decisions will
 be made in Washington and corporate board rooms by people that are not going to be affected in anyway except
 through financial gain and that is not the
American way of government "of the people and for the people".


Sincerely,
Priscilla Taibl Clancy


4319 Gator Trace Drive
fort Pierce, Florida. 34982
     
   
Sent from my iPad
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From: Tom Pease
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; john.winkle@dot.gov
Cc: notallabordflorida@gmail.com
Subject: High speed Rail
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 11:39:51 AM


I own 3- 6000 sq ft commercial buildings that are less than 30 feet from the rail road tracks here in
 Vero Beach. I am very concerned about my 30 employees and customers in the event of an
 accident, not to mention the effects it would have on my property and or my Business. I would like
 to ask for a response in regard to safety measures that will be put into place, and what the speed of


 the train will be at the 12th St crossing here in Vero. Sincerely,,,, Thomas L Pease
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From: Jack Sopher
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 2:34:17 PM


Hi,
A quick note to let you know that, after many months of reading and listening to the pros and cons, I can
 honestly say that I am not in favor of All Aboard Florida traveling thru Jensen beach 32 times a day,
 without ever stopping.   I can't imaging that there are that many people anxious to board a train in Miami,
 Ft Lauderdale or West Palm Beach wanting to go to the Orlando Airport.   It is not going to be a popular
 choice.


The 32 trains will run directly thru the center of Jensen Beach and over a main waterway that has a
 drawbridge for boat traffic.   The disruption to Emergency Crews, general auto traffic and boat traffic,
 especially during the Winter season, could be horrific.   The wear and tear on the rail crossing will be a
 constant expense, with some downtime and inconveniences and the wear and tear on our 50+ year old
 rail drawbridge will be excessive.


I am totally against this program as it stands right now.   Running the line out West and avoiding the cities
 on the Treasure Coast make much more sense.


I hope you are listening to the "general' public on this and will reconsider the route.


Respectfully


JACK SOPHER 
773 NETTLES BOULEVARD
JENSEN BEACH, FLORIDA 34957
772-229-3762
772-229-8045 - Fax
jdsopher@aol.com  
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From: Michael Neidich
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida: 2 days left to speak your mind
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 9:04:59 AM


I live on the Treasure Coast in Port Saint Lucie. I believe that 32 trains a day running through
 our community would be detrimental to all of the small businesses on the east side of the train
 tracks. It would put some out of business. Not only that issue but it would hinder the fishing
 for people that live on the west side of the tracks. I also believe that the property values will
 be affected for those of us that live on the west side because anyone going to the ocean will
 have to deal with a train ever 30 minutes. Do you realize the traffic situation it will create for
 people waiting to get to the beach on our two lane roads. I think it is a bad idea. Use the tracks
 in the middle of the state. Please review this idea with all of us in mind.
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From: Adam Garber
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@DOT.Gov
Subject: Not All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 2:42:36 PM


Hello,


        I am a resident who lives on the Loxahatchee River in Jupiter and I strongly oppose All Aboard Florida and the
 30+ additional trains that will be running through our neighborhood at high speeds per day. Traffic congestion on
 land and sea will go up exponentially causing myself and my neighborhood a much lower quality of life. As it
 stands now I listen to mile and half long freight trains blowing their loud horns at each of the four intersections
 close to my home. These horns are extremely annoying and go all day and all night long. A citizen has a right to
 peace and quiet in their own home.


Kind Regards,


David Garber
(561) 262-9266 cell
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From: Frances Schulz
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Monday, November 17, 2014 6:36:47 PM


My Name: Frances Schulz


My Email: febszy@gmail.com


My Address:


555 4th st # 53 Vero Beach, FL 32962


I live in small adult Mobile Home park that borders the railroad tracks on 4th street & Us 1.
 My home is about 100 feet from the signal crossing and I am awakened at least twice a night
 with the train laying on it's horn to and through the crossing. There are signal arms at the
 crossing and there is no need once they reach it to keep blowing their horn through it. This is
 one of the few still affordable parks left for those of us trying to live on our SocSec checks, so
 there is no moving else where. We need a better system for the trains between 10 PM and 7
 AM than currently exists. I can't imagine what life here would be like with more trains than
 currently use the tracks because there would be no peace or quiet here.
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From: Bonanti, Christopher
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Edwards, Julie; Soule, Ali; Bonilla, Yvelisse (Yve)
Subject: 137 Support Letters for the AAF project
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:34:39 PM
Attachments: image001.png
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Hello Mr. Winkle,
Attached are 137 support letters for the All Aboard Florida project.
Thank you,
Chris
 
 
Christopher Bonanti
Director of Environmental Planning
All Aboard Florida


2855 Le Jeune Road | 4th Floor
Coral Gables, FL 33134
T: 305.520.2347 | C: 571.334.4807
Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com | allaboardflorida.com


Follow us:  


 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: The information contained in this transmission is privileged
 and confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or entity named
 above. No addressee should forward, print, copy, or otherwise reproduce this message in any
 manner that would allow it to be viewed by any individual not originally listed as a recipient.
 If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
 unauthorized disclosure, dissemination, distribution, copying of this transmission or the
 taking of any action in reliance on the information herein is strictly prohibited. If you have
 received this transmission in error, please immediately reply to sender that you have received
 this communication in error and then delete it. Thank you.
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Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, December 1, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Kayla Tutwiler 



west palm beach 33406 



kaylatutwiler@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, December 1, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Britney Schmidt 



west palm beach 33414 



britney7@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, December 1, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Ceciele Smart 



port st lucie 34953 



linda.lovely4@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Girecia Castillo 



miami fl 33126 



greciafeenann@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



 



 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 



 
Sincerely, 



Raymond Cano 



miami fl 33184 



raymondcanoe@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Julio Arista 



miami fl 33185 



acistajulio@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Christian Romero 



Miami Fl 33173 



sticksonfire13@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Jade Ingraham 



miami fl 33157 



jadeingraham@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Juan Jose Vargas 



miami fl 33175 



jjjellyboss@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Julie Gomez 



miami fl 33183 



julieju@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Gabnelle Scot 



homestead fl 33034 



scott.gabrielle1024@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Trudy Ann Corniffe 



homestead fl 33033 



trudycomiffe@hotmaila.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Adam Anef 



miami fl 33165 



batfosoil1930@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 



 
Sincerely, 



Alec Francis 



miami fl 33186 



alexafrancis001@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Justin Kurz 



miami fl 33173 



jkurz1998@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Vanessa Micles 



miami fl 33186 



vanessa.miles@mymdc.org 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Jonathan Flores 



miami fl 33143 



jonathan.flores70@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Jean Santana 



miami fl 33172 



juancarlossantana@hotmIl.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Kenia Castillo Hernandez 



miami fl 33183 



keniakia25@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Silvia Rondon 



miami fl 33193 



dalita46@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Vanessa Roman 



miami fl 33186 



vaneroman163@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Karina Redondo 



miami fl 33186 



kcaredondo@gmail.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Ricardo Velez 



miami fl 33186 



rickyvelescos@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Antonio Feez 



miami fl 33129 



antonio@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 24, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Timothy Wichert 



iowa city iowa 52240 



timothy-wichert@uiowa.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Dan Cummins 
iowa city iowa 52240 



cummins4dp@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 25, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Samuel Cheng 



sunrise fl 33326 



ptsamcheng@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Ken Novak 



plymouth minnesota 55441 



novak.family@comcast.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 26, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Mary Sixt-Jackson 



iowa city iowa 52240 



mary.sixtjackson@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Ken Novak 



wayzata minnesota 55391 



ken.novak@comcast.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 26, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Becky Brahs 
wayzatta mn 55391 



jb@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Laurie Cummins 
iowa city iowa 52240 



cummins4@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Andy Novak 
plymouth minnesota 55441 



novakdds@integra.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 27, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Natalia Nagle 



plantation fl 33322 



danetrader@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 27, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Jan Beal 
cedar rapids ia 52402 



janbeal@mchsi.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Jennifer Lindenfelser 
plymouth minnesota 55441 



jjlindenfelser@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 26, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Brahs Becky 



wayzetta mn 55391 



becky@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Sunday, November 30, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



John Harvey 



austin texas 78759 



jharveyharv@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Subah Ahmed 



coral gables fl 33143 



s_ahmed305@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



David Fernandez 



miami fl 33177 



david.fernandez@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Stella Thawy 
miami fl 33196 



mussy_90@hotmail.it 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



 
 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Jason Trung 
miami fl 33175 



staraiders@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Richard Rivera 



palm bay fl 



koolklow192@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Eduardo Lopez 
miami fl 33183 



eduardo.lopez021@mymdc.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Genesis  



mismi fl 33172 



genesis_drurano@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Naya Otto 



miami fl 33177 



nayaotto@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Natsha Reina 



miami fl 33186 



cukodukoo@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Daniela Castano  



miami fl 33186 



ellacastano.14@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Daniel Pons 



maimi fl 33143 



lilwigese1@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Jarmy Chrlot 



mismi fl 33032 



jarmy.charlot@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Maria Ramos 



miami fl 33157 



maria.ramos@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Chelsey Monrique 



miami fl 33173 



cheerheatfan@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Beatriz Rodriguez 



miami fl 33173 



arolli_xdrey@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Juanita Perez 



miami fl 33196 



juanitaperez025@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Anthony Falcon 



miami fl 33177 
faiant1994@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Anthony Azrat 



miami fl 33035 



anthonyaznar@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Galdenys Aimonte 



miami fl 33186 



galdenys85@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Adrian Martinez 



miami fl 33175 



andrewmartinez24@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Jesus Gamenzo 



miami fl 33155 
gamazojesus@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Nataly Orsatelliz 



miami fl 33186 



norsatelliz@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Alexa Chen 
miami fl 



alexachen@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Nelly Castrillon 



miami fl 33186 



xkellycastrillion@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Syhanie Sanchez 



miami fl 33182 



stephanie.sanchez@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Alexander Lopez 



miami fl 33184 



lopezalexander@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Randy Ortiz 



miami fl 33165 



randyortiz1998@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Aj Juliachs 



palmetto bay FL 33158 



AJLP94@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Gera 



miami fl 33032 



gearlayton@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Naein Fernandez 



miami fl 33035 



nfeman1@mdc.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Andres Cubillos 



miami 33431 



andrescillos64@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Lorenzo Nunez 



miami fl 33174 



lorenzo.n14@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Rebecca Perez 
miami fl 33165 



rebecca206@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Jandra Toro 



miami fl 33180 



setoro@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Ambar Gavidia 



miami. fl 33196 



ambar_gavidia12@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Gabriella Cibran 
miami fl 33176 



gabriellacibra@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Julieta Bautista 



miami fl 33175 



juliebautista@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Brandon Rojo 



33193 



brandon-rojo@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 



 
Sincerely, 



Lyomar Encarcion 



miami fl 33177 



lyso_boricoa@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Teresa Cristina Ruis 



miami fl 33186 



teresa.lelehia001@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Nicholas Noian 



miami fl 33189 



nicholasnolan800@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Berthley Moze 



miami fl 
berthley.mole001@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Alexandra Duran 



miami fl 33175 



duranalexandra240@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Miguel A Cancio 



miami fl 33144 



macancio1991@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Moses Jayner 



miami fl 33186 
moe-joe@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Kevin Salazar 



miami fl 33139 



kevinsalazar@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Mario Parker 
miami fl 33187 



mariop199310@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Sasha Jacobo 



miami fl 33176 



sashajacobo@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Murphy Aucamp 



Boca Raton Florida 33486 
bigbeat711@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 



 
Sincerely, 



Michelle Williams 



miami fl 33146 



michiskittlew@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Fred Hopfinger 
naples fl 



fred@hopfinger.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Jackie Hopfinger 



naples fl  
jackie@hopfinger.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Erin Wright 



plantation fl 33317 
hopfinger@comcast.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



David Ocampo 



west palm beach florida 33460 



david4554@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Imari Daniels 



Coral Gables fl 33146 
danielsimari@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Timothy Richardson 



orlando fl 32809 



timothy175@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Dez Naomi 



Coral Gables, FL, 33414 



deznaomi@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



 
 



 



 



 



 



 
Sincerely, 



Shawn Kang 



33146 



h.kang2@umail.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Quinn Kasal 



Miami Fl 33146 



q.kasal@mymiami.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Valerie Hower 



miami fl 33131 



howerval@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Blake Weil 



miami fl 33134 



dulcelawliet@miami.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Laura Scampini 



miami fl 33133 
lsx369@miami.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Ashley Bahmonde 



Miami Fl 33134 



ashley.bahamonse@miami.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Cliffitte Lewis 



Miami Fl 33055 
cliffe.lewis@mymdc.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Elia Rodriguez 



Miami Fl 33193 



e.rodriguez@miami.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Alexis Musici 



Miami Fl 33134 



amusicu@miami.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Eggi Williamson 



Coral Gables Fl 33146 



khamariwilliamson@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 



 
Sincerely, 



Anthony Mistitski 



Jupiter Fl 33155 



gruppakrovii@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Marnie Kosinski 



ft lauderdale fl33301 



mkosinski@miami.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Becca Hasteon 



Miami Fl 33133 



beccah326@mac.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Mj Arias 



miami 33134 



marias14@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Bryant Scantt 



Miami Fl 33133 



bscantt@miami.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Charles Johnson 



coral gables fl 33134 



cajiii@comcast.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Vanessa Lara 



miami fl 33134 



vslara@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Michael Pacheco 



Pembroke Pines Fl 33029 



michaelpacheco07@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Michelle Potiaumpai 



pompano beach fl 33064 



m.potiaumpai1@umiami.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Kiersten Olsen 



weston fl 



angelmuso@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Carli Coats 



mahwah nj 07430  



canicoxo@aim.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Alex  



Miami Fl 33155 



atd0526@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Connor Megan 



miami fl 



cgm26@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Chloe Borriello 



Coral Gables FL 33146 



c.borriello@umiami.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Rebecca Mencseli 



miami fl 33155 



remy82818@aim.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Victoria Gonzalez 



07424 



v.gonzalez23@umiami.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Susan Thompson 



richardson texas 75080 



suzythompson273@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Mia Pitsironis 



dix hills new york 11746 



njjfan001@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Dicpetris 



south miami fl 33143 



mariusdicpetris@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



John Onyango 



coral gables fl 33143 



j.onyango@miami.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Jay Wichert 



plantation fl 33322 



johnkwichert91@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Maya Underwood 



West Palm Beach, Fl, 33413 



munderwood18@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Natalie Fonseka 



miami fl 33139 



natalief72@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Laura Doley 



Annapolis md 21403 



laura.doley@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 



 
Sincerely, 



Eddie Almeida 



22003 



e.almeida106@umiami.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Cummins Phil 



coralville ia 52241 



philandkaren11@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Bryon Muller 



asheville north carolina 288084 



bwmbnc@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Fayez Tanous 



miami fl 33145 



ftanous@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Krystal Gonzalez 



Davie FL 33330 



krystal114@msn.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Gale Verhage 



Margate Fl 33063 



galeverhage@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Alejandro Paredes 



davie fl 33325 



ajparedes68@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, December 3, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Gaina Mortel 



lauderdale lakes Florida33319 



gainamortel@yahoo.com 
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			15004785-NO-TSE-KENIA CASTILLO HERNANDEZ


			15004786-NO-TSHE-SILVIA RONDON


			15004787-NO-TSHE-VANESSA ROMAN


			15004788-NO-TSHE-KARINA REDONDO


			15004789-NO-THE-RICARDO VELEZ


			15004790-NO-T-ANTONIO FEEZ


			15019301-NO-E-TIMOTHY WICHERT


			15019302-NO-H-DAN CUMMINS


			15019304-NO-T-SAMUEL CHENG


			15019308-NO-T-KEN NOVAK


			15019309-YES-T-MARY SIXT-JACKSON


			15019310-NO-TS-KEN NOVAK


			15019312-YES-S-BECKY BRAHS


			15019313-YES-H-LAURIE CUMMINS


			15019315-NO-S-ANDY NOVAK


			15019317-YES-T-NATALIA NAGLE


			15019319-YES-H-JAN BEAL


			15019321-NO-S-JENNIFER LINDENFELSER


			15019322-YES-E-BRAHS BECKY


			15019326-YES-T-JOHN HARVEY


			15021854-NO-TS-SUBAH AHMED


			15021856-NO-TSE-DAVID FERNANDEZ


			15021857-NO-H-STELLA THAWY


			15021858-NO-TSHE-JASON TRUNG


			15021859-NO-T-RICHARD RIVERA


			15021860-NO-TSH-EDUARDO LOPEZ


			15021861-NO-TSE-GENESIS 


			15021862-NO-THE-NAYA OTTO


			15021863-NO-TSHE-NATSHA REINA


			15021864-YES-T-DANIELA CASTANO 


			15021865-NO-TSHE-DANIEL PONS


			15021867-NO-THE-JARMY CHRLOT


			15021868-NO-TSHE-MARIA RAMOS


			15021869-NO-TSE-CHELSEY MONRIQUE


			15021870-NO-TSHE-BEATRIZ RODRIGUEZ


			15021871-NO-TSHE-JUANITA PEREZ


			15021872-YES-TE-ANTHONY FALCON


			15021873-NO-THE-ANTHONY AZRAT


			15021875-NO-T-GALDENYS AIMONTE


			15021876-NO-TS-ADRIAN MARTINEZ


			15021877-NO-TE-JESUS GAMENZO


			15021878-NO-TS-NATALY ORSATELLIZ


			15021880-NO-H-ALEXA CHEN


			15021881-NO-TSHE-NELLY CASTRILLON


			15021883-NO-TSHE-SYHANIE SANCHEZ


			15021884-NO-T-ALEXANDER LOPEZ


			15021885-NO-TSHE-RANDY ORTIZ


			15037822-YES-TH-AJ JULIACHS


			15037823-NO-TSHE-GERA


			15037824-NO-TS-NAEIN FERNANDEZ


			15037825-NO-TSE-ANDRES CUBILLOS


			15037826-NO-TSHE-LORENZO NUNEZ


			15037827-NO-H-REBECCA PEREZ


			15037828-NO-TS-JANDRA TORO


			15037830-YES-T-AMBAR GAVIDIA


			15037831-NO-H-GABRIELLA CIBRAN


			15037832-NO-TSE-JULIETA BAUTISTA


			15037833-NO-E-BRANDON ROJO


			15037834-NO-TSHE-LYOMAR ENCARCION


			15037835-NO-T-TERESA CRISTINA RUIS


			15037836-NO-TSHE-NICHOLAS NOIAN


			15037837-NO-TE-BERTHLEY MOZE


			15037838-NO-TH-ALEXANDRA DURAN


			15037839-NO-TSHE-MIGUEL A CANCIO


			15037841-NO-SH-MOSES JAYNER


			15037842-NO-TSHE-KEVIN SALAZAR


			15037843-NO-S-MARIO PARKER


			15037844-NO-TSHE-SASHA JACOBO


			15066337-NO-TE-MURPHY AUCAMP


			15066338-NO-SE-MICHELLE WILLIAMS


			15066340-NO-S-FRED HOPFINGER


			15066341-NO-TE-JACKIE HOPFINGER


			15066344-NO-TE-ERIN WRIGHT


			15067237-NO-T-DAVID OCAMPO


			15067240-YES-H-IMARI DANIELS


			15067241-SKIP-T-TIMOTHY RICHARDSON


			15067242-NO-T-DEZ NAOMI


			15067474-YES-S-SHAWN KANG


			15067475-NO-TSE-QUINN KASAL


			15067476-NO-T-VALERIE HOWER


			15067479-NO-THE-BLAKE WEIL


			15067480-NO-TE-LAURA SCAMPINI


			15067481-NO-TSHE-ASHLEY BAHMONDE


			15067482-NO-TE-CLIFFITTE LEWIS


			15067483-NO-TS-ELIA RODRIGUEZ


			15067484-NO-TSHE-ALEXIS MUSICI


			15067485-NO-TSHE-EGGI WILLIAMSON


			15067486-NO-SE-ANTHONY MISTITSKI


			15067487-NO-TSHE-MARNIE KOSINSKI


			15067488-NO-E-BECCA HASTEON


			15067489-NO-TSE-MJ ARIAS


			15067490-NO-T-BRYANT SCANTT


			15067491-NO-TS-CHARLES JOHNSON


			15067492-NO-TSE-VANESSA LARA


			15067493-NO-TSHE-MICHAEL PACHECO


			15067511-YES-E-MICHELLE POTIAUMPAI


			15067512-NO-THE-KIERSTEN OLSEN


			15067513-SKIP-T-CARLI COATS


			15067515-NO-TH-ALEX 


			15067516-NO-E-CONNOR MEGAN


			15068420-NO-T-CHLOE BORRIELLO


			15068421-NO-E-REBECCA MENCSELI


			15068422-YES-E-VICTORIA GONZALEZ


			15068423-YES-TSE-SUSAN THOMPSON


			15068424-NO-T-MIA PITSIRONIS


			15068425-YES-T-DICPETRIS


			15068426-NO-THE-JOHN ONYANGO


			15068427-NO-T-JAY WICHERT


			15068428-NO-T-MAYA UNDERWOOD


			15068429-NO-TSHE-NATALIE FONSEKA


			15068430-YES-E-LAURA DOLEY


			15068431-NO-TSHE-EDDIE ALMEIDA


			15068432-NO-T-CUMMINS PHIL


			15068433-NO-E-BRYON MULLER


			15068434-NO-T-FAYEZ TANOUS


			15068435-NO-T-KRYSTAL GONZALEZ


			15068436-NO-T-GALE VERHAGE


			15068437-NO-T-ALEJANDRO PAREDES


			15068438-YES-T-GAINA MORTEL










From: RBartfay@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:34:56 AM


I cannot stress in strong enough terms our opposition to AAF.  Our living on the Treasure Coast has
 nothing to do with the fact that no stops will be made anywhere on the Treasure Coast.  Passenger
 service will not come close to covering the costs of AAF and we the taxpayers will end up with us paying
 for nothing.
We realize that it is probably the shipping of freight the MAY offset the cost of AAF, but there is no reason
 why freight should be shipped through residential and commercial areas.
It will literally destroy businesses as people will totally frustrated with trying to get to and from the eastern
 part of the Treasure Coast.
While this is falling on deaf ears and blind ears, we urge you to cease and desist with the plans for AAF
Sincerely,
Richard & Joan Bartfay



mailto:RBartfay@aol.com
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From: npaster@juno.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: High speed passenger rail service in Florida
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2014 2:35:57 PM


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration


Dear Sir:


We are writing to object to the $2.25 billion project that will send high speed passenger trains thru Martin County,
 Florida.


As new residents of Stuart, Florida, we object to the FRA providing funding for this project.  Not only will
 completion of this project severely disrupt traffic flow thru communities and towns adjacent to the train tracks, but
 the noise made by the high speed trains will adversely impact the residents of those communities adjacent to the
 train tracks.


Molly and Alfred Pasternak
5132 S E Club Way #103
Stuart, Florida 34997


____________________________________________________________
Heavy rains mean flooding
Anywhere it rains it can flood. Learn your risk. Get flood insurance.
http://thirdpartyoffers.juno.com/TGL3141/546508076a9e80678d3st04vuc



mailto:npaster@juno.com
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From: Kass Keegan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:16:44 PM


 We know the reason you want to have the rail train, It is because of the widening of
 the Panama Canal and the use of freight trains.  You can do this somewhere else,
 out West.  Why destroy our lovely town.


I thank you in advance.
Kass Keegan
 
 



mailto:kassk@bellsouth.net
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From: jesse@realpbc.com on behalf of Jesse Bailey
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida: 5 impacts for EIS (Social justice, noise, urban fabric, regional transportation)
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:44:47 PM


Following is a list of concerns for the All Aboard Florida project in the West Palm Beach
 downtown and vicinity.


1. Detriment to urban fabric. Impact of Evernia and Datura street closures.  Closing
 Evernia and Datura streets is unfortunate but necessary. The building of a high quality
 urban street connecting Clematis Street and Fern Street is absolutely crucial to maintaining
 grid continuity and walkability in our downtown. A highly walkable downtown is a goal of
 our downtown master plan and comprehensive plan, and we are a Transportation
 Concurrency Exception Area (TCEA) because our downtown is developing in a way that
 limits the need for a car. Street closures are very detrimental but the connector street will
 help mitigate this impact. It should be required as part of station construction.


2. Noise. Quiet Zones are essential to this project. With 8,000+ residents in downtown and
 growing, 32+ train horns per day would be unbearable.


3. Social Justice. As part of this project, 7th Street should be reconnected across the
 tracks in the historically black Northwest neighborhood. This neighborhood has suffered its
 share of social injustices and bad planning that have scarred this once vibrant
 neighborhood. As a small consideration to the people of WPB and for closing two of our
 crossings, AAF should open one crossing across 7th Street in the Northwest neighborhood.
  


4.  Social Justice. It must be acknowledged that people will cross the tracks. And many of
 these people are in lower-income neighborhoods. Rather than aggressively prosecute
 trespassers as news outlets have reported, AAF needs to provide adequate pedestrian
 crossings across the corridor at regular intervals. Something like a simple 'zig-zag'
 requiring pedestrians to look both ways should be sufficient.


5. Regional Transportation. Coordination and Cooperation with Tri Rail Coastal Link
 Service.
This corridor has regional transportation implications. Although privately owned, it was
 given by land grant and the public needs for transportation by a commuter rail need to be
 addressed. AAF should be required to cooperate with and operate Coastal Link on its
 trackage at reasonable fee. 


Sincerely,


Jesse Bailey
downtown resident 



mailto:jesse@realpbc.com

mailto:jessej.bailey@gmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
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From: carol mccarthy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Al Koontz
Subject: Not All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:44:19 PM


We are vehemently opposed to the proposed plan to send 32 high speed passenger trains and a succeeding multitude of freight trains through our quiet
 community of Vero Beach as well as the otherTreasure Coast communities. This proposed nightmare will ruin the quality of life in all of our
 communities by producing unbelievable noise, disrupting and delaying traffic as well as fire, ambulance and police personnel as first responders.   The
 report solicited by All Aboard Florida  was biased and needs to be redone to reveal the true impacts that would occur in our Treasure Coast
 communities.


ALL OF THIS CAN BE AVOIDED BY MOVING THE PLANNED TRACK USAGE WEST OF ALL OF OUR COUNTIES.


Sincerely,      Alfred Joseph and Carol Ann Koontz, Jr.
                        1810 Sand Dollar
 Way                                                                                                                                                                                                                                            
                        Vero  Beach, Fl. 32963 


                       



mailto:carolakoontz@gmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
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From: John R. Ted O"Brien
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Sunday, November 23, 2014 11:05:41 AM


My Name: John R. "Ted" O'Brien


My Email: ted.tedobrien@gmail.com


My Address:


1155 North Jeaga Drive
Jupiter, FL 33458


Though not as prominent an element of discussion as its effect on maritime traffic, the
 proposed AAF passenger train service would have a significant negative impact on the flow
 of automobile traffic in Jupiter and would adversely affect the safety, and day to day lives of
 Jupiter residents. Those who have lived in more densely populated areas have an appreciation
 for the negative effects of traffic congestion such as would result from the proposed AAF
 service. 


A dramatic increase (reportedly from 12 to 46 trains per day) in train traffic is an inherent
 element of the proposed AAF service through Jupiter. As with any development with the
 potential to impact automobile traffic flow, e.g., houses, schools, shopping centers, the
 potential impact of the AAF service on automobile must be responsibly and effectively
 evaluated before the project should be seriously considered much less approved. At least with
 respect to the crossings in our town of Jupiter, it appears that has not been done. 


Residents and visitors to the east and west of the tracks proposed for use by AAF rely heavily
 of the four roadways, i.e., Donald Ross Road, Toney Penna Drive, Indiantown Road and
 Center Street, all of which are crossed by the tracks proposed for use by AAF, for travel to
 and from a wide variety of destinations e.g., medical facilities, schools, shopping interstate
 highways, etc. During the winter season when the Jupiter population swells, delays at the
 crossings and traffic back-ups already occur and the turn lanes established for use by cars
 turning onto these roads and crossing the tracks are already at capacity. 


The introduction of additional traffic delays associated with the proposed increase in train
 traffic proposed by AAF will cause the number of cars waiting to cross the tracks to swell
 beyond the capacity of the turn lanes and extend onto the travel lanes of busy highways, i.e.,
 AIA/811 and Military Trail, from which they are turning thereby creating a dangerous
 situation for drivers and for their passengers. The planned increases in population to in the
 areas to the west will increase the already heavy demand for the use of the roadways. 


The unavoidable introduction of automobile traffic delays resulting from the proposed AAF
 project will cause substantial inconvenience, economic harm and will pose danger to Jupiter
 and its residents. The proposed service is of no benefit to Jupiter residents: all reasonable
 efforts should be made to stop it. 



mailto:ted.tedobrien@gmail.com
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From: Bonanti, Christopher
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: 145 Comment letters regarding AAF and the DEIS
Date: Monday, October 13, 2014 2:51:17 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
image003.png
145 Comment letters 10-13-14.pdf


Dear Mr. Winkle,
Please find attached, 145 comment letters regarding the DEIS.
Thank you,
Chris
 
Christopher Bonanti
Director of Environmental Planning
All Aboard Florida


2855 Le Jeune Road | 4th Floor
Coral Gables, FL 33134
T: 305.520.2347 | C: 571.334.4807
Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com | allaboardflorida.com


Follow us:  


 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: The information contained in this transmission is privileged
 and confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or entity named
 above. No addressee should forward, print, copy, or otherwise reproduce this message in any
 manner that would allow it to be viewed by any individual not originally listed as a recipient.
 If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
 unauthorized disclosure, dissemination, distribution, copying of this transmission or the
 taking of any action in reliance on the information herein is strictly prohibited. If you have
 received this transmission in error, please immediately reply to sender that you have received
 this communication in error and then delete it. Thank you.
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Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephanie Ward 
oviedo fl 32765 
biddy326@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Greg Roessler 
oviedo fl 32765 
groessler12@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephanie Ward 
oviedo fl 32765 
biddy326@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ying Li 
hialeah. fl. 33012 
yli032@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Yiqiong Liang 
miami florida 33172 
ylian010@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alonzo Jasmin 
miramar florida 33029 
answer.321@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Frank Rosado 
n.miami 33181 
frosa021@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Hope Victor 
Plantation Fl. 33322 
hope.victor44@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eric Mandell 
plantation fl 33324 
ericmandell@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rev. Theo Johnson 
Miami FL 33157 
tjohnson3@sweethome.org 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Pakasit Limpanuwat 
miami fl 33155 
pntx@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nicole Marefka 
plantation,fl 33322 
nmarefka@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jacquelyn Bell 
coral springs fl 33071 
ja53@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brown 
33065 
rashaan.brown@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kelley Kepchar 
west palm beach fl 33405 
kelleykepchar@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jeffrey Mack 
miami florida 33142 
mackjeffrey@me.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rhonda Jayroe 
Atlanta GA 30312 
rjayroe@cintl.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karen Ball 
33071 
kgbmyk@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Heidi Mandell 
plantation fl 33324 
hmandell@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Amber Victor 
apopka fl 32609 
luckiegrrl@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sally Grant 
plantation fl 33322 
sally.grant@dreamdinners.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shawn Larkin 
33311 
saanai07@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karen Mandell 
ft lauderdale fl 33301 
ksmandell@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jacqualine Harrod 
miami beach,  fl 33139 
jjharrod@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Patricia Hughes 
Lauderdale Lakes Florida 33319 
paghughes90@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Leonard Leonard 
miami fl 33029 
leonardleoanad@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carol Wechsler 
coral springs. fl. 33071 
carol@carolwcpa.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kenneth Simon 
Atlanta GA 30312 
ksimon@cintl.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 Pastor Steve Caldwell 
miami. Fl 33127 
caldwellsteven@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Marcia Gordon   
coral springs. fl 33071 
marcia@marciagordonllc.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephanie Diaz 
pembroke pines, fl,33028 
stepdiaz@nova.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
David Victor 
plantation fl 33322 
davictor52@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shamecca Dean 
Fort Lauderdale, Florida, 33312 
shaym001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rebecca Victor 
orlando fl 32703 
rlvictor13@gail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brianna Tunnell 
miami fl 33167 
bk34798@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jonathan Jimenez 
miami florida 33125 
jjime046@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Crystal Lambert 
miami fl 33161 
Clamb022@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Destinee Haller 
miami florida 33179  
dhakk060@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jessica Beaubrun 
miami,fl 33162 
jessicabeaubrun@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Don Police 
north miami 
xxx@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cristian Periche 
West Park Fl 33023 
shogun483@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mathieu Allouch 
north miami fl 33161 
mathieua@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nathalie Sepulveda 
miami florida 33181 
nsepu003@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maria Zamora 
33183 
maryzaes@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephen Kalogeropoulos 
pembroke pines fl 33026 
skalo003@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michael Edwards 
miami lakes Fl 33016 
mchldwrdsbrght@outlook.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alonzo Jasmin 
miramar florida 33029 
answer.321@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Angel Sanchez 
miami florida 33144 
angelsanch23@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ying Zhang 
north miami  FL 33160 
yzhan079@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nadina Doce 
miami fl 33144 
docenadina@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kaycie Murphy 
miami beach fl 33139 
murphy012@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Yao Zhang 
Aventura FL 33180 
yzhan071@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eric Skippings 
aventura fl 33180 
eskippi@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Oscar Mendoza 
hialeah fl 33013 
oscarmendoza644@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nichole Rios Oakes 
miami florida 33182 
soccer.libre@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ke Shi 
aventura.FL.33180 
kshi001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Manny Dearmas 
miami florida 33027 
md12886@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
 
 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nayeli Gonzalez 
doral florida 33178 
nayeligonzalezcampillo@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jaelle Beauchamp 
north miami beach fl 33162 
jelle.beauchamp@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Zulimar Toro 
miami fl 33137 
zulimar.toro@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Samar Mansourzadeh 
miami fl 33172 
samar.mansourzadeh@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karla Gomez 
miami fl 33161 
karla.i.gomez@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cristina Ramirez 
sunrise fl 33322 
crami040@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Fran Rosario 
miami fl 33193 
rlros9398@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Justin Ruiz 
miami fl 33185 
jruiz052@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
 
 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kevin Milton 
miami fla 33142 
kevinmilton47@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chad Magee 
Cordova, TN 38016 
chad.magee@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephanie Mason 
miami beach fl 33141 
smaso008@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Paula Suarez 
33180 fl aventura 
psuar009@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Denise Valdez 
miami fl 33032 
denise.valdez@sbe.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Diedre Burks 
17100 n bay road 33160 miami  
diedreb@sbe.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Natalia Valencia 
weston fl 33331 
nvale010@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rafael De La Zerda 
miami fl 33179 
rafadin@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lops Nicolas 
miami fl 33857 
lnico008@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Aprilwalker 
miamifl33142 
walkerapril43@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Vaneska Suarez 
hollywood fl 33020 
vaneskajs@msn.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Paola Bayron 
hialeah 33016 
pbayron1095@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Aleksandr Khalfin 
north miami beach fl 33162 
akhal004@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dre Cattling 
North miami florida 33161 
d.cattling@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Leslie Garcia 
Miami FL 33016 
l.janegarcia@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Danays Jaime 
Homestead Fl 33030 
Djaime@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ryan Macbean 
miami florida 33138 
rmacb001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Julien Bruhy 
miami shores fl 33138 
jjbruhy@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Morgan Garces 
miami fl 33179 
mgarc622@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Paige Schell 
weston fl 33327 
psche013@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Veronica Sanchez 
florida city Fl 33034 
vsanc017@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Steven Soriano 
Miami Beach Florida 33141 
stevensoriano7@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Anyully Rosales 
miami. florida. 33172 
arosa023@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Woodney Juste 
33169 
wjust002@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jeremy Kiszka 
33138 
jkiszka@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jacky Gonzalez 
Pembroke pines Fl 33028 
j.gonzalez10@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kathy Fernandez 
Sunny Isles Beach FL 33160 
kfern048@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jason Gow 
sunny isles beach, 33160 
jasongow713@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ariana Romero 
33160 
arome076@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nadine Zaiour 
33327 
nadinejzaiour@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jordan T 
hollywood fl 33021 
halloweenie285@aim.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kethnie Moreau 
pembroke pines 
kmore016@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Damaris Garcia 
miami fl 33196 
cucu829@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
John Baldwin 
33142 
johb005@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chenguang Su 
miami 
suchenguang1010@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nicolas Reyes 
miami florida 33179 
nreye035@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maria Rios 
33125 
mrios0113@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lauren Cancio 
Miami Lakes FL 33014 
lcanc008@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Naika Mathieu 
Hallandale FL 33009 
mathieu.naika@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Veronica Ledesma  
miamifl 33175 
vlede003@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Renald Dorcelus 
33412 
losttigerfish@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Leah Romano 
aventura fl 33180 
leahromano3@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bianca Rodriguez 
miami beach fl 33139 
brodr157@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Marco Parra 
33073 
marcopg29@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dunja Endemann 
miami florida 33131 
dende002@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jose Balmaceda 
Hollywood Florida 33024 
jbalma009@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maylin Verea 
miami 
mvereoo2@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alex Sismanoglou 
miami fl 33160 
sisma03@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Yanevis Castro 
Hialeah FL 33014 
ycast024@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rayannebenjamin 
miami florida 33169 
rbenj007@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mariano Calero 
miami florida 33161 
marianocalero@rocketmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mahum Azam 
miami florida 33162 
mahum8888@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Patrick Alcee 
19701 ne 13 ct 33179 
palce001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 10, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Felix Marante 
Hialeah FL 33014 
marantefm@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Roly Marante 
Coral Gables 33134 
rolymimc@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 5, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ava Delgado 
pembroke pines florida 
avadots@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 10, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jorge F. Marante 
Coral Springs FL 33065 
jm1975fl@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kara Marante 
Miami 33155 
kara.marante@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 10, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jorge Marante 
FT. Lauderdale FL 33304 
j.marante@toprx.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 10, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Victor Hernandez 
Pembroke Pines FL 33028 
hernandezvictor77@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 10, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Herman Echevarria 
Miami FL 33131 
hermane@bvk.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 5, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kathy Colussy 
weston florida 
kcolussy@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 10, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mandy Llanes 
miami fl 33175 
mandy.llanes@anheuser-busch.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 10, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alex Marante 
Miramar FL 33029 
alexm_miami@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 10, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Roly Marante 
Pembroke Pines FL 33028 
rolymimc@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 5, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kara Colussy 
pembroke pines, florida 
kmara010@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 10, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Silvia Marante 
Hialeah FL 33014 
silvia.marante@sabadellbank.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 10, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Felix V Marante 
Miramar FL 33029 
selmarfm@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 5, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Pete Colussy 
weston florida 
pcolussy@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 10, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michael Marante 
Hialeah FL 33014 
michaelmasf91@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Anthony Bustamante 
Miami 33134 
anthony@groundswellstrategies.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 10, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Julio Murillo 
Miami FL 33176 
jmurillo@pollotropical.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 5, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Peter Colussy 
weston florida 
pcolussy@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alejandro Forteza 
miami FL 33175 
alejandroforteza@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 10, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Victor Hernandez 
Hialeah FL 33014 
y2v@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 5, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kara Delgado 
Pembroke Pines, fl 33028 
kara.marante@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 10, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Danny Hernandez 
Pembroke Pines FL 33027 
idealrx@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Debbie Silwanicz 
Rockledge, Florida 32955 
bsilwanicz@cfl.rr.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 12, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
John Watson 
Longwood FL 32779 
JWatson2200@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Haynes Mcdaniel 
vero beach fl 32966 
hamcdaniel1@aol.com 
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From: DAVID A LUTZ
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:35:16 AM


Although some level of passenger train service would serve treasure coast residents and visitors, a high speed
 track running through the middle of Florida's most populated and heavily traveled (both car and boat) north-to-
south corridor is simply ludicrous (or just plain stupid).  Whereas a few miles inland there is hardly anything but
 open, sparsely populated, land a-plenty that high speed trains would have minimum impact on.
I believe a series of daily high-speed trains blasting through my town (Vero Beach) every day will simply destroy
 our quality of life and also our property values.  I mean the freight trains we endure now are more than enough of
 a noise and cross-town travel nuisance.  However, these were in place when I moved here 20 years ago, so like
 the airport and airplane noise, I live with it, but not--and in no way--the high speed AAF trains will I tolerate.
I have also explored the whole business scheme and find it highly likely that ridership will be less than 10 or 5% of
 what the proponents predict.  Most of that opinion is based on the ease visitors have to either fly to Miami or
 Orlando (Disney), or once in either location, fly directly to the other; as well as comparisons with ridership in our
 North-East corridor where short-run train travel and commuting has been institutionalized for decades.  The idea
 of not using the airports as points of departure or arrival in lieu of train stations in this age of the automobile (even
 with a few select stops between) is just not what the traveling public will select--one over the other.  And if they
 did, then the airlines would counter with special fares and incentives to retain their passengers--especially ones
 that accumulate "miles."
The current environmental impact statement AAF has obtained is totally bogus as little to none human impact on
 me and my family, friends and neighbors has been objectively considered therein.  This needs to be
 objectively revisited before AAF moves forward. 
Also consider that any level of public/tax revenue funding for such a boondoggle (or its continuation after it fails to
 deliver on promises of profitability) is pretty close to misappropriation of public funds--when we "public" don't want
 or need it. 
If Disney and the other tourist attractions in Miami and Orlando desire such high speed linkage, they should build
 it, well in-land from coastal population, with their own cash, profits or bonds.
Sincerely,
Lt. Col. David A. Lutz USMC (Ret'd)
594 Bougainvillea Lane
Vero Beach, FL 32963
321-544-1459
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From: Pat.Helen
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: High speed rail
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 6:13:55 PM


Allowing this is so wrong on so many levels..it would permanently scar our beautiful coast not to mention the
 hazards that would be created.


Sent from my iPad
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From: KATHIE COMERFORD
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Thursday, December 4, 2014 7:56:23 AM


AS A 25 YEAR RESIDENT, I AM APPALLED AT THE UNDERHANDED DEALING 
WITH  ALL ABOARD FLORIDA. MY FIRST POINT IS THE DECISIONS TO SET THIS
 IN MOTION WERE MADE FAR IN ADVANCE OF THE PUBLIC HAVING 
KNOWLEDGE OF THIS PLAN.  MY SECOND CONCERN IS THE RAILROAD TRAILS 
ARE CURRENTLY ADJACENT TO THE JUPITER HOSPITAL AND THE ADDITIONAL 
TRAINS COULD LITERALLY MEAN DEATH TO OUR RESIDENTS. THIRDLY, NO 
ONE IS FOOLED BY THE IDEA OF JUST A COMMUTER  TRAIN WHICH IS NOT 
FINANCIALLY VERIABLE . A PROFITABLE VENTURE WOULD HAVE TO ADD 
FREIGHT TRAINS, WHICH WE ARE ALL AWARE OF.  MY LAST POINT IS  THE 
TRAIN SHOULD BE PUT OUT WEST IN A LESS POPULATED AREA WHICH WOULD
 SERVE THE NEED FOR COMMUTER AND FREIGHT TRAINS.  IF OUR 
GOVERNMENT HAS ANY SCRUPLES AT ALL THEY WILL STOP THIS PLAN IN IT'S 
TRACKS. 


KATHIE COMERFORD
237 BEACON LANE 
JUPITER INLET COLONY , FL 33469
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From: Mary Thoma
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida?
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:49:35 PM


Well, not so much. I'm not All Aboard, nor is my husband, nor are any of our neighbors. In fact, I don't know
 anyone who supports your effort!
Your corporation can't just waltz into MY state -- into MY home -- and greedily grasp and take whatever you want!
 You know what such action is called? It's called RAPE! The majority of Florida's citizens are against this criminal
 rape of our state, which is what All Aboard Florida exemplifies.
Suggest you pack up and go home. Nobody here wants you.
Mary Thoma
Port Saint Lucie
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From: leemcmillen@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, September 28, 2014 3:05:37 PM


Dear Sir:
As a resident of Vista Royale I am already disturbed by the existing train noise
 throughout the day and night, and the high speed trains can only exacerbate the noise and
 vibration associated with them and severely limit the peaceful use of my property. I am also
 concerned that Vista Royale’s properties will decline in value because of the diminished
 access to our community. In addition I believe the increased noise generated by the high
 speed trains will discourage tourists from renting and visiting this area.


I request you utilize all of your efforts to STOP THIS TRAIN PROJECT FROM
 GOING FORWARD. The Treasure Coast has nothing to gain from this project. It will only
 hurt all of the residents who call it home and discourage tourists from visiting the area.


Thank you,
Donna Lee McMillen
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From: Stanley Huddleston
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 6:46:10 PM


My Name: Stanley Huddleston


My Email: stuartquay@usa.net


My Address:


1209 e. ocean blvd. Stuart, Fl.34996


I am totally against All Aboard Fla. Trains and don't understand how the goverment could
 allow something
of this magnitiude to possably take place with out letting the citizens to vote on it.As a boater
 that uses local waterways that requires passing thru / under bridges that will be closed more
 than they will be open!
I also live a few blocks from our local hospital to which access from the north,most of the
 south and all of the west will be blocked by 4 rail road crossings.you can currently speed from
 10-23 minutes just to get across. Multiply this by all the current trains plus the 32 new trains
 will lead to deaths not to mention the loss of property values for many of our nicer
 neighborhoods that are close to the train tracks. Neither me or any of my friends can
 understand why the train doesn't switch to the Amtracts west of towns along the S.E. Fla.
 Coast.
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From: Bonanti, Christopher
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: 2 Support letters to FRA
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 5:27:28 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
image003.png
Letter Americaribe.pdf
AAF_TLC.pdf


Mr. Winkle,
Please find 2 letters of support for the AAF DEIS.
Thank you,
Chris
 
Christopher Bonanti
Director of Environmental Planning
All Aboard Florida


2855 Le Jeune Road | 4th Floor
Coral Gables, FL 33134
T: 305.520.2347 | C: 571.334.4807
Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com | allaboardflorida.com


Follow us:  


 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: The information contained in this transmission is privileged
 and confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or entity named
 above. No addressee should forward, print, copy, or otherwise reproduce this message in any
 manner that would allow it to be viewed by any individual not originally listed as a recipient.
 If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
 unauthorized disclosure, dissemination, distribution, copying of this transmission or the
 taking of any action in reliance on the information herein is strictly prohibited. If you have
 received this transmission in error, please immediately reply to sender that you have received
 this communication in error and then delete it. Thank you.
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AMERICARIBE, Inc. 
Incorporated under the Laws of the State of Florida Lic # CGC057153 
2, South Biscayne Blvd - Suite 2000, Miami, FL. 33131 USA 
Tel: +1 (305) 374 53 83   Fax: +1 (305) 374 80 70     



 



 
 
Miami, October 23, 2014 
   
   
Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE  
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 
 
 
 
Dear Mr. Winkle, 
 
 
I would like to express my support for All Aboard Florida. This project will result in significant 
environmental benefits to our state.  
 
Leveraging an existing rail corridor that is more than 100 years old means the project will have 
minimal impact on our natural environment. The project will net regional air quality benefit through a 
reduction in Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) and associated air pollutant emissions with the reduction 
of 3 million vehicles from area roadways.  
 
As the Draft Environmental Impact Statement says, “Air quality in the region would be improved 
through the reduction of vehicles from the roads and highways as riders move instead to the 
proposed passenger rail service between Orlando and West Palm Beach. The Project would 
decrease emissions of carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen oxides (NOx), sulfur dioxide (SO2), volatile 
organic compounds (VOCs), particulate matter less than 10 microns in diameter (PM10) and 
particulate matter less than 2.5 microns in diameter (PM2.5) by 2016. By 2030, the Project would 
reduce CO emissions by 1,654 tons, NOx by 192 tons, VOCs by 59 tons and PM10 by 7 tons.” 
 
The reduction of cars may also translate to tentative reductions in tax payer dollars allocated for the 
maintenance of major highways and arterial roads along the corridor.   
 
All Aboard Florida is a sustainable, privately-funded project that will improve the quality and prepare 
Florida for a better future. 
 
Sincerely,  
 



 
 
____________________ 
Damien Kolosky 
EVP 
Americaribe 
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October 22, 2014 
 
Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 
 
Re: All Aboard Florida 
 
Dear Mr. Winkle: 
 
TLC's corporate headquarters is in Orlando and we have offices in five additional Florida cities, including Miami 
and Deerfield Beach, future homes to All Aboard Florida stations.  As a 60-year old firm that has grown with 
Florida and seen many changes, we eagerly await the first All Aboard Florida trains connecting Orlando and 
South Florida.  Our 300-person firm provides energy and engineering services to building owners across Florida, 
thus we will immediately benefit from streamlined, efficient travel delivered by All Aboard Florida.  Longer term, 
Florida's economy will benefit through simplified intra-state travel.  A robust economy translates into greater 
opportunities for our firm in the future.  At our current rate of at least 200 trips between central and south Florida 
annually, the savings for our firm will exceed $50,000 annually, while also converting the current four-hour drive 
from 'windshield' time to a shorter trip that is productive, thanks to wifi-enabled trains.  Economic savings and 
adding 1,600 man-hours annually to productivity will positively influence our bottom line, provide greater value to 
our shareholders and enhance connectivity with our clients.   
 
In our role as the mechanical/electrical/plumbing engineer for the West Palm, Ft. Lauderdale and Miami All 
Aboard Florida stations, TLC is employing numerous professional engineers, designers and support staff, 
contributing to the state's economy and paying taxes, while creating new landmarks for the future of Florida. 
 
As a firm focused on sustainability and having made the AIA 2030 Commitment, TLC applauds All Aboard 
Florida's commitment to creating economical mass transit, reducing carbon emissions and providing the means to 
efficiently move people between central and south Florida.  As taxpayers in the state of Florida, a long-standing 
business and the home for many of our staff, TLC and our employees support the development and 
implementation of All Aboard Florida - it just makes sense for the future of Florida. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
TLC Engineering for Architecture, Inc. 



 
 
Debra A. Lupton, AIA, LEED AP BD+C   Brett McKinstry, PE, LEED AP BD+C 
Chief Executive Officer / Chairman   Chief Operating Officer / President 
 













From: Walter Bowne
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:44:58 AM


The resulting increase in rail traffic, especially freight trains, would be too disruptive to
 economic centers of the Treasure Coast.


Walter B. Bowne
Apt. 201
624 SW Saint Lucie Crescent
Stuart, FL 34994


Sent from my iPad
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From: Bernard Carmell
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: High speed traffic through Stuart Florida
Date: Wednesday, November 12, 2014 6:48:32 PM


Gentlemen:
I am totally opposed to any high speed rail traffic through Stuart Florida.
 
1. First of all, this ploy is based on increasing container traffic not passenger
 service.
2. The disruption to boat traffic and vehicle traffic at each crossing is
 unacceptable.
3. The noise and environmental pollution is unacceptable.
4. If any Government funds are applied to this project, there should be
 personal guarantees not LLC structured to go bankrupt leaving the citizens
 holding the bag, i.e. we are the government.
5. There is no economic benefit to this area resulting from high speed trains.
6. The Treasure Coast area is special and developed as a retirement and
 vacation destination. Change the environment and this will no longer be
 true.
7. Many retired people purchased properties in this area based on the
 quality of life. High speed trains reduce the quality of life by mandating you
 sit in traffic (often) waiting to cross the tracks.
8. People going to work will be late. Emergency vehicles will not be able to
 respond as required. All of this impacts air quality due to thousands of
 vehicles running at idle waiting to cross the tracks.
 
Please do not allow this to pass, funded by the government or not.
 
Bernard F and Sandra E Carmell
2908 SW Shinnecock Hills Court
Palm City, Florida 34990
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From: Rick Blazek
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Tuesday, November 18, 2014 5:54:14 AM


Get the train rolling! It's well needed here in Florida.


Rick Blazek



mailto:ricknfl@gmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: digarr@bellsouth.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida/All Aboard Freight
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 12:22:58 PM


FREE Animations for your email Click Here!


It is difficult to comment on the AAF EIS since it neglected to include my city or
 county.  There is another study required to assess the impact on Indian River
 County and its cities and probably the rest of the Treasure Coast and probably
 Brevard County.
 
I am not anti railroad as it currently exists, but there are impacts with the high speed
 trains and the increase in freight that will be very detrimental to my area.  I like
 hearing the 8-12 freight trains we currently have.  My grandfather was retired from
 the FEC and worked in the roundhouse in New Smyrna.  However, this part of
 Florida grew up around the railroad tracks and most of it is not industrial.  We have
 residential and business running along the tracks.  I am very concerned about what
 it will do to our small cities.  We don't have blight, but I am concerned that we will
 with the 32 high speed trains and the increased freight that is coming our way. 
 Another big concern is the safety and welfare of our citizenry because most of us
 live west of the tracks and medical facilities are east of the tracks in Vero Beach
 and Sebastian.  Has thought been given to elevating either the roadway or the
 tracks at one major intersection in each city impacted by this situation to allow
 emergency vehicles access to the hospitals?
 
I cannot imagine that AAF will be a success financially and don't believe that anyone
 thinks it will be.  What is the real goal here?  I understand the thought process in
 having the applicant pay for the EIS, but I cannot understand why they get to pick
 the company doing the EIS--that should be assigned from an approved list by the
 Federal Railroad Administration. 
 
Give us all a fair shake here.  There is no benefit to the Treasure Coast or Brevard
 County once the construction of the additional tracks is completed and there is a
 great deal of harm to our way of life and why we live here.
 
Diane Garrison
331 Columbus St
Sebastian, FL  32958 
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From: Karin McMullen
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, November 4, 2014 11:00:18 AM


I would like to know why we, the people, have to basically for a FOR PROFIT COMPANY to launch a
 branch of their company. If this would be such a great idea  why does the company go begging for
 Federal monies, State monies and County Monies?  There should be investors flocking to get rid of
 their monies and help AAF to get started.  If they still want to go through with this idea, can AAF at
 least guarantee 500 riders/train/day to make it somewhat profitable?  If there is at least 1 (one) NO
 answer the whole idea should be scrapped.  Have they said who would be riding on the trains?  You
 cannot count on some tourists!!!!! Anybody willing to ride the ride needs a ride to and from the
 train stations because there is no regular bus service in the areas! 
 
If this really is materializing, they will destroy the Treasure Coast and other areas so that a FOR
 PROFIT COMPANY wants to make money which, to me, is like a balloon  to pop anytime soon.  Just
 remember Solyndra, they received a lot of money from the Federal Government and declared
 bankruptcy immediately after the got the money in the bank.  Later on they destroyed the solar
 panels already made so that nobody else could use them.  I am very afraid that this would happen
 to AAF, they go bankrupt and we will have to pay their debts.  What are we going to do with their
 collateral, i.e. trains?  Send them to Disney to be used in their theme parks?
 
This whole idea of AAF is not thought out properly and we need at least 20 years to contemplate a
 correct response.  Thank you for listening to a frustrated Treasure Coast resident.
 
Karin McMullen
6600 Penny Lane
Fort Pierce FL 34951
772-460-1692
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From: Robert Puglisi
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Thursday, November 27, 2014 10:01:05 PM


My Name: Robert Puglisi


My Email: bpuglisi511@yahoo.com


My Address:


1001 Turtle Run Dr.
Apt. 106
Sebastian, Fl. 32958


The plan as put forth by All Aboard Florida is so destructive of the Treasure Coast
 communities thru which it will pass that I can't comprehend just how stupid and evil these
 people are. AAF belongs in the garbage.
Bob Puglisi
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From: Bonanti, Christopher
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Edwards, Julie; Soule, Ali; Bonilla, Yvelisse (Yve)
Subject: 200 Support Letters for AAF project
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:23:20 PM
Attachments: image001.png
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image003.png
SurveyReport-3960570-12-3-2014-A.PDF


Hello Mr. Winkle,
Attached are 200 support letters for the All Aboard Florida project.
Thank you,
Chris
 
Christopher Bonanti
Director of Environmental Planning
All Aboard Florida


2855 Le Jeune Road | 4th Floor
Coral Gables, FL 33134
T: 305.520.2347 | C: 571.334.4807
Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com | allaboardflorida.com


Follow us:  


 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: The information contained in this transmission is privileged
 and confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or entity named
 above. No addressee should forward, print, copy, or otherwise reproduce this message in any
 manner that would allow it to be viewed by any individual not originally listed as a recipient.
 If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
 unauthorized disclosure, dissemination, distribution, copying of this transmission or the
 taking of any action in reliance on the information herein is strictly prohibited. If you have
 received this transmission in error, please immediately reply to sender that you have received
 this communication in error and then delete it. Thank you.
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Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Lakisha Moss 
miramar fl 33025 



lakishamoss@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Alejandro Litardo 



miami beach florida 33139 



alexlitardo@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Ilainy Valdes 
miami fl 33135 



ilainy21@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Erica Redman 



miami fl 33193 



eredman@mdc.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



  Jason Jewell 



miami fl 33184 



jaso.jewell001@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Richard Ramirez 



miami fl 33189 



vet01r@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Brathwaite 
miami fl 33032 



direct2de@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 



 
Sincerely, 



Federico Henriquez 



33134 



fhenriqu@mdc.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Zarela Carrillo 
Coral Gables, FL 33134 



zarelacarrillo@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Samantha Erazo 



33010 



samanthaerazo0524@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 



 
Sincerely, 



Cristina Diaz 



miami,florida, 33193 



cristinadiazff@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Michelle Hinds 
miami fl 33183 



81hmichelle@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Donna Fishkin 



33014 
dfishkin@mdc.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Christopher Soler 
miami florida 33185 



solerchristopher@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Stephanie Gomez 



hialeah fl 33012 



s.gomezz.sg@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Kevin Newcomb 



miami fl 33131 
thrice_or_never@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Eric Acevedo 



 



ericacevedo214@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Nicolas Litardo 
miami fl 33186 



nlitardo@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Jennifer Martinez 



miramar fl 33025 



jennifer.martinez038@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Pinar Alper 



miami fl 33155 



angeldreams13@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Kyle Newcomb 



miami florida 33131 



knewcomb9@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Cindy Cifuentes 



miami florida 33015 



ydnic21@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



 
 



 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Cassandra Pont 



miami fl 33155 



cassie9323@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Dora Huskey 



Aventura Fl 33180 



dorahuskey@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Yesenia Martin 



miami fl 33126 



yesi11588@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Vega Lorena 



33175 



lovega23@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Maria Saez 



33133 



maria.saez004@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Maday Fernandez 



princeton fl 33032 



blusprnkl@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Ruth Patris 
florida city fl 33034 



ruthpatris@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Fabio Nascimento 



miami fl 33179 
fnascime@mdc.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Chris Gilbert 



hialeah fl 33015 



baku91@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Marcela Jackson 



miami fl 33157 



mfabulous@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Donna Brown 



miami fl 33157 
dbrownri@mdc.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Corine Villazon 



miami fl 33186 



corine91158@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Roy 



33015 florida hialeah 



aiswariaroy@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Nadine Pierre 



Miami Florida 33147 



nadinepierre001@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Laurent Djinie 



miami gardens fl 33056 



dlauren232@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Cassandra Jean 
33162 



cassandrajean87@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Grace Fils-Aime 
Miami fl 33157 



gracepascal@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Helen Kindelan 
miami fl 33161 



helen.kindelan001@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Sandra Mcdowell 



miami fl 33127 



sandralorenzo@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Edgar Peralta 



pembroke pines florida 33026 



edgarmd21@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Josue Molina 
miami fl 33125 



me@josuemolina.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Jenna Fainberg 



miami fl 33129 



jennafain@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Teresa Evans 
miami. fl 33169 



career0915@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Yamile Armas 



homestead Fl 33033 



chama1268@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Julienne Kabuansey 



Miami  



ntumbajulia@yahoo.fr 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Nathalie De Los Santos 



pembroke pines fl 33024 



nathalie.delossantos@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Ryan Myers 
miami,fl,33174 



rnyers1994@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Jose Rovira 



miami fl 33194 



jfrov11@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Emmy Alexis 



miami 



princessemmy01@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Sean Cooley 
miami fl 33125 



seansgoodlife@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Joanne Jolis 
33142 



jolisjoanne@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Dukens Obain  



miami fl 33138 



duklover04@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Armando Yepez 



miami florida 33032 



arjuyec@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Negron 



33134 
rdnegron@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Carlos Flores 



miami florida 33145 



carlos.flores013@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Melissa Damiscar 



miami fl 33167 



mellydamia05@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Labady 



North Miami Florida 33161 



armantelabady@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Claudette Coombs 



Davie fl 33331 



ccoombs@mdc.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
West Lester 



fl 33169 



lwest@mdc.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Kathia Edward 



miami fl 33138 



kedward509@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Annette Izquierdo 



cutler bay fl 33157 



izquierdo9771@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Terry Kernen 



miami fl  33196 



terrykernen@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Cleveland Gaiter 



miami fl 33189 



Bigcleve@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Michael Cabrera 



miami fl 33177 



mikecabrera84@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Cecilio Lecusay 



Miami fl 33176 



cecilio.lecusay001@mymdc.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Arlen Vega 



Miami FL 33125 



arlenvega3@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Janet Lockett 



miami fl 33147 



jlockett@mdc.edu.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Cheryl Secada 



hialeah florida 33016 



cheryl.secada001@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Hope Threats 



miami fl 33056 



threatsh@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Bruce Lawrence 



miami fl 331055 



blawrence@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 



 
Sincerely, 



Samantha Uria 



hialeah fl 33012 



samantha.uria001@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Noah Mostkoff 



miami beach florida 33140 



mstkff@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Jose Flores 



33170 



jose.flores009@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Demeatria Williams 



33401 



lilmima_0327@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Nagai Belfleur 



orlando florida 32808 



mrskim96@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Michael Elliott 



fort lauderdale fl 33304 
mjelliott@alumni.utexas.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Ramon Brown 



fort lauderdale fl 33309 



bramon11@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Anjelicia Lee 



miami gardens fl 33054 



anjelicia.taylor@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Ja’maree Davis 



margate florida 33068 



jdavis30294@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Geavoni Miller 



miami gardens 33054 



gea.miller@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Erick Dolsaint 



Miami Garden Fl 33311 



edolsaint@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Wilsandley Jacques 



fort.pierce,fl,34950 



wilsandleyj@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Erica Johnson 



miami gardens 33054 



erica.johnson1187@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Malea 



ft.lauderdale 



jmalea@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Allia Hudnell 



west palm beach fl 33401 



allia.hudnell@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Tavionna Bradford 



jacksonville florida 32258 



tavionnabradford@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Aurelia Matthews 



miami gardens fl 33054 



aurelia.matthews@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Karima Berry 



columbus ohio 43231 



karima2794@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Quiana White 



Chicago IL 60617 



whitequiana@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Tashonda Stennis 



valrico fl 33594 



sspink11@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Frederic Niel 



33020 hollywod florida 



djsirfred@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Atarah Yisrael 



miami gardens fl 33054 



yisraelatarah@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Giyanna Burgess 



Fort Pierce, Fl 34946 



gburgess81@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Erick Webster 



miami florida 33147 



lwebster770@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Quincy Newman 



chicago il 60652 



quincy.newman@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Edson Segovia 



33020 



edsonlse@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Shannon Dixon 
miami fl 33169 



slatricedixon@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Korey Lewis 
33056 



koreylewis0614@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Tarrin Gary 



avon park florida 33825 



eldertdgary@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Ana Patrizzi 



33141 



anakapa1708@hotmail.es 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Seymour Dawson 



15800 N.W. 42nd Ave 
seymourdawson@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Lawyer Chalmers Iv 



memphis,tn 38116 



lawyerchalmers@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Aleeya Fernandez 



riviera beach fl 33404 



aleeyafernandes@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Jimmie Pitts  
15800 nw 42nd ave 33054 miami gardens,fl 



pittsj93@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Cheryl Simmons 



orlando florida 32818 



cherylsimmons.25@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Kevan Sharperson 
miami fl 33009 



sharpej55@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Tyree Matthews 



Miami Gardens 33054 



tyreebabydee92@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Cierra Jones 



jacksonville florida 32218 



cierrajones0728@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Julio Vera 
hollywood fl 33020 



julio_vera08@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Jabari Hopkins 



 



jhop1218@fmuniv.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Steve Blain 
miami 



steveblain01@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Nicholas Brown 



miami florida 33169 
dke305@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Monique De Leon 



33054 



jurheb@hotmail.co.uk 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Edward Williams 



miami florida 33054 



ewilliam@fmuniv.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
 



 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Francisco 



hollywood 



franciscoallegrov@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Wendell Paris 



Miramar FL 33025 



wendell.paris2@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Alexander Granison 



Miami Gardens fl 33054 



agranison0919@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Jean Charles 



homestead fl 33035 



jeancharles1125@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Wilmide Charles 



miami fl 33161 



wilmide_charles12@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Karece Webster 
pembroke pines FL 33025 



anguillageminiprincess@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Markisha Grant 



miami fl 33054 



mgrant2013@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Nashay Rivera 



33132 
vicky568@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Shaquille Malone 



Miami Gardens Florida 33054 



Shaqmalone@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Nathaniel Holmes 
miami fl 33167 



nholmes@fmuniv.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



 Lekir Calhoun 
homestead fl 33033 



lekircalhoun@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Josymar Travieso 
miami fl 33172 



josy_travieso@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



K`Licia Martin 



miami gardens fl 33054 



kmar0916@fmuniv.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 



 
Sincerely, 



Facundo Torres 



Hollywood FL 33020 



facutoba@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Steeve St.Fleur 



Miami Florida 33154 



Steeve8576@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 
 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 
 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Ottley Brathwaite 



miami florida 33015 



ottley82@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Wytney Dorvilus 



North Miami Beach FL 33162 



witneydorvilus@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Andrea Bryant 



orlando fl 32818 



andreabryant5375@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Valerie Vincente 



miami garden FL 33054 



valerievincente@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Breana Mcbride 



Miami FL 33147 



breana.mcbride@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Lisa-Gay 



33054 



lg-davis@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Ludnie 
miami 



auguste.ludnie@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Matthew Cunningham 



dania FL33004 



jessie.jess16@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Marquise Mcgriff 



Miami fl 33176 



mcquisemargriff@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Shannan Dooley Carmona 



miami fl 33185 



sdcarmona@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Vincent Dupree 



miami florida 33176 



dupreevincent@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Stephanie 



orlando fl 32808 



stephanie.derolus@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Bradley Tennen 



miami fl 33180 
btennen@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Liliana Mejia 



hialeah gardens fl 33018 



lovingflower@msn.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Joe Ellick 



margate fl 33063 



jellick3@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Danikha St.Preux 



13210memorial highway 



danikha.st001@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Georgette Silva 



33435 



199georgette_silva@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Bradley Georges 



miami fl 33157 



bradgeorges09@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Jevanye Carter 



riviera beach fl 33404 



jevanye@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Reshma 



miami fl 33015 



reshmav.rv@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Karrie Davis 



pompano beach fl 33060 



karriedavis26@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Jasmine Taylor 



miami gardens, florida 33054 



jasminemtaylor_12@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Bryce White 



orlando FL 32808 



brycewhite09@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Ednide Alexandre 
33168 



gian.21@hotmail.fr 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Alexysdawes 
boynton beach fl 33435 



alexysdawes16@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Ronald Simmons 



davie fl 33328 
rsimmons@mdc.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Mark Walker 



detroit mi 48221 



mwalker32.mw@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 11, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Gicardine Dort 



delray beach florida 33445 



geeflo@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 10, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Kenasha Symonette 



miami florida 33147 



kenasha.symonette@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Ludvelt Saintolien 



miami florida 33161 



lsaintolien@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Poomrat Rasamikomen 



miami fl 33141 
bamboo_49683@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Miliany Mercado 



miami florida 33142 



mmercado1d@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Trixy Ruiz 



miami fl 33142 



ruiz_trixy@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Brigitte Montalvan 



33009 



brigitt.montalvan001@mymdc.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Maria Alzate 



aventura fl 33180 



adaniela16@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Luis Ferre 



miami shores fl 33138 



lhoferre@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 
 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
 



 



 



Sincerely, 



William Hernandez 
miami fl 33135 



william.hernandez007@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Dimini Screen 



miami florida 33147 



diminiscreen69@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Keleah Rutledge 



Miami, Fl, 33056 



rkeleah@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Widlaure Jean 



miami fl 33023 



widlaurejean@rocketmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Blanca Gonzalez 



hialeah fl 33010 



blanqui481@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Darris Robinson 



miami fl 33157 



darrisr@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Leylani Machado 



miami fl 33183 



leylani0516@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 
 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Patrick Araujo 



hialeah florida 33012 



patrickaraujo96@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



 



 



 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Hernandez Roberto 



miami fl 33125 



rob4262290@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Deborah Fakanlu 



hollywood fl 33023 



deborahfakanlu@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Sergio Morales 



delray beach fl 33446 



morales_s@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Karen Caudillo 



33136 
karencaudillo@comcast.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Gina Augusto 



33130 



ginamariea2019@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Theressa Metayer 



miami florida 33138 



theressametayer@ymail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Carolina Di Francesco 



33160 



caro.difran@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Naima Mompoint 



miami fl 33128 



nayou_5@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Esther Lopez 



33125 



esther_0620@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Larry Frolick 



miami fl 33135 



lmfrolich@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Lii Backman 
Miami Beach florida 33139 



liam.beckschi@mymdc.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Luis Martinez 



miami fl 33145 
devilbutters@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
 



 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Rosemyta Damis 



miami fl 33127 



rosemyta6411@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Cristian Cortez 



33147 
cristiancortez5112@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Tim Lincoln 



miami FL 33132 



timlinc@att.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Liuba Espinoza 



hialeah fl 33010 



eliubamercedes@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Cristobal Martinez 



Miami FL 33126  



Academico1000@Lycos.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Ronmel Acosta 
Miami Beach Florida 33141 



jager33141@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Joshua Josey 



Opa Locka, FL, 33054 



joshua_josey@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Portia Davidson 



miami beach fl 33140 



portia.allegra@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Jorge Castillo 



Hialeah fl 33010 



jorgecastillobof@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Gerardo Ramos 



miami fl 33172 
gerardo.ramos001@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Rubiell Martinez 



Miami Beach Florida 33141 



rubiellmartinez@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Shaun Fedrick 



miami florida 33179 



fedrick.shaun1234@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Jean Maurency 



33161 



jeanmaurency@yahoo.com 
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From: chrisbarena@gmail.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:04:34 AM


This email is to advise you of my disapproval of the proposed location of the All Aboard Florida railroad tracks. It is
 inconceivable to think of what the high speed trains will do to the numerous Florida towns along the proposed
 route, as well as the dangers the trains would present to residents and the environment.


It is high time to put a stop to Big Business disrupting and ruining Florida's beautiful and quaint East Coast, and
 locate the high speed rails elsewhere.


We citizens of Florida's East Coast are the ones who live here. Please listen to us. Please HEAR us.


Christine B. Arena
chrisbarena@gmail.com


Sent from my iPad



mailto:chrisbarena@gmail.com
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From: Bill Murphy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: High speed train -
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 2:04:17 PM


To Whom It May Concern:
 
I am totally against your high speed train roaring through the Treasure Coast.  There is plenty of land
 west of those areas to achieve your goal.
 
Yours truly,
William C. Murphy



mailto:blmurphy57@gmail.com
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From: Shirley Coppola
To: negron.joe.web@flsenate.gov; debbie.mayfield@myfloridahouse.gov; rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com;


 AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Wednesday, October 1, 2014 1:13:42 PM


As a unit owner and resident of Vista Royal in Vero Beach, FL, which is directly effected by the increased rail
 traffic, and will be subject to the full brunt of the noise pollution, and the separation from emergency services,
 located west of the railroad tracks, I and many of the 2200 residents and voters in this community ask the that you
 reconsider the request from All Aboard Florida and deny all applications. We are in full support of the Board of
 Directors resolution.
RESOLUTION:
Be it resolved that the Vista Royale Board of Directors, representing a senior community of 1512 condos in Indian
 River County, bordering Route 1 and the current railroad tracks, is overwhelmingly against the All Aboard Florida
 proposal to add tracks allowing up to 32 passenger trains a day, traveling at high speeds, very close to our
 community. There are presently 3 railroad crossings (Oslo Road, 1st Street and 4th Street) that will be directly
 affected by the planned tracks and trains, limiting our access to emergency services, shopping and daily travel
 throughout Indian River County, as well as the safety issues associated with the additional trains.
Residents of Vista Royale are presently disturbed by the existing train noise throughout the day and night, and any
 additional trains and noise associated with them will only exacerbate this level of disturbance and severely limit
 our peaceful use of the many outdoor activities we currently enjoy. We are also concerned that Vista Royale's
 properties will decline in value because of the diminished access to our community and the increased noise
 generated by the high speed trains.
We request you utilize all of your efforts to STOP THIS TRAIN PROJECT FROM GOING FORWARD.
Shirley and Joe Coppola
37 Pine Arbor Lane
Vero Beach, FL 32962



mailto:shirleycoppola@yahoo.com
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From: ClevieB@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florids
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 8:09:57 PM


Mr. Winkle,
 
My wife and I are apposed to All Aboard Florida. 
 
Once the rails are improved to allow larger freight trains, the company will default on the loan leaving us
 the tax payers paying the bill.
 
We live on the wrong side of the tracks if we need to go to the emergency room.
 
Businesses and homes are too close to the tracks in Vero Beach for the high speed trains.
 
Boating will be destroyed as the draw bridges will be up more than they are down.
 
Environmental concerns will the train exhaust.
 
Please do not allow All Aboard Florida to destroy the Treasure Coast.
 
Bob & Mary Clevenstine
3425 65th Ave
Vero Beach, FL 32966
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From: Jerry Britt
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not All Aboard in Florida
Date: Saturday, September 20, 2014 12:12:43 PM


To whom it may concern:
 
I see no practical purpose to run passenger trains along the east coast of Florida. Last
 time I checked Orlando was in the middle of the state. Without any benefits to our
 coastal towns, only to be mired in traffic and burning our expensive fuel while your
 trains interrupt our lives here on the Treasure Coast.
 
You should run the tracks that Amtrak runs out of West Palm Beach which makes its
 way through the center of the state towards Orlando and Tampa. These tracks will
 allow for high speed travel and not impede our traffic on the roads and waterways.
 
Before you inflict such misery on our small coastal towns and cities reconsider the
 impact it would make on our lives and wallets. There is no winning for us in your
 proposal, redirect your lines where it makes the least impact and would run its most
 cost efficient route.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jerry Britt
Fort Pierce, Fl.
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From: Marlene Waters
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Tuesday, October 7, 2014 12:15:46 AM


My Name: Marlene Waters


My Email: mwaters722@gmail.com


My Address:


5060 Palm Ave., Cocoa, FL 32926


I am completely opposed to a high speed rail going thru Cocoa near my rural home in the
 country. What a great way to ruin a neighborhood, lifestyle, and property values.
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From: Bonanti, Christopher
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: 24 Comment Cards
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 5:12:35 PM
Attachments: image001.png
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image003.png
Comment Cards to FRA - 10-26-2014a.pdf


Mr. Winkle,
Please find 24 comment cards attached.
Thank you,
Chris
 
Christopher Bonanti
Director of Environmental Planning
All Aboard Florida


2855 Le Jeune Road | 4th Floor
Coral Gables, FL 33134
T: 305.520.2347 | C: 571.334.4807
Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com | allaboardflorida.com


Follow us:  


 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: The information contained in this transmission is privileged
 and confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or entity named
 above. No addressee should forward, print, copy, or otherwise reproduce this message in any
 manner that would allow it to be viewed by any individual not originally listed as a recipient.
 If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
 unauthorized disclosure, dissemination, distribution, copying of this transmission or the
 taking of any action in reliance on the information herein is strictly prohibited. If you have
 received this transmission in error, please immediately reply to sender that you have received
 this communication in error and then delete it. Thank you.
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From: Rosi McCluney Shepard
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 2:22:27 PM


This train will completely destroy the historic little town of Stuart Florida. If the tracks out west in Indiantown  are
 used for it it would be fine. This community thrives on tourism, and no planned stops will not increase tourism, just
 leave a lot of delay in auto and boat traffic. Not to mention critical access to hospitals in time of urgency. Put the
 train west of Stuart on the Indiantown tracks.  If all aboard Florida can't make this happen, we don't want it in our
 town.


Rosi McCluney Shepard
Scott Edward Shepard


1003 SE 15 CT,
Stuart, Florida 34996


772-323-7037
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From: Barry Burge
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: High speed train between Orlando and Miami
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 10:47:03 AM


October 28, 2014


John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue S. E.
Room W38-31
Washington, D.C.. 20590


Dear Mr. Winkle


It is quite obvious the proposed rail plan is prepared to most facilitate the initiators at the lowest cost to them and in
 the most expeditious time possible, while casting a huge detrimental financial and environmental cost on to the
 residents of a large portion of the east coast.  Not even to mention the health, safety or of lowering the quality of life
 to the hundreds of thousands of people this will affect now and hugely more so if it requires expansion in the
 future.  Were the previous determinations wrong in moving the major highway systems west of the most populated
 areas?
    
 In view of the recent train derailments in the west, the question will not be a question of if, but when one of these
 high speed trains will hit a school bus, a gas tanker truck or derail within a city.  There will also be innumerable
 delays of emergency vehicles along the breadth of this track.  Is the local tax payer to bare the costs of all the
 barricades, crossing protections and sound abatements?  What is their benefit?  This proposed system will only
 generate a shadow along the east coast of Florida diminishing more of the cherished beauty and quality of life of
 living in Florida. This is not a future orientated plan.


Respectfully,


Barry G. Burge
18 Vista Palm Lane
Unit 204
Vero Beach, Florida 32962
Sent from my iPad



mailto:bgburge@hotmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Marie Rokjer
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 9:39:56 AM


As a unit owner and resident of Vista Royale, which is directly effected by the
 increased in rail traffic, and will be subject to the full brunt of the noise pollution, and
 the separation from emergency services, located west of the RR tracks, I and many
 of the 2200 residents and voters in this community ask the commission reconsider
 the request from AAF, and denies all applications..We are in full support of our Board
 of Directors resolution.
Sincerely,
Marie & Dan Rokjer,
64 Woodland Dr #207
Vero Beach, FL 32962


RESOLUTION
Be It Resolved That the Vista Royale Board of Directors, representing a


 senior community of 1512 condos in Indian River County, bordering Route 1 and
 the current railroad tracks, is overwhelmingly against the All Aboard Florida
 proposal to add tracks allowing up to 32 passenger trains a day, travelling at high
 speeds, very close to our community. There are presently 3 railroad crossings (Oslo
 Road, 1st Street and 4th Street) that will be directly affected by the planned tracks
 and trains, limiting our access to emergency services, shopping and daily travel
 throughout Indian River County, as well as the safety issues associated with the
 additional trains.


Residents of Vista Royale are presently disturbed by the existing train noise
 throughout the day and night, and any additional trains and noise associated with
 them will only exacerbate this level of disturbance and severely limit our peaceful
 use of the many outdoor activities we currently enjoy. We are also concerned that
 Vista Royale’s properties will decline in value because of the diminished access to
 our community and the increased noise generated by the high speed trains.


We request you utilize all of your efforts to STOP THIS TRAIN PROJECT
 FROM GOING FORWARD.
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From: bjletts39
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Freight
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:18:44 AM


It is obvious to everyone here in Indian River and St. Lucie counties that the AAF
project is all about freight.  If it were about passenger service, there would be
passenger terminals in every county between Miami and Orlando.


This project belongs in the middle of the state where fewer people are affected.
The East Coast Railway cuts through the middle of all our little towns and the current
 freight trains are enough of a problem without adding AAF.


Barbara & David Letts
Fort Pierce FL
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From: Sherrie Facchine
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: Not All Aboard!
Date: Monday, November 3, 2014 11:24:33 AM


Dear Sirs,
I have been following the All Aboard Florida debacle from the beginning, and it is quite clear
 that the FRC is attempting to portray the new passenger rail as the answer to all our prayers
 when it's quite the opposite for those of us in Palm Beach and Martin Counties.  They've also
 been very "sketchy" and not forthcoming with information and much of their "facts" are only
 guesses and conjecture.  This rail system will seriously and negatively affect my quality of
 life in Jupiter and I DO NOT WANT IT!  It's also obvious that this new rail system is not at
 all about moving people, but really about moving more freight, from Miami to points north. 
 Why not tell it like it is?
I moved to Jupiter because of the quiet, serene quality of life here and I don't want it ruined by
 this unwanted train.
 
Regards,
 
Sherrie Facchine
Jupiter, Florida
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From: Chris
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 6:43:12 AM


My Name: Chris


My Email: bensonian1002@yahoo.com


My Address:


481 Francesca ridge road, boynton beach florida, 33435


this increase in rail traffic will slow down the ability of first responders, increase the need for
 first responders due to traffic and pedestrian related accidents, and lower property values of
 residences living along the railroad.


This cannot be allowed to push through
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From: Bonanti, Christopher
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: 25 comment cards
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 5:15:13 PM
Attachments: image001.png
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Mr. Winkle,
Please find 25 comment cards attached.
Thank you,
Chris
 
Christopher Bonanti
Director of Environmental Planning
All Aboard Florida


2855 Le Jeune Road | 4th Floor
Coral Gables, FL 33134
T: 305.520.2347 | C: 571.334.4807
Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com | allaboardflorida.com


Follow us:  


 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: The information contained in this transmission is privileged
 and confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or entity named
 above. No addressee should forward, print, copy, or otherwise reproduce this message in any
 manner that would allow it to be viewed by any individual not originally listed as a recipient.
 If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
 unauthorized disclosure, dissemination, distribution, copying of this transmission or the
 taking of any action in reliance on the information herein is strictly prohibited. If you have
 received this transmission in error, please immediately reply to sender that you have received
 this communication in error and then delete it. Thank you.
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From: eatonappraisals
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:13:19 AM


To:  Federal Railroad Administration (FRA)


As a resident of St. Lucie County I have been following the proposed All Aboard Florida
 (AAF) plan to install a high speed passenger rail service from Orlando to Miami.  The
 response to this plan from residents along the Treasure Coast counties (Indian River, St. Lucie
 and Martin counties) has been overwhelmingly negative.  I realize that the other counties
 south of the Treasure Coast (Palm Beach, Broward and Dade) have had different reactions
 and it seems evident that at least a partial reason for this is the perceived benefits from being a
 "stop" along the way.  The 3 Treasure Coast counties are "donor" areas where no stops are
 planned--which means the residents of these counties are expected to "take one for the team".


I have been a Florida resident since late 1980--the entire time spent in St. Lucie county. 
 During these 34 years I have seen a tremendous amount of changes in population and overall
 growth.  The Treasure Coast counties have not always gotten along, either;  squabbling over
 various issues from time to time.  However, I have never seen such a singularity of mind on
 an issue as I have on the All Aboard Florida plan.  The local governments as well as the
 overwhelming majority of residents are united against AAF.  The Public Comment meetings
 in the 3 Treasure Coast counties hosted by AAF were well attended but seems that those
 attending never really were provided a chance to share their feelings at these meetings.


By now I'm sure you have received numerous emails and letters detailing the reasons for this
 negative reaction:  perceived economic, environmental and "quality of life" impacts are
 expected to be disastrous for these 3 counties.  As a small business owner, while I am not
 directly impacted by the railroad tracks since I live in Port St. Lucie I DO question the
 "financial logic" of this endeavor.  As best I can tell from my own research, there is not a
 single passenger rail system in the USA that is profitable--including the highly used ones in
 the urban areas.  More locally, even the Tri-Rail service from West Palm Beach to Miami
 loses money every year in spite of decent ridership.  As a business owner who has to consider
 cost vs. return, it seems illogical to fund what would seem to be another sure "loser" in terms
 of finances.  And a probably BIG loser at that.  Why would a government funded agency like
 the FRA even consider such a likely loss when the federal government is in such poor shape
 already? It seems irresponsible.


Of course, I realize that all decisions are not made strictly on a "financial" basis.  But the AAF
 proposal will definitely have a negative impact on the quality of life in the 3 "donor"
 counties.  I don't even think a decision to include stops in these 3 counties would overcome
 that.  As a real estate appraiser with 30+ years experience I can say that there will definitely
 be an impact on property values in the areas having close proximity to the railroad tracks. 
 The current low frequency of freight trains is bad enough--but add 32 daily additional trips
 from the passenger train and the impact is magnified tremendously.  I am not qualified to
 speak to the environmental impacts but have read numerous comments by others who are
 qualified and the consensus is that the additional rail traffic would have horrible effects.


Is there a better solution? I'm sure you have received the suggestion about running the planned
 passenger service in a more direct route through the center of the state--more closely
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 mirroring the turnpike or I-95.  This route would solve the bulk of the complaints by the
 Treasure Coast counties but of course comes at a much greater cost to construct the tracks. 
 And as I have already indicated, the project seems doomed to be a major financial "loser". 
 However, if the government feels it is obligated to provide improved transportation services
 for the public--and all choices are going to lose money--why not choose the option that "does
 less harm" to the citizens?  The additional cost to build the tracks in the center of the state is a
 one-time event vs. the ongoing blowback that will surely happen if the project is completed as
 planned.


Thank you for listening.


Keith A. Eaton
President
Eaton Appraisal & Research
Ph:772.812.3880  Fax:772.336.4621








From: Rachel Lapointe
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: High speed train
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 4:43:18 PM


I am a resident of Vista Royale and I am against the high speed train proposal.
Rachel Lapointe


Sent from my iPad
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From: Jack Sopher
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Sunday, October 19, 2014 8:42:42 PM


Dear Sirs/ladies,


My wife and I have big concerns about All Aboard Florida.  We can't imagine why there is a need to have
 32 trains racing thru our area each day at high speeds, without any of them making a stop in our area
 that would offer us that service.  During the Winter Season, our Highways and our Rivers are crowded
 with autos and boats.   It's bad enough that the freight trains currently running thru our area create traffic
 back ups for both cars and boats.   Increasing the rains would also could affect Emergency vehicles
 getting to their destinations quickly.


Increased noise, falling property values, and increased bridge and rail crossing maintenance would also
 be a big concern.  


It also scares us that they are asking for over a Billion dollars in government loans.


We think the plan as it is right now, would be a terrible plan and a good chance that our government (us)
 would lose money when it fails.


We would hope that your organization would deem this plan "Unworkable".


Sincerely, 


JACK and BARBARA SOPHER
773 NETTLES BOULEVARD
JENSEN BEACH, FLORIDA 34957
772-229-3762
772-229-8045 - Fax
jdsopher@aol.com  
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From: Schreiber, William
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Opposition
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 11:02:17 AM


To Whom It May Concern:
We are opposed to the proposed rail line running through Indian River County. The area through
 which the trains will run is highly congested, with a numerous bridges.
With 32 trains a day, the noise from train whistles throughout the day and the necessity to open and
 shut the bridges, some of which are quite old, will disrupt people’s lives.
If  a rail line is needed, it should be constructed further west where the population is lighter and the
 trains will cause less disruption and inconvenience.
Thank you for your consideration.
 
William and Louise Schreiber
1865 Bay Rd. Unit 109
Vero Beach, FL 32963


 This email has been scanned for email related threats and delivered safely by Mimecast.
For more information please visit http://www.mimecast.com
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From: NANDO CUCCURESE
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not All Aboard
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 10:54:53 AM


I am a  home owner on the St. Lucie waterway in Stuart Fl.. I dreamed of living on this beautiful
  waterway for many years.  I understand that this proposed train will traverse a train bridge
 located in Stuart over 32 times a day thus changing my travel to the inlet from no fixed bridges to
 most of the time FIXED. This will impact  home values not just to me but to over 1000 homes
 values located near this bridge over night. I ask the powers to be to please do not approve
 this project. 
 
Nando Cuccurese
 772-349-3175
email- nando5590@yahoo.com
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From: Elllen Di Meglio
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:36:06 AM


My Name: Elllen Di Meglio


My Email: efdm0201@yahoo.com


My Address:


592 Metalmark Way
Sebastian, Fl. 32958


This train is of no benefit to the locals in the treasure coast area. Alll we are going to get here
 is the inconvenience of the train going through our towns and the noise. Not to mention the
 increased danger at the crossings. As usual it's another brainless idea of big business. We are
 against this train!
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From: Micco Home Owners
To: john.winkle@dot.gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com; bill@billnelson.senate.gov; Greg_Langowski@rubio.senate.gov;


 Congressman.Posey@mail.house.gov; gardiner.andy.web@flsenate.gov; Thad Altman;
 john.tobia@myfloridahouse.gov; steve.crisafulli@myfloridahouse.gov; ritch.workman@myfloridahouse.gov;
 tom.goodson@myfloridahouse.gov; ananth.prasad@dot.state.fl.us; Commissioner, D3; Commissioner, D1;
 Commissioner, D2; Commissioner, D4; Commissioner, D5; Knox, Scott L; Whitten, Stockton E; Chelle Woods;
 Joan Legue; Jan Black; Sue Olson; jcstargate@att.net; Henriette Daulton; Gloria Fleming; Dick Gee; Joanne
 Paganelli; Barbara Reisert; Wilma Weglein; Rita Poiet; atwellem@hotmail.com


Subject: 2nd list of comments on All Aboard Florida and the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Date: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 3:37:15 PM
Attachments: 1- Micco- CDBG - MAP.pdf


 DATE:  November 25, 2014


 


TO: John.Winkle@DOT.gov and AAF_comments@vhb.com
 (AAF_comments@vhb.com)


 


FROM:  Micco Homeowner’s Association      Email address:
 miccohomeowners@gmail.com


 


SUBJECT:  All Aboard Florida Comments on the Draft Environmental
 Impact Statement


-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------- 


Micco Homeowner’s Association represents more than 9,000 residents of
 unincorporated Brevard County living in the neighborhoods of Barefoot
 Bay, Fleming Grant, Little Hollywood, Pelican Bay, River Grove, and Snug
 Harbor Lakes & Village  


 


Unlike the All Aboard Florida’s request for a RRIF loan, the Office of
 Housing and Urban Development (HUD) does not provide Community
 Development Block Grant assistance to businesses or organizations. 


 


Not. Less than 70 percent of CDBG funds must be used for activities that
 benefit low and moderate-income persons.
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Micco Homeowner’s Association is providing for you careful review our list
 of concerns regarding the Micco Neighborhood Strategy - Community
 Development Block Grant and the impacts of the FEC Railway/All Aboard
 Florida project as follows:


 


Page 4-110 Affected Development Table 4.4.2.4, 


1.    The DEIS fails to identify Census Tract 652.34 which includes
 unincorporated Micco in south Brevard County.  


2.    Within the census tract is Brevard County’s Micco Neighborhood
 Strategy – Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) area.  


Appendix: 4.4.2 B Poverty Populations in Figure 5-2b


 


1.    The DEIS also fails to identify the CDBG area in this document. 


a.    The geographic boundary of the Micco’s CDBG area includes
 about half of our Micco community beginning at Micco Road and
 continuing south to the Brevard County line (see attachment #1). 


b.    Funded with CDBG dollars is the Brevard County’s South
 Mainland Community Center which offers after school and senior
 programs as well as a variety of other community activities. 
 CDBG funds were also used to make improvements to Micco Park
 a local community park. 


The DEIS also fails to provide information or identify several foot paths in
 Micco that cross the Florida East Coast Railway tracks.  One of these foot
 paths allows access to the South Mainland Community (as referenced
 earlier within CDBG area) from a sub-division on the west-side of the FEC
 tracks (see attachment #2). 


c.    The DEIS fails to provide any information on what safety
 measures will be installed at foot paths crossing the FEC/AAF
 tracks. Pedestrians will have difficulty judging the time it will take
 for the train to reach their location when some trains are traveling







 at lower speeds and some are trains traveling at 110 mph or
 nearly two miles a minute. 


d.    If there is a fence or pedestrian gate area installed, residents
 should have a say in the decision and local taxpayers should NOT
 fund these safety improvements.  


Micco Homeowner’s Association is respectfully asking the Railroad
 Administration to reject the flawed Draft Environmental Statement and to
 direct All Aboard Florida to do their due diligence and provide needed facts
 that truly justify this proposal through a new DEIS process. 


 


Additionally, all safety improvements recommended by the Federal Railroad
 Administration should by installed, maintained and funded by All Aboard
 Florida - not local governments.


 


Florida already has a passenger train that goes from Miami to Orlando and
 no one rides it.  It’s called Amtrak 


 


Sincerely,


 


Micco Homeowner’s Association


Miccohomeowners@gmail.com


 


(2) Attachments


 


Copy: Governor Scott, Senator Nelson, Senator Rubio, Congressman
 Posey, State Senator Gardiner, State Senator Altman, Representative
 Tobia, Representative Goodman Representative Workman, Speaker
 Crisafulli, FDOT Secty Prasad, Corps of Engineers


Micco Homeowners Board of Directors, Brevard County Board of County



mailto:Miccohomeowners@gmail.com





 Commissioner and County Manager


 


 


 








From: Carolyn Bigler
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:14:53 AM


Put the railroad out of the cities.  How about beside the Florida
 turnpike.  Inconvenience a few cows and not thousands of humans.
Whatever are you people thinking?  I vote NO for the All Aboard Florida
 as it is currently planned.
Carolyn Bigler   9550 S. Ocean Drive,  #608,  Jensen Beach, Florida


This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus
 protection is active.
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From: Terry Laabs
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: High speed train
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 2:43:10 PM


I'm opposed to this train coming through my Vero Beach community for many reasons: fire and
 rescue stations on the other side of track, ambulances on opposite side of track from hospitals,
 crossings are close to my community and homes where there will be many, many whistle
 soundings that will disrupt the quiet we do have, property values are just starting to go up from
 the "crash" and these trains will send it downward again.  Many of our favorite eateries and other
 businesses are very close (a matter of yards) to the tracks, we can see these businesses closing
 due to lack of business.  I suspect there will be much more freight trains than passengers and I
 can imagine long waits at these crossings.  We already have some very long trains with excess of
 50 or more cars. 
It seems there are other places to set up these trains, like in the center of the state along CR27 or
 possibly along the Florida turnpike/I95 IF it is really necessary to have more trains.  Folks are
 also wondering what the cost will be for passengers to travel from Miami to Orlando?  I can't see 
 family tourists paying for transportation to travel when they could have more movability with an
 auto.
I don't like my tax dollar being spent on something that I didn't get to vote upon.
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From: Sally Barrett
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: towncouncil@jupiter.fl.us; Sue Bechtold
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Thursday, October 30, 2014 3:23:32 PM


ATTN: JOHN WINKLE


My husband and I chose Jupiter, FL for our place of retirement.  It has a beautiful small town feeling.  I do
 not mind being inconvenienced by the railroad crossing closings, when fourteen (14) 100 or more freight
 cars tear through our community at a high rate of speed, because that is the price of keeping our economy
 strong.  I will mind being inconvenienced with 52 railroad crossing gates closing every day.  If the
 privately funded company for ALL ABOARD FLORIDA thinks that a passenger train traveling through
 Jupiter will only take 1.7 minutes and a freight train passing through Jupiter will only take 2.8 minutes.
 This is just not correct.  Have you thought about the time it takes to lower and lift the gates?  How about
 the time it takes to allow all the backed up traffic to pass through the intersection?  You might think about
 recalculating this figure.


The Loxahatchee River Bridge railroad crossing will stop the boats attempting to get to the inter coastal
 waterway or to the inlet 52 times a day for 12 minutes each time  That adds up to 10.4 hours per day.
  Who wants to buy river front property in Jupiter and Tequesta?  Do you think all of this affects our
 property values? YES, of course it does.


If Amtrak and Tri-Rail has passenger trains from Orlando to Miami to Orlando daily,  then WHY DO WE
 RESIDENTS LIVING IN JUPITER, NOT ONLY NEAR THE RAILROAD TRACKS, HAVE TO BE SO
 INCONVENIENCED?  What is good about this for Jupiter residents?


If you live on the ocean side of the railroad tracks and happen to be having a heart attack, or need an
 ambulance, trying to get to the hospital during any of these 52 closings could be a matter of life or death!


I object to this forward and future thinking!  There is no need for this “ALL ABOARD FLORIDA".


sally_barrett 
barrettct@comcast.net
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From: JOYCE STOLTZ
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Plans
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 5:30:18 PM


You say this is a proposed plan, but they're already making the high
 speed rail cars in California. Sounds like a done deal to me, which we
 all know it is. This is Rick Scott's baby and I pray he is not elected
 for a second term.


What possible benefit does this bring to folks living between West Palm
 Beach and Orlando. It will only bring us a lot more noise and ground
 vibration in addition to decreasing our property values. This whole
 Rick Scott plan stinks and palms are being greased I'm sure.


My wife and I are extremely frustrated by this whole stinking plan and
 probably will sell our home and move out of our lovely neighborhood,
 which we have lived in for the past 34 years. Hopefully Mr. Scott will
 move on much sooner.


That's about all we have to say about this lousy thing that's going to
 be built within a quarter mile of our home.
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From: Bud McCall
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not All Aboard
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:15:09 AM


I am just an ordinary citizen, retired in Ft Pierce, FL. I can't believe we are being railroaded by
 the people that are supposed to protect us. 


I live just off US1 south of FECRR crossing at Edwards Rd. To get emergency care we must go
 north on US1 to the health center in FT Pierce. This road is already congested by local traffic
 especially when school is in session with the school buses picking-up and discharging children.
 When a freight train crosses, traffic already is a mess for 10 - 15 minutes. 


The propose addition of more freight and 32 all aboard trains per day........


You'll have got to be kidding when you claim the the impact will be minimal.


Big money rules I suppose but what happened to the people who has bought property here
 and now have to deal with this proposal. 
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From: michael and lauren Stango
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:47:12 AM


My Name: michael and lauren Stango


My Email: traderms@comcast.net


My Address:


18254 Perigon Way, Jupiter, FL 33458


John Winkle and Coast Guard District 7,
My name is Michael Stango and I live at 18254 Perigon Way, Jupiter, FL. 33458. Which is
 located west of the train bridge
on the Loxahatchee River. I am an avid boater and fisherman. I own a 34’ Pursuit Drummond
 Sport Fisherman, which is powered by twin Yamaha 350’s.
Unfortunately, I could not attend the meeting held at the Jupiter Community Center.
I am personally appalled when I read the small window used in January to evaluate our boat
 traffic. I have lived on the river since 2008
and boat throughout the year. My limited access time to get in and out of the river is
 concerning for many reasons, which I am sure was expressed by
many residents. My main concern is safety. The Loxahatchee is aligned directly behind the
 inlet, which causes significantly strong currents. I don’t
know if we have a camera located on the train bridge or on the AIA bridge. If not, I would ask
 for consideration to mount one or two for a period
of time that would allow for an accurate count of boat traffic. More importantly, focusing on
 the summer, spring months and especially Holiday weekends.
Living directly across from the sand bar, I can confirm 50 to 75 boats a day are beached
 frequently. To use a short window in January is unacceptable.
My safety concerns have been an issue since I moved on the river. During the warmer months,
 especially in the summer
the boat back up at the train bridge is horrific. In the summer months the majority of boaters
 are teenagers or in their early twenty’s. Ninety five 
percent of them have never taken a Coast Guard class or are aware that a boat with the
 “current” has the right of way! When that bridge opens
it’s like the start of the Indy 500. Vessels like mine with significant weight in the back, will
 have their stern slide out with the current. I have had many
close collisions over the years. Specifically, when an approaching boat will “not” give me the
 right of way. Leaving me no alternative but to increase my speed causing 
a large wake in a very narrow opening. I have witnessed, boats brushing up against one
 another, objects being thrown at boats and verbal exchanges
that may have lead to physical confrontation.
We are all blessed with what mother nature has given us. A for profit train should not
 jeopardize our freedoms and safety!


Sincerely,
Michael Stango
18254 Perigon Way, Jupiter, FL. 33458



mailto:traderms@comcast.net
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From: Eileen Healy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: 32 passenger trains....
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:35:55 AM


32 passenger trains?  Has anyone taken a survey as to the demand for
 this?  How many people need hi-speed transportation from Miami to
 Orlando via Cocoa Beach???  Ridiculous!


Absolutely no benefit to any of our awesome coastal communities only
 future taxpayers burden!


No to All Aboard Florida!


George P. Healy
5817 Pine Ridge Cir
Vero Beach, FL
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From: Dave Bigler
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:21:56 AM


Please do not spoil our quaint small town atmosphere by running too many trains through our towns
 at high speeds.  There is plenty of land along the Florida Turnpike and I-95 on which new rail lines
 could be built.  That way, the high speed trains would bother very few of the population.  And
 getting a loan from the Federal Government should be prohibited.  We scarcely have enough money
 as it is to keep our country afloat.
 
Frankly, I really doubt if there is enough ridership to warrant 32 trains per day.  I wonder how many
 trains per day run from Boston to NYC and Washington, DC.  I doubt that there are 32.  And those
 trains are mostly elevated so as to not bother traffic.
 
A large part of our economy here on the Treasure Coast is derived from the boating industry.  The 32
 trains per day will severely damage that industry with the delays made by bridge openings.


Sincerely,
 
David Bigler
9550 S. Ocean Drive, Apt. 608
Jensen Beach, FL 34957


This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software. 
www.avast.com
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From: Wilette Murphy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: High speed trains thru stuart fla
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 5:27:24 PM


NO!! This is our worst nightmare!  I have lived here in Stuart Fla for 33 years.. We have painstakingly built our
 little town up to be avery fun funky tourist/locals friendly town!  Thousands of hard earned money has gone into
 restoring this town. The tracks separate a newly developed part of town with new shops and restaurants that we can
 walk to. This project will destroy everything we have worked for here! Please!! Hear us!! The tracks can go out
 west of here.. Creating jobs.. We beg you ! Hear our little voice.. We are saying NO!keep this away from our
 beautiful town .. Come and see us for yourself! Thankyou, Wilette Murphy
Sent from my iPhone
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From: muphen@verizon.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Wednesday, November 5, 2014 7:48:31 PM


I am in opposition to the All Aboard Florida proposal. It makes absolutely no sense to put a train
 through the heart of busy cities when there are CSX rails already in place west of populated cities.
 Residents would not have extended waiting times more frequently than we have now at crossings,
 will not impact maritime travel, will not delay emergency calls to the hospital,and would be safer
 if the current rails west were used. There would be more opportunities for expansion and less
 opposition if the western rails were used. Let's use some common sense !
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From: Pam
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Project
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2014 9:54:49 PM


Hello, I am a Florida resident, and I support the All Aboard Project. Please support this project. Thank you, Pam
 Cummings.
Sent from my iPhone
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From: kmpr414@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not All Aboard
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:50:07 AM


I am a resident of Jensen Beach Florida and I have many concerns about your plan. The main
 one is the bridge over the St Lucie River
In Stuart. It would be closed more than it would be open. PLEASE STOP THIS NOW and
 rethink your options. 
Thank You


Kimberly Reed 
2551 NE Pinecrest Lakes Blvd 
Jensen Beach Florida 


Sent from XFINITY Connect Mobile App
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From: Karl Richardson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:19:57 AM


My Name: Karl Richardson


My Email: kritr4@bellsouth.net


My Address:


7997 SE VIlla
Hobe Sound, FL 33455


As a taxpaying voter, I urge you to stop these trains from running through our community. Our
 peaceful way-of-life, our non-congested roadways and our waterway bridges right-of-way
 will be violated by a greedy company. These things have happened before in America and
 always take years to correct. Please STOP the All Aboard Florida project before it happens.
This issue will not go away for the citizens of the Treasure Coast.
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From: Duira Root
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: 32 plus trains a day!!!
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 2:48:02 PM


This is nonsense and must be stopped now!  There is not a passenger
Service in this country that makes money.   This will ruin our town of
Stuart, FL, and all the towns on the Treasure Coast.  If these railroads
Must run, let them use the tracks running through the middle of the
State where the populations are minimal.  Please save us!
Duira Root
Tax payor from Martin county, Florida
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From: Harriet Fordham
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:39:01 AM


The Town of Stuart will be destroyed by this project.  I can foresee adding a minimum of 30 to
 45 minutes to make a doctor's appointment at an office on or near Route 1.  The downtown,
 which has struggled for years because of lack of parking, will die if long waiting times are
 added.  I project that property values on homes anywhere near the railway tracks will fall
 40%. I feel my property, although away from a rail line, will fall in value by at least 20%.  This
 is a beautiful little town--as is Vero Beach--and it will go into an immediate decline.  Is making
 money worth destroying a whole natural corridor of beautiful small towns?  I hope not.  I also
 feel that the government, in this case the federal government, should be open and above
 board in their assessment of this project.  The people who are in this to make vast amounts of
 money should not be the ones writing the report.  Harriet Fordham, 2804 S.E. Dune Drive,
 Stuart, Florida 34996 
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From: URSULA LEAHY
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: High speed trains
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:28:15 PM


From: ruleahy@msn.com
To: AAF_comments@vhb.com
Subject: High speed trains
Date: Wed, 3 Dec 2014 11:56:36 -0500


We do not want non-stop, high speed trains running through Indian River County multiple
 times per day. Your proposal offers no service, or benefit, to residents and tourists here in
 Indian River County.  Further, your proposed non-stop high speed trains will cause traffic
 problems, noise problems and added danger all along the line to both people and wildlife. 
 Send your trains on an inland route directly from West Palm Beach to Orlando, not through
 our communities and downtown areas.
Robert and Ursula Leahy
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From: conniecaramba
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 8:55:46 AM


The proposed All Aboard Florida would be a disaster to the city of Stuart.  As a small
 business owner on SW Osceola ST, 2 blocks from the rr tracks, 23 or 32 freight
 trains coming through the city would destroy business by preventing reasonable
 access to the downtown and the hospital.


On the environmental side, the noise and vibration would cause irreparable harm to
 birds, dolphins and other creatures.


Why destroy the east coast of Florida?  it's all about the money.


Please come up with another plan to move freight from Miami.


Constance Mainwaring


Stuart fl 34994
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From: Gordon Nedwed
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard RR comment
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 12:03:33 PM


I stand strongly opposed to the All Aboard project as planned. I feel there are far superior
 alternatives such as using the rail lines towards the center of the state that will not have a fraction
 of the environmental, inshore boat traffic, disruption to communities and safety issues that I feel
 will result in rail road crossing injuries and  death. It’s way to populated to have high speed train
 lines through the planned areas. Do what’s right for the people of Florida and not the wealthy
 business men who want to use Federal funds for a doomed project based on concocted number of
 passengers only to be converted to all freight lines paid for by public money. Think of us and the
 piece of paradise we have now and not the constant sound of trains 24/ 7.
Gordon Nedwed
Hobe Sound, FL
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From: Lisa Troute
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not All Aboard
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:49:48 AM


John Winkle,


Has anyone considered the QUALITY of life that residents along the treasure coast will have when we have 32
 additional trains bisecting our communities?  Corporations should not be allowed to steam roll their projects over
 the wishes of the communities that will be impacted.  Boat travel on our waterways will be constricted by railroad
 bridges, emergency personnel won’t have quick access to the “other side of the tracks” where hospitals may be
 located, automobile traffic will back up at RR crossings impacting travel time to appointments, and most
 importantly--the train is not needed because we already have Amtrak on the SEC tracks to the west, which provides
 reasonably priced tickets from Miami to Orlando.  Please—NO to All Aboard Florida.


Lisa Troute
Jupiter, Florida



mailto:lisat@bellsouth.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Jacqueline Eubanks
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:31:17 PM


My Name: Jacqueline Eubanks


My Email: grandtier@bellsouth.net


My Address:


4593 SE Waterford Drive, Stuart FL 34997


This projected train service will be profoundly disruptive to all of Martin County, and
 especially Stuart. This project must stopped NOW!! The impacts will be many and
 economically disruptive, virtually turning Stuart into two isolated cities.
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From: Laura
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: 32 trains a day going through rio
Date: Monday, November 24, 2014 7:17:40 PM


I highly object to this idea for many reasons, they are as follows;
I live in a trailer right next to the railroad  tracks currently once a week I am woken up. Not good


Already you can be stuck at any time waiting for a train to pass. It has taken as long as 8 minutes.


Property values would decrease substantially cause you can't get home if your kids are sick, an ambulance would not
 get through in an emergency. This is not a good situation nor is it a good plan for the people of rio.


So much money is being invested only for property values to decline.


So many seniors who would be in trouble with emergencies.
Please do not put this plan it place, does not benefit anyone in our area it just hinders our access to living, also the
 vibrations already are weakening my trailer can't imagine with even more trains.


Respectfully
Laura Scarfo
631-901-7133


Sent from my I pad
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From: welliver_brenda@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:47:53 AM


My 2cents worth!
 
PROGRESS is inevitable. . . however, how can you call a passenger
 train progress if it doesn't stop to pick up passengers! 
 
 
I live EAST of the tracks in Jensen Beach and can only foresee many
 delays in the traffic trying to get off Hutchinson Island to get
 anywhere in this area.
 
I think it would be more acceptable to the population that is affected
 along the Treasure Coast if they had access  to travel South to Ft
 Lauderdale and Miami or North to Orlando! 
Thank you,
Brenda Welliver
3357 NE Luna Terrace
Jensen Beach, FL 34957
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From: Mark & terry
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: High speed trains
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 3:00:57 PM


This is a maneuver to use publicly garranteed funds for personal gain. The csx boys will get their track up graded
 and ready for more and longer trains out of Miami's newly renovated port.  Passenger trains in this country have
 never paid for themselves,only freight pays.  STOP this theft of public funds now.  Move to the west and build
 another track for your passenger rail service along side the freight line . 


Sent from my iPad
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From: marysand237@reagan.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Tuesday, November 11, 2014 12:19:15 PM


To Whom It May Concern:
 
I would like to voice my opinion against AAF planning its route through the Treasure Coast.  I feel you are
 the big guys and are taking advantage of us little guys.  Feel free to build your business as long as you
 create new rails that go around the small towns in the Treasure Coast area.  We won't reap ANY long
 term benefits from this service and we will have nothing but hardship because of YOUR GREED.
 
There are many reasons that your trains will have a negative effect on our towns; which I know you have
 heard before and are choosing to turn a deaf ear and blind eye to these issues.  However, they are very
 important to the folks who live and work in our Treasure Coast.
 
1.  Emergency response will be negatively affected.
2.  School busses will be impacted and ultimately create havoc on the start of school each day.  The
 traffic that will build up at this time of day will have an negative effect on all commuters.  Not only cause
 delays in the start of a person's work schedule, but definitely increasing personal stress levels!
3.  The noise and vibrations are another negative impact to the business and homes with close proximity
 to the rails.
4.  Of course your financing is an issue; regardless of how you end up financing this SHADY DEAL, the
 people will ultimately be the ones who are paying and defraying some of your costs.  
5.  Although touched upon in my mention of school busses and school traffic, traffic throughout the day
 will be constantly delayed and backed up because 32 trains a day will be about once every 48 minutes.
  By the time traffic gets somewhat unsnarled, another train will pass through.  
 
In conclusion, your plan to have trains at these intervals and at these speeds will do nothing but lower the
 quality of life for the residents of the Treasure Coast.
 
Mary Sanderson
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From: sscharlau1@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Railroad- Barbara & Herman Scharlau
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:20:44 PM
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From: parkplace1999@aol.com
To: john.winkle@dot.gov; David.Keys@noaa.gov; James.Christian@dot.gov; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov;


 Gavin.JamesG@epa.gov; Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov; John_Wrublik@fws.gov;
 CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov; BillNelson@senate.gov; Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com;
 Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov; MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov; parkplace1999@aol.com


Cc: monroe1449@yahoo.com
Subject: Not All Aboard
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:45:48 PM


I strongly object to the All Aboard Florida (AAF) high speed rail project.


This project would send trains through the small coastal communities at
 speeds of 100+ mph.


There is no regard for property values, danger to humans and animals, traffic,
 or to the significant adverse quality of life and environmental impact to
 Florida. 


NO PASSENGER TRAIN HAS BEEN PROFITABLE ANYWHERE IN THE USA
 IN OVER 80 YEARS. 


Why is this project even being considered? 


The people do not want this. 


Funded by, with losses to be guaranteed by, the taxpayers, with unrealistic
 projected profits going to a private hedge fund.


Please represent the best interest of the people and stop this train wreck from
 leaving the station. 


Michel Mercer


Stuart,  Florida
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From: Georgie Cossitt
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: 32 trains per day
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:28:51 AM


I live over 3 miles west of the railroad tracks, in Sebastian, Florida.  Despite this
 distance, I am disturbed nightly by train horns and rumbling train cars at an
 increasing rate.  I can even feel a vibration in my home from these trains.  I can only
 imagine what it must be like closer to the tracks.  Please stop this incursion into our
 lives and do not allow more trains to disturb our peaceful lifestyle in Sebastian.  We
 moved here for a reason and we like it the way it is!  Thank you for your attention.
  Georgie S. Cossitt, Sebastian, Florida.
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From: Shirley Morrison
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:54:45 AM


I am completely opposed to All Aboard Florida for all the reasons given in Hiaasen's articles. If it goes through, it
 will show how corrupt the politicians involved are. As has been suggested, move the RR to a route further inland.


Sent from my iPad
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From: Comcast
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: High-Speed Trains
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 9:45:15 PM


The high-speed trains are a no win for VB.  Our wonderful environment will be ever changed with increased noise
 and daily inconvenience with no benefits for VB or it's residents. 


Sent from my iPhone
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From: masino01@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Thursday, November 20, 2014 12:08:05 PM
Attachments: AAF_Letter for railroad.docx
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DATE: _November 20, 2014______


TO: John.Winkle@DOT.gov and AAF_comments@vhb.com (AAF_comments@vhb.com)


FROM: ROBERT W. SPATARELLA______ your email address: masino01@aol.com


_______________________________


Mailing address:  829 SAPODILLA DRIVE, BAREFOOT BAY,  32976 _________________________________________





Dear Sir:





I am writing with concerns about the All Aboard Florida (AAF) passenger rail project and the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) they have forwarded to the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) for review and comment. 





The DEIS repeatedly refers to the impacts of adding 32 high speed trains as “will be mitigated.” No remedies are discussed for important issues like noise, vibration, air quality, construction staging or the impact more freight and 32 passenger trains will have on our natural habitats and wildlife.  There has been a serious attempt by AAF to fool us into accepting their plan with misleading facts or partial truths at area forums.  Additionally, as the South Florida Phase 1 segment is moving forward, many people believe there is nothing we can do to resolve their concerns.  That sentiment has been used by AAF to limit comments and promise local officials concessions and/or stations “sometime in the future.”  





The new AAF tracks will bisect our community of mostly retired and senior residents. This means increased train activity could virtually cut off the east parts of my neighborhood from western portions. This is a serious impediment to the delivery of emergency services.  Neighbors will be separated from neighbors and access to needed community services will be limited by increased delays at crossing. 





Safety at railroad crossings is also a huge concern.  Add 32 daily high speed trains, PLUS 16 to 20 freight trains to road crossings, that are level to the roadway (grade level) and we have an accident waiting to happen.    





Also not adequately addressed is the demolition and replacement of the St. Sebastian River railroad bridge.  AAF states the bridge will remain in its right-of-way.  While the bridge may be in the right-of-way, the tracks are being moved east and at landfall will impact homes in the Little Hollywood community.  Among the issues “to be mitigated” are the impacts of bridge construction on the annual winter migration of the Florida Manatee, an endangered species. The St. Sebastian River is treated as a stand-alone issue.  No mention is made concerning its use as a watershed by the St. Johns River Management District or that the River is a tributary of – and included in - the National Indian River Lagoon Estuary, a Lagoon of national importance and in critical need of restoration.





Finally, Florida already has a passenger train that goes from Miami to Orlando and no one rides it.  It’s called Amtrak.  





I am asking the Railroad Administration to reject the flawed Draft Environmental Statement and tell All Aboard Florida to do their due diligence and provide needed facts that truly justify this proposal.  Better yet, tell them to move their trains west.  Florida voters approved an amendment to the state’s constitution in 2000 authorizing a high speed “bullet” train adjacent to Florida’s Turnpike. 





Sincerely yours,


ROBERT & NANCY SPATARELLA



















From: Shannon Gravitte
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Support Letter - Mears Transportation
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:37:28 PM
Attachments: AllAboardSupportLtrMears.pdf


On behalf of our President, Paul Mears III, please accept our attached letter of support for the All
 Aboard Florida project.  If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.
 
Regards,
 
Shannon
 
Shannon Gravitte
Vice President, Government & Community Affairs
3840 Vineland Road, Suite 200
Orlando, FL  32811
(407)254-0454 (O)
(407) 443-4441 (cell)
(407) 841-6851 (fax)
sgravitte@mearstransportation.com
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From: Chris Fanelli
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not All Aboard
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 2:41:05 PM


I live in the beautiful town of Hobe Sound in wonderful Martin County. Stay out
 of our county with your big plans which nobody wants. Use tracks west of the
 Turnpike if you have to run this thing, but don't pretend you'll have loads of
 ridership because as you destroy our way of life, no one will take your lousy train
 to Miami or Orlando. We can and will drive there if we need to. Go destroy the
 town of Naples or Tampa, they will have more legal issues than you can handle.
 Don't pretend to be fair and balanced, you are investigating your own interests.
 Compliance compliance compliance, just a corrupt organized plan to force this
 train upon our county just to cater to the shipping interests of the Panama Canal
 ordnance. 
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From: Lawrence Kearns
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: 32 trains per day?????
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:23:33 AM


I do not want 32  trains a day going through our community.  I feel the trains, if any, should run on
 tracks next to the Florida Turnpike, I-95, or even better out west of both.  I also feel these trains will
 destroy our Martin County, St. Lucie County, and Indian River County.  The trains must run West of
 towns like Stuart, Pt. St. Lucie, and Vero Beach, for safety and quality of life reasons.  Real Estate
 values will fall as well as the marine industry, in all three counties if the trains run through our
 towns.
 
All the usual arguments make complete and common sense.   
 
STOP ALL ABORD FLORIDA !!!
 
 
Larry Kearns
Kearns Agency of Florida Inc.
P.O. Box 1849
2334 N.E. Dixie Hwy.
Jensen Beach , Fl 34958-1849
P: (772) 334-5822
F: (772) 334-0940
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From: John Biro
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:00:49 AM


Anytime private industry comes up with a harebrained idea that involves
 money from the US government the end result is the taxpayers “picking
 up the tab”.  All Aboard Florida is a bad idea for the state of Florida. 
 This project has failure written all over it!  As a registered voter I say
 NO to AAF.
Regina Biro
1551 Eagles Circle
Sebastian, FL  32958
772 388-4823
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From: K R
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Hobe Sound Florida impact by AAF
Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 5:32:45 AM


Dear Mr. Winkle.


As a concerned citizen of the geographical area of Florida's East coast wetlands and surrounds, I urge you to
 consider carefully the impact of this proposed project well into the future.


Please consider the next twenty years, but more importantly, the next half-century or much further.  


There are multiple national and state wildlife areas affected by 32 passenger trains per Day!  The Jonathan
 Dickinson State refuge as well as the sanctuary are literally ON the proposed pathway.    Many State Parks, The
 Seabranch Preserve, The Atlantic Ridge,  The Savannas Preserve is on the tracks, St. Sebastian River, and many,
 many wildlife areas would be directly affected with completely unknown consequences.   There are rare and
 protected species here.


Please urge all representatives of your board and decision makers to have this proposal change the route through
 Florida that does not affect wetlands and sensitive environment, but passes through agricultural lands and non-
fragile environment.   Those alternate railroad tracks exist now!; West of the proposed route.


Please vote down this project.


We are citizens who live here and work here and we do not want or need our lifestyle or the lives of thousands of
 species who have no voice to be radically changed for no other reason than greed.  This railroad project has never
 determined with any study that it is a sound business to provide a real service - to the contrary; it is a real estate,
 New York hedge fund grab for low interest federal loans and to build projects on extremely low cost acquired
 land... in the 1930's by Henry Flagler.  This has no real justification in the 21st century.


Please help all you can.  Thank you.


Sincerely,
Karl Richardson
7997 SE Villa Cir
Hobe Sound, FL 33455
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From: yachtlibre@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Thursday, November 20, 2014 7:39:26 PM


Dear Sir,


I would like to take this opportunity to voice my opinion about the proposed AAF project.


1) With the existing train service losing millions of dollars a year I find it hard to believe this
 venture will be profitable.


2) This will become another financial drain on the taxpayers.


3) I find it very difficult to believe they can generate enough passengers to cover a small portion
 of their expenses.        


4) There are areas along the existing tracks they plan to use where older frame built houses are @
 20 feet from the tracks.
    I believe the shock wave coming from a train traveling 110 MPH will weaken these structures.


5) If AAF thinks this is a necessary venture, they should build the tracks West of I-95, this will
 have a minimum effect on the
    homes and businesses along the proposed route.


6) The majority of the population in Indian River County lives on the West side of the railroad
 tracks, the Hospital is located
    East of the tracks.  During the past two weeks freight trains have blocked major intersections
 three times for @ 15 minutes
    each time.  Being in an ambulance in a life or death situation at the time could leave someone
 with little hope.


7) I believe home values from Palm Beach to Cocoa will take a serious hit from this project.


As you may be aware there is a major dredging project taking place at the Port of Miami, the
 purpose being to get the depth
needed for the Super Container Ships when the new section of the Panama Canal opens in the
 next year.  With Cocoa being
@ half way between Miami and Jacksonville that takes care of half of the track upgrades needed
 to haul freight North from
Miami.  This would then enable Miami to beat out Jacksonville, Savannah and Charleston for the
 freight.  I had the opportunity
to attend 2 AAF meetings put on by an executive of AAF, interestingly, at both meetings the
 subject came up about the freight
trains.  He then described how the present track system caused the rail cars to sway from side to
 side and the new system would
eliminate that sway making for a quieter passing of the train.


I think that Fortress Investment Group, the parent company of FEC & AAF are using the AAF
 project as a cover up to secure the
funds needed to upgrade their tracks for FEC freight.  Also, I believe they should be required to
 construct over or under passes
in each county that will enable emergency vehicles to reach their destinations without delay.  I
 rest my case.
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Sincerely,


George Marcinko
2811 Saint Bart's Square
Vero Beach, FL  32967    








From: Hilda Avello
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Train Through The Treasure Coast
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 2:08:17 PM


I would like to request not to have the All Aboard Train through the developed parts of our area unless a stop is also
 planned for our use to fast connection to Miami or Orlando.   Otherwise, it would be a travesty done to us
 disrupting traffic and other detrimental effect to our area from just using our land to move their trains back and
 forth.


Hilda and Angels Betsy (primary lung cancer), Alfie, Domino I and Domino II.  Also live furry kids Lucky, Sophie
 and Willie.  We live in Port St Lucie, Florida.


Sent from my iPhone
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From: Anne and Chris
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Not All Aboard
Date: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 8:39:02 PM


To Whom It May Concern,


We are against the additional trains coming through Stuart.  I travel through Confusion Corners on a daily basis and
 the additional trains will cause the traffic to be backed up multiple times.   We are also concerned with regards to
 the boat traffic and the lowering of the railroad bridge.


Anne and Chris Ladue
Stuart, FL
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From: Bennett H JUHL
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: comment
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:09:02 PM


From all I've heard this is boondoggle to get at federal money. Few people would travel to Orlando this way.
 Another probelm is it would also carry friegth so when the port of Miami is deepened for PANNA MAX ships, that
 rail traffic would ruin the local traffic partterns.


Bennnett Juhl
2593 Mores Rd
West Palm Beach, Fl 33406
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From: Bonanti, Christopher
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: 376 Comment letters supporting AAF
Date: Friday, October 10, 2014 11:29:49 AM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
image003.png
376 Comment letters 10-10-14.pdf


Dear Mr. Winkle,
Please find 376 comment letters attached regarding the DEIS.
Thank you,
Chris
 
Christopher Bonanti
Director of Environmental Planning
All Aboard Florida


2855 Le Jeune Road | 4th Floor
Coral Gables, FL 33134
T: 305.520.2347 | C: 571.334.4807
Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com | allaboardflorida.com


Follow us:  


 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: The information contained in this transmission is privileged
 and confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or entity named
 above. No addressee should forward, print, copy, or otherwise reproduce this message in any
 manner that would allow it to be viewed by any individual not originally listed as a recipient.
 If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
 unauthorized disclosure, dissemination, distribution, copying of this transmission or the
 taking of any action in reliance on the information herein is strictly prohibited. If you have
 received this transmission in error, please immediately reply to sender that you have received
 this communication in error and then delete it. Thank you.
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Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Vincent Renande 
295 nw 205 terrace miami fl 33179 
renandevincent@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, October 6, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christina Cutts 
pompano fl 33060 
cecotr@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jo_Marie Mcbean 
plantation fl 33322 
lachlan1720@comcast.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tabatha Lesmarie 
miami fl 33138 
toalfun@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Magalie Gabriel 
Miami FL 33138 
magab1994@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maria Aranda 
Fort Lauderdale Fl 33309 
karito274@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Noelia Fernandez 
33018 
nfern084@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Noelia Fernandez 
33018 
nfern084@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ife Toyo 
miramar fl 33027 
ifepsi4real@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andrea Garcia 
Miami Fl 33174 
ad93811@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Federico Oldani 
hallandale beach florida 33009 
folda001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dina Guzairova 
Dania Beach. FL 33312 
dguza001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexa Almirall 
miami fl 33176 
alexaalmirall@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Donny Boulanger 
aventura fl 33160 
donnyb87@icloud.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nancy Cueto 
33162 
ncuet002@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nicole Almirall 
miami florida 33176 
nicolealmirall@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dittrich 
miami fl 33146 
cdittrich1@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
V 
miami 
2632414604@qq.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shaohwa Chang 
north miami fl 33181 
schan080@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rachel Perez 
miami fl 33185 
rpere092@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ken Rutkowski 
miramar fl 33025 
rutkowsk@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jose Alvarado 
north miami florida 33168 
jose_alvarado_212@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bryan Collot 
miami florida 33165 
bryancollot@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adelynn Torres 
miami florida 33037 
addykin@me.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ife Toyo 
miramar fl 33027 
ifepsi4real@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andrea Garcia 
Miami Fl 33174 
ad93811@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Federico Oldani 
hallandale beach florida 33009 
folda001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dina Guzairova 
Dania Beach. FL 33312 
dguza001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexa Almirall 
miami fl 33176 
alexaalmirall@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Donny Boulanger 
aventura fl 33160 
donnyb87@icloud.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nancy Cueto 
33162 
ncuet002@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nicole Almirall 
miami florida 33176 
nicolealmirall@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dittrich 
miami fl 33146 
cdittrich1@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
V 
miami 
2632414604@qq.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shaohwa Chang 
north miami fl 33181 
schan080@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rachel Perez 
miami fl 33185 
rpere092@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ken Rutkowski 
miramar fl 33025 
rutkowsk@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jose Alvarado 
north miami florida 33168 
jose_alvarado_212@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bryan Collot 
miami florida 33165 
bryancollot@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adelynn Torres 
miami florida 33037 
addykin@me.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kenia Taylor 
north lauderdale florida 33068 
keniataylor@ymail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ryan Roque 
Hialeah Florida 33014 
r.roque22@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ian Provo 
cooper city 33330 
provopup@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniella Datorre 
miami,fl, 33181 
daniellAdatorre@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexandra Viera 
davie fl 33314 
alexoxo26@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stacey Dowling 
doral,fl 33172 
sdowl003@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Changchao Cai 
33180 
charliecai001@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kelsey Men 
Miami FL 33161 
kmenc001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adriana Diaz 
33020 
adri.diaz.86@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nancy Scanlon 
aventura fl 33160 
gatorhater797@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jannel Johnson Mc Queen 
miami florida 33169 
jannel101@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Natalia Quinones 
Doral Fl 33178 
mustbnaty@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Diana Moreno 
Miami Fl 33145 
diana-438@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kenia Taylor 
north lauderdale florida 33068 
keniataylor@ymail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ryan Roque 
Hialeah Florida 33014 
r.roque22@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ian Provo 
cooper city 33330 
provopup@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniella Datorre 
miami,fl, 33181 
daniellAdatorre@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexandra Viera 
davie fl 33314 
alexoxo26@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stacey Dowling 
doral,fl 33172 
sdowl003@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Changchao Cai 
33180 
charliecai001@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kelsey Men 
Miami FL 33161 
kmenc001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adriana Diaz 
33020 
adri.diaz.86@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nancy Scanlon 
aventura fl 33160 
gatorhater797@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jannel Johnson Mc Queen 
miami florida 33169 
jannel101@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Natalia Quinones 
Doral Fl 33178 
mustbnaty@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Diana Moreno 
Miami Fl 33145 
diana-438@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephanie Van Romondt 
Miami 
svanr002@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jiaxian Zou 
North Miami Florida FL33181 
etsou002@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carl Bell 
ft lauderdale fl 33312 
cbell016@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michelle Cancio 
33014 
mcanc017@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Siyu Gao 
33179 
sgao003@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andrew Suarez 
naples fl 34117 
asuar189@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karen Rocha 
boca raton, fl, 33498 
kikaokita@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kareen Etienne 
miami fl 33167 
ketie005@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christopher Arce 
north miami beach fl 33162 
carce016@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gustavo Rogelis 
33183 
gustavorogelis@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jenny Hernandez 
miami florida 33175 
jhern266@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephanie Neciosup 
miami fl 33027 
sneci001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dino Fanfan 
Pembroke Florida, 33026 
dfanfan@ymail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Yuhanli 
mianyang sichuan provice 621000 
yli079@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alyssa Alvarez 
ft lauderdale fl 33312 
aalva146@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Woly Augustin 
34957 
waugu005@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alejandro Duarte 
north bay village fl 33141 
aduar022@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Xubin Zhang 
north miami florida 33181 
xzhan062@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Valeriya Sidorevskaya 
sunny isles florida 33160 
lerasid@mail.ru 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karen Medin 
Pembroke Pines fl 33025 
ivylib@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Charlasha Brown 
opa locka fl 33054 
charlashabrown@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sarah Miguel 
miami fl 33154 
srah06@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chris Dirube 
miami fl 33173 
cdirube@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shuai Zhang 
miami fl 33169 
szh012@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Guillaume Bauch 
ft. lauderdale fl 33317 
gbauc001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jovani Salceiro 
hollywood fl 33024 
jsalceiro@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Medgina Jasmin 
miami fl 33147 
gegejaz@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Valeriya Sidorevskaya 
sunny isles florida 33160 
lerasid@mail.ru 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karen Medin 
Pembroke Pines fl 33025 
ivylib@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Charlasha Brown 
opa locka fl 33054 
charlashabrown@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nickson Joseph 
north miami FL 33161 
njose017@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephanie Gomes 
miami fl 33180 
sgome023@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
David Hernandez 
davie fl 33325 
davidah2014@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Joud Jandali 
miami florida 33179 
jjand002@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Zhalika Pasley 
miami fl 33162 
pasleyzhalika@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Zakiya Pasley 
miami fl 33162 
zpasl002@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bendjy Calixte 
33025 
bcali008@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Filip Jovic 
miami fl 33179 
fjovic1@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ken Gates 
miamifl 33147 
kenshonnonq@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Amy Pokorney 
pembroke pines fl 33029 
rizlamgmt@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karina Lopez 
miami fl 33146 
karii_21@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Valeriya Sidorevskaya 
sunny isles florida 33160 
lerasid@mail.ru 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karen Medin 
Pembroke Pines fl 33025 
ivylib@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Charlasha Brown 
opa locka fl 33054 
charlashabrown@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sarah Miguel 
miami fl 33154 
srah06@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chris Dirube 
miami fl 33173 
cdirube@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shuai Zhang 
miami fl 33169 
szh012@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Guillaume Bauch 
ft. lauderdale fl 33317 
gbauc001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jovani Salceiro 
hollywood fl 33024 
jsalceiro@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Medgina Jasmin 
miami fl 33147 
gegejaz@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nickson Joseph 
north miami FL 33161 
njose017@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sarah Miguel 
miami fl 33154 
srah06@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chris Dirube 
miami fl 33173 
cdirube@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shuai Zhang 
miami fl 33169 
szh012@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Valeriya Sidorevskaya 
sunny isles florida 33160 
lerasid@mail.ru 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karen Medin 
Pembroke Pines fl 33025 
ivylib@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Charlasha Brown 
opa locka fl 33054 
charlashabrown@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sarah Miguel 
miami fl 33154 
srah06@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chris Dirube 
miami fl 33173 
cdirube@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shuai Zhang 
miami fl 33169 
szh012@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Guillaume Bauch 
ft. lauderdale fl 33317 
gbauc001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jovani Salceiro 
hollywood fl 33024 
jsalceiro@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Medgina Jasmin 
miami fl 33147 
gegejaz@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nickson Joseph 
north miami FL 33161 
njose017@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephanie Gomes 
miami fl 33180 
sgome023@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
David Hernandez 
davie fl 33325 
davidah2014@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Joud Jandali 
miami florida 33179 
jjand002@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Zhalika Pasley 
miami fl 33162 
pasleyzhalika@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Zakiya Pasley 
miami fl 33162 
zpasl002@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bendjy Calixte 
33025 
bcali008@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Filip Jovic 
miami fl 33179 
fjovic1@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ken Gates 
miamifl 33147 
kenshonnonq@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Guillaume Bauch 
ft. lauderdale fl 33317 
gbauc001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jovani Salceiro 
hollywood fl 33024 
jsalceiro@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Medgina Jasmin 
miami fl 33147 
gegejaz@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nickson Joseph 
north miami FL 33161 
njose017@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephanie Gomes 
miami fl 33180 
sgome023@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
David Hernandez 
davie fl 33325 
davidah2014@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Joud Jandali 
miami florida 33179 
jjand002@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Zhalika Pasley 
miami fl 33162 
pasleyzhalika@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Zakiya Pasley 
miami fl 33162 
zpasl002@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bendjy Calixte 
33025 
bcali008@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Filip Jovic 
miami fl 33179 
fjovic1@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ken Gates 
miamifl 33147 
kenshonnonq@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
V 
miami 
2632414604@qq.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nancy Scanlon 
aventura fl 33160 
gatorhater797@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bryan Collot 
miami florida 33165 
bryancollot@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ian Provo 
cooper city 33330 
provopup@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ife Toyo 
miramar fl 33027 
ifepsi4real@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniella Datorre 
miami,fl, 33181 
daniellAdatorre@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Natalia Quinones 
Doral Fl 33178 
mustbnaty@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kelsey Men 
Miami FL 33161 
kmenc001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexandra Viera 
davie fl 33314 
alexoxo26@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexa Almirall 
miami fl 33176 
alexaalmirall@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ken Rutkowski 
miramar fl 33025 
rutkowsk@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dina Guzairova 
Dania Beach. FL 33312 
dguza001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Amy Pokorney 
pembroke pines fl 33029 
rizlamgmt@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karina Lopez 
miami fl 33146 
karii_21@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shaohwa Chang 
north miami fl 33181 
schan080@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andrea Garcia 
Miami Fl 33174 
ad93811@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jose Alvarado 
north miami florida 33168 
jose_alvarado_212@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Noelia Fernandez 
33018 
nfern084@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Changchao Cai 
33180 
charliecai001@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Federico Oldani 
hallandale beach florida 33009 
folda001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Diana Moreno 
Miami Fl 33145 
diana-438@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephanie Gomes 
miami fl 33180 
sgome023@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
David Hernandez 
davie fl 33325 
davidah2014@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nancy Cueto 
33162 
ncuet002@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Joud Jandali 
miami florida 33179 
jjand002@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kenia Taylor 
north lauderdale florida 33068 
keniataylor@ymail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Zhalika Pasley 
miami fl 33162 
pasleyzhalika@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Zakiya Pasley 
miami fl 33162 
zpasl002@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stacey Dowling 
doral,fl 33172 
sdowl003@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adelynn Torres 
miami florida 33037 
addykin@me.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bendjy Calixte 
33025 
bcali008@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Filip Jovic 
miami fl 33179 
fjovic1@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ken Gates 
miamifl 33147 
kenshonnonq@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dittrich 
miami fl 33146 
cdittrich1@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Amy Pokorney 
pembroke pines fl 33029 
rizlamgmt@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rachel Perez 
miami fl 33185 
rpere092@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karina Lopez 
miami fl 33146 
karii_21@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adriana Diaz 
33020 
adri.diaz.86@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nicole Almirall 
miami florida 33176 
nicolealmirall@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ryan Roque 
Hialeah Florida 33014 
r.roque22@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Amy Pokorney 
pembroke pines fl 33029 
rizlamgmt@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karina Lopez 
miami fl 33146 
karii_21@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Donny Boulanger 
aventura fl 33160 
donnyb87@icloud.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jannel Johnson Mc Queen 
miami florida 33169 
jannel101@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Valeriya Sidorevskaya 
sunny isles florida 33160 
lerasid@mail.ru 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karen Medin 
Pembroke Pines fl 33025 
ivylib@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Charlasha Brown 
opa locka fl 33054 
charlashabrown@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sarah Miguel 
miami fl 33154 
srah06@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chris Dirube 
miami fl 33173 
cdirube@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shuai Zhang 
miami fl 33169 
szh012@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Guillaume Bauch 
ft. lauderdale fl 33317 
gbauc001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jovani Salceiro 
hollywood fl 33024 
jsalceiro@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Medgina Jasmin 
miami fl 33147 
gegejaz@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nickson Joseph 
north miami FL 33161 
njose017@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephanie Gomes 
miami fl 33180 
sgome023@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
David Hernandez 
davie fl 33325 
davidah2014@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Joud Jandali 
miami florida 33179 
jjand002@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Zhalika Pasley 
miami fl 33162 
pasleyzhalika@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Zakiya Pasley 
miami fl 33162 
zpasl002@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bendjy Calixte 
33025 
bcali008@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Filip Jovic 
miami fl 33179 
fjovic1@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ken Gates 
miamifl 33147 
kenshonnonq@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Amy Pokorney 
pembroke pines fl 33029 
rizlamgmt@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karina Lopez 
miami fl 33146 
karii_21@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Meredith Mohler 
Vero Beach FL 32960 
meredithmohler85@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Matt Mohler  
Tallahassee FL 32312 
mmohler@flstrategies.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Keith D Kite 
32963 
keith@kitepropertiesllc.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gus Torres 
miami florida 33183 
gustorres.gtr@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cesar Alarcon 
miami lakes fl 33018 
alarconjob@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Melissa Linares 
fort lauderdale fl 33309 
mlina013@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Julie Diaz 
miami fl 33155 
jdiaz149@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Giovanni Pina 
miami fl 33126 
pntgio@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alex Fuste 
miami fl 33186 
fustealex@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Xuan Di 
miami fl 33174 
xuan_cathy@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maleche Eugene 
margate fl 33063 
meuge004@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephanie Martinez 
miami fl 33160 
stephaniemart9@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Juan Gonzalez 
Miami Florida 33165 
jgonzalez5695@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Wislande Letang 
miami, fl 33138 
wesletang@ymail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brandon Packer 
miramar fl 33029 
branp95@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Anthony Singh 
Miami fl 33161 
antheat3@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carlos Mejia 
Hollywood FL 33019 
cmeji036@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Aileen Lukis 
33314 
aileenlukis96@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
John Kett 
pembroke pines fl 33029 
kett.john@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Marven Julien 
miami gardens fl 33169 
jmarv001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maria Kaploian 
north miami fl 33161 
marikaplo24@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sean Yakobson 
hallandale beach fl 33009 
sean.yakobson@comcast.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nancy Ochoa 
hollywood fl 33024 
nancyirenemendez@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stanley Herard 
miami fl 33161 
imstanleyherard@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ashli Wright 
North Miami, FL 33161 
ashashmarie@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nicole Cates 
33139 
nkateoo1@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dawnn Monisall 
hllndle vach fl 
minisall@diu.edou 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nicolas Rivers 
miami lakes FL 33014 
nrive@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andres Lancheros 
miami fl 33193 
andres9987@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kevin Gallagher 
pembroke pines fl 33027 
kgall023@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Julia Abreu 
sunny isles fl 33160 
jcavati@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brandon Smith 
33168 
brandonsmithhh@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carolina Hoyos 
33130 
choyo013@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Janeliz Diaz 
cooper city fl 33026 
janeliz777@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ricardo Dieujuste 
North Miami Beach FL 33161 
ricardodieujuste@rocketmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Vic Aguilera 
miami fl 33176 
vmaguilera@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 5, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sherry Abell 
Winter Springs Florida 32708 
sherrylabell@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nancy Cueto 
33162 
ncuet002@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
V 
miami 
2632414604@qq.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dittrich 
miami fl 33146 
cdittrich1@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rachel Perez 
miami fl 33185 
rpere092@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Diana Moreno 
Miami Fl 33145 
diana-438@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nicole Almirall 
miami florida 33176 
nicolealmirall@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andrea Garcia 
Miami Fl 33174 
ad93811@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bryan Collot 
miami florida 33165 
bryancollot@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Donny Boulanger 
aventura fl 33160 
donnyb87@icloud.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexa Almirall 
miami fl 33176 
alexaalmirall@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adriana Diaz 
33020 
adri.diaz.86@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexandra Viera 
davie fl 33314 
alexoxo26@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kenia Taylor 
north lauderdale florida 33068 
keniataylor@ymail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shaohwa Chang 
north miami fl 33181 
schan080@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ian Provo 
cooper city 33330 
provopup@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Natalia Quinones 
Doral Fl 33178 
mustbnaty@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stacey Dowling 
doral,fl 33172 
sdowl003@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adelynn Torres 
miami florida 33037 
addykin@me.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ryan Roque 
Hialeah Florida 33014 
r.roque22@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nancy Scanlon 
aventura fl 33160 
gatorhater797@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jannel Johnson Mc Queen 
miami florida 33169 
jannel101@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ife Toyo 
miramar fl 33027 
ifepsi4real@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kelsey Men 
Miami FL 33161 
kmenc001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Noelia Fernandez 
33018 
nfern084@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jose Alvarado 
north miami florida 33168 
jose_alvarado_212@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Federico Oldani 
hallandale beach florida 33009 
folda001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dina Guzairova 
Dania Beach. FL 33312 
dguza001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniella Datorre 
miami,fl, 33181 
daniellAdatorre@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Changchao Cai 
33180 
charliecai001@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ken Rutkowski 
miramar fl 33025 
rutkowsk@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Colleen Lewis 
33054 
Mocha126126@gmail.om 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Keturah Lynch 
mirmar florida 33027 
ketty_kay@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cristina Perez 
miami fl 33143 
cristina893perez@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Quamani Floyd 
miami florida 33167 
qfloyd02@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gisselle Calero 
miami florida 33168 
Gigi123gg@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Leah Dieffenthaller 
Miami, FL 34685 
ldief001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Xochil Ordonez 
hallandale fl 33009 
xochilordonez@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lourdes Gomez 
33016 
lulyg2487@hotmai.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andrea Garcia 
33143 
agarc113@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tonie Jean 
miami fl 33179 
tjean024@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniela Lloyd 
miami fl 33167 
daniedan143@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Marco Glave 
fort lauderdale fl 33319 
mglave89@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maria Alamilla 
miami florida 33154 
marialamilla95@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sta Nleyjacobs 
miafl 33179 
stanley@yHoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Steven James 
miramar fl 33027 
estiven9@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Hector Camps 
Miami Fl 33055 
hectorcamps@phicubed.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nathalie Joseph 
winter haven florida 33881 
natha0705@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Roger Ledesma 
miami FL 33183 
monsterducati@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jade Shepherd 
miami fl 33174 
shepherd_jade@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Phresha Dwarika 
hollywood fl 33020 
roseprincess@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brandon Cerda 
miami fl 33141 
bcerd001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Roman Cabrera 
miami fl 33172 
rcabr083@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Claudio Zelaya 
miami fl 33179 
czela005@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Hannah Rossin 
miami fl 33196 
hross009@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maria Pulido 
miami florida 33179 
mafepulido@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rebecca Van Horn 
hollywood florida 33019 
mortisha524@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephanie Schroderheim 
miami beach fl 33141 
stephanieschroderheim@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Steve Switzer 
hollywood fl 33020 
sswitzer@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sasha Cabrera 
miami fl 33186 
scabr038@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gabrielle Card 
miami fl 33177 
gcard031@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eddie Zeng 
miami fl 33162 
ezeng002@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Angie Caldeyro 
geneva fl 
ajc196767@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rachel Halley 
sanford fl 
rachelhalley11@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Autumn Abell 
winter springs fl 
aka11113@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Balinda Desantis 
orlando fl 
balinda_d@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Inna Germanotta 
celebration fl 34747 
innagrrmanotta@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ana Correa 
hollywood 33021 
acorr085@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Melissa Belizaire 
miramar fl 33029 
melbee00@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chris Santos 
north miami florida 33161 
santo19e@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carmen 
33162 
carmen457@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jean Anjos 
miami fl 33180 
janjos21@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kareem Valentine 
miami florida 33162 
kareem.j.valentine@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mallory Veliz 
fort lauderdale fl 33314 
malloryveliz93@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Waidy Duce 
pembroke pines fl 
waidyd@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gretel Avella  
miami fl 33134 
gretelschumi@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gairy Desgouttes 
miramar fl 33023 
scarfacegmc@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jp 
miami fl 33185 
lafont_0@rocketmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Allison Moraja 
miami fl 33130 
allison93fiu@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rafael Hernandez  
North Miami 33181 
rhernandez31896@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andrea Ramos 
miami fl 33014 
acfbeautymiami@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Matthew Marquez 
cooper city florida 33330 
matthewmarquez1284@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Allen Jean-Gilles 
miami fl 33168 
ajean073@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Amber Velez 
southwest ranches 33331 
avele027@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jaya Bahl 
33160 
apple56.md@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephen Fuentes 
hollywood florida 33020 
sfuen021@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
KPP 
Miami, FL, 33161 
kartyp@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Natalie Reyes 
33162 
nreye009@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sofia Galiano 
north miami 33181 fl 
sgali003@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cesar Gomez 
Miami Florida 33143 
cgome158@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Henry Solano 
33179 
hbsmoe@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rob Jenkins 
miami fl 33127 
monkeyfrat3@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Paola De Cecchi 
doral florida 33178 
paolad_21@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kelly Feeney 
miami springs fl 33166 
kfeen001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lynn Blumberg 
nmb fl 33179 
littllynn@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lavanda Rolle 
Palm Beach Gardens Florida 33418 
lavanda.rolle@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Joe Russo 
pbg fl 33401 
josephrrusso@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mary Mcnicholas 
Loxahatchee FL 33470 
mem@sluggett.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Clint Fowlkes 
West Palm Beach FL 33401 
clint.fowlkes@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Herb Kahlert 
boynton bch 33472 
herb@karlcorp.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ann Marie Sorrell 
west palm beach,FL,33409 
asorrell15@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Erica Smith 
plantation florida 33317 
bassetlover123410@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Wenxuan Han 
tianjin 300250 
whan001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tingting Wang 
miami florida 33174 
twang012@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Delio Morato 
Pembroke Pines Fl 33028 
dmor12@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Fatima Villatoro 
Fort Lauderdale Fl 33334 
fvill023@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Erika Ugarte 
north bay village 
erikauga24@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kimberly Baran  
33023 fl miramar 
kimberlybaran@ymail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Erika Benoit 
North Miami Beach FL 33162 
ebeno006@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexander Zamorano 
miami fl 33155 
azamorano91@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Diaundrea Sherill 
miami gardens, fl 33169 
dsher020@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Leslie Gaitan 
pembroke pines florida 33024 
lgait003@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michelle Gru 
north miami fl 33181 
mgru001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Naromy A 
ft.lauderdale fl 33312 
naris005@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christopher Cadet 
miami,fl 33161 
ccade@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Livet Bogfil 
miami 33185 fl 
boffil@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rickency Francois 
fortlauderdale fl 33312 
rfran102@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jonathan Duckworth 
palm springs north fl 33185 
jdukverst@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexandra Rojas 
Coral Gables FL 33134 
aroja047@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Destiny Charles 
Miami Fl 33179 
dezicharles@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
John Cancio 
miami fl 
jcanc008@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michelange Germain 
north miami florida 33168 
mgerm020@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tariq Darwish 
north miami beach fl 33162 
teeque7@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lin Liu 
north miami fl 33181 
liulin513529@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert Vernikoff 
33141 
robertvernikoff25@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Heather Black 
north miami beach florida 33162 
hblac012@fiu.edu 
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			10662691-SKIP-T-DAVID HERNANDEZ


			10662692-NO-T-JOUD JANDALI


			10662693-YES-T-ZHALIKA PASLEY


			10662694-YES-E-ZAKIYA PASLEY


			10662695-SKIP-S-BENDJY CALIXTE


			10662696-YES-H-FILIP JOVIC


			10662697-YES-T-KEN GATES


			10662718-NO-E-GUILLAUME BAUCH


			10662719-NO-T-JOVANI SALCEIRO


			10662720-YES-H-MEDGINA JASMIN


			10662721-YES-T-NICKSON JOSEPH


			10662722-NO-S-STEPHANIE GOMES


			10662723-SKIP-T-DAVID HERNANDEZ


			10662724-NO-T-JOUD JANDALI


			10662726-YES-T-ZHALIKA PASLEY


			10662727-YES-E-ZAKIYA PASLEY


			10662731-SKIP-S-BENDJY CALIXTE


			10662732-YES-H-FILIP JOVIC


			10662733-YES-T-KEN GATES


			10662751-NO-T-V


			10662752-NO-T-NANCY SCANLON


			10662754-YES-TSHE-BRYAN COLLOT


			10662755-NO-T-IAN PROVO


			10662757-NO-T-IFE TOYO


			10662758-NO-T-DANIELLA DATORRE


			10662762-NO-E-NATALIA QUINONES


			10662764-NO-T-KELSEY MEN


			10662766-YES-TS-ALEXANDRA VIERA


			10662769-NO-T-ALEXA ALMIRALL


			10662770-YES-TSE-KEN RUTKOWSKI


			10662795-NO-S-DINA GUZAIROVA


			10662797-NO-H-AMY POKORNEY


			10662799-NO-S-KARINA LOPEZ


			10662800-NO-TE-SHAOHWA CHANG


			10662802-YES-TH-ANDREA GARCIA


			10662804-NO-TE-JOSE ALVARADO


			10662806-NO-T-NOELIA FERNANDEZ


			10662807-NO-H-CHANGCHAO CAI


			10662808-NO-T-FEDERICO OLDANI


			10662810-NO-HE-DIANA MORENO


			10662811-NO-S-STEPHANIE GOMES


			10662812-SKIP-T-DAVID HERNANDEZ


			10662813-NO-THE-NANCY CUETO


			10662814-NO-T-JOUD JANDALI


			10662816-NO-T-KENIA TAYLOR


			10662817-YES-T-ZHALIKA PASLEY


			10662818-YES-E-ZAKIYA PASLEY


			10662819-NO-T-STACEY DOWLING


			10662821-NO-TSHE-ADELYNN TORRES


			10662822-SKIP-S-BENDJY CALIXTE


			10662824-YES-H-FILIP JOVIC


			10662826-YES-T-KEN GATES


			10662827-NO-T-DITTRICH


			10662828-NO-H-AMY POKORNEY


			10662829-NO-TS-RACHEL PEREZ


			10662831-NO-S-KARINA LOPEZ


			10662832-SKIP-TSHE-ADRIANA DIAZ


			10662837-NO-S-NICOLE ALMIRALL


			10662839-NO-T-RYAN ROQUE


			10662880-NO-H-AMY POKORNEY


			10662881-NO-S-KARINA LOPEZ


			10663195-YES-TE-DONNY BOULANGER


			10663196-NO-E-JANNEL JOHNSON MC QUEEN


			10664355-NO-T-VALERIYA SIDOREVSKAYA


			10664356-YES-T-KAREN MEDIN


			10664358-YES-T-CHARLASHA BROWN


			10664359-YES-H-SARAH MIGUEL


			10664360-NO-T-CHRIS DIRUBE


			10664362-YES-SE-SHUAI ZHANG


			10664363-NO-E-GUILLAUME BAUCH


			10664364-NO-T-JOVANI SALCEIRO


			10664365-YES-H-MEDGINA JASMIN


			10664366-YES-T-NICKSON JOSEPH


			10664368-NO-S-STEPHANIE GOMES


			10664369-SKIP-T-DAVID HERNANDEZ


			10664370-NO-T-JOUD JANDALI


			10664371-YES-T-ZHALIKA PASLEY


			10664372-YES-E-ZAKIYA PASLEY


			10664373-SKIP-S-BENDJY CALIXTE


			10664374-YES-H-FILIP JOVIC


			10664375-YES-T-KEN GATES


			10664376-NO-H-AMY POKORNEY


			10664377-NO-S-KARINA LOPEZ


			10667893-YES-TSE-MEREDITH MOHLER


			10667894-YES-TSHE-MATT MOHLER 


			10667897-YES-T-KEITH D KITE


			10668517-NO-T-GUS TORRES


			10668518-NO-S-CESAR ALARCON


			10668519-YES-T-MELISSA LINARES


			10668521-YES-T-JULIE DIAZ


			10668522-YES-S-GIOVANNI PINA


			10668523-NO-T-ALEX FUSTE


			10668524-YES-T-XUAN DI


			10668525-NO-T-MALECHE EUGENE


			10668526-NO-E-STEPHANIE MARTINEZ


			10668527-NO-E-JUAN GONZALEZ


			10668529-YES-T-WISLANDE LETANG


			10668530-YES-T-BRANDON PACKER


			10668531-YES-T-ANTHONY SINGH


			10668532-YES-T-CARLOS MEJIA


			10668533-YES-E-AILEEN LUKIS


			10668534-NO-T-JOHN KETT


			10668536-YES-TE-MARVEN JULIEN


			10668537-YES-H-MARIA KAPLOIAN


			10668538-NO-S-SEAN YAKOBSON


			10668539-NO-TS-NANCY OCHOA


			10668540-YES-T-STANLEY HERARD


			10668542-YES-T-ASHLI WRIGHT


			10668543-NO-E-NICOLE CATES


			10668545-YES-H-DAWNN MONISALL


			10668546-NO-T-NICOLAS RIVERS


			10668547-YES-E-ANDRES LANCHEROS


			10668548-NO-E-KEVIN GALLAGHER


			10668549-NO-E-JULIA ABREU


			10668550-YES-T-BRANDON SMITH


			10668551-YES-TE-CAROLINA HOYOS


			10668553-YES-T-JANELIZ DIAZ


			10668554-NO-TSHE-RICARDO DIEUJUSTE


			10668555-NO-HE-VIC AGUILERA


			10694712-NO-T-SHERRY ABELL


			10696630-NO-THE-NANCY CUETO


			10696631-NO-T-V


			10696632-NO-T-DITTRICH


			10696633-NO-TS-RACHEL PEREZ


			10696635-NO-HE-DIANA MORENO


			10696636-NO-S-NICOLE ALMIRALL


			10696637-YES-TH-ANDREA GARCIA


			10696638-YES-TSHE-BRYAN COLLOT


			10696639-YES-TE-DONNY BOULANGER


			10696641-NO-T-ALEXA ALMIRALL


			10696642-SKIP-TSHE-ADRIANA DIAZ


			10696643-YES-TS-ALEXANDRA VIERA


			10696644-NO-T-KENIA TAYLOR


			10696645-NO-TE-SHAOHWA CHANG


			10696646-NO-T-IAN PROVO


			10696647-NO-E-NATALIA QUINONES


			10696648-NO-T-STACEY DOWLING


			10696649-NO-TSHE-ADELYNN TORRES


			10696650-NO-T-RYAN ROQUE


			10696652-NO-T-NANCY SCANLON


			10696654-NO-E-JANNEL JOHNSON MC QUEEN


			10696655-NO-T-IFE TOYO


			10696656-NO-T-KELSEY MEN


			10696658-NO-T-NOELIA FERNANDEZ


			10696659-NO-TE-JOSE ALVARADO


			10696660-NO-T-FEDERICO OLDANI


			10696661-NO-S-DINA GUZAIROVA


			10696663-NO-T-DANIELLA DATORRE


			10696664-NO-H-CHANGCHAO CAI


			10696665-YES-TSE-KEN RUTKOWSKI


			10702022-YES-TE-COLLEEN LEWIS


			10702023-NO-TSHE-KETURAH LYNCH


			10702024-NO-S-CRISTINA PEREZ


			10702025-YES-H-QUAMANI FLOYD


			10702026-YES-H-GISSELLE CALERO


			10702027-YES-S-LEAH DIEFFENTHALLER


			10702028-NO-SE-XOCHIL ORDONEZ


			10702029-NO-TS-LOURDES GOMEZ


			10702030-NO-TS-ANDREA GARCIA


			10730389-NO-T-TONIE JEAN


			10730390-YES-H-DANIELA LLOYD


			10730391-YES-T-MARCO GLAVE


			10730392-YES-TSHE-MARIA ALAMILLA


			10730394-NO-HE-STA NLEYJACOBS


			10730396-YES-T-STEVEN JAMES


			10730397-YES-TSHE-HECTOR CAMPS


			10730398-YES-T-NATHALIE JOSEPH


			10730399-YES-T-ROGER LEDESMA


			10730400-NO-TSHE-JADE SHEPHERD


			10730401-YES-TH-PHRESHA DWARIKA


			10730403-NO-TSHE-BRANDON CERDA


			10730404-NO-T-ROMAN CABRERA


			10730405-NO-TE-CLAUDIO ZELAYA


			10730406-NO-T-HANNAH ROSSIN


			10730407-YES-E-MARIA PULIDO


			10730408-YES-E-REBECCA VAN HORN


			10730409-NO-T-STEPHANIE SCHRODERHEIM


			10730410-SKIP-TSE-STEVE SWITZER


			10730411-YES-TH-SASHA CABRERA


			10730412-YES-S-GABRIELLE CARD


			10730413-NO-T-EDDIE ZENG


			10736691-NO-S-ANGIE CALDEYRO


			10736692-NO-S-RACHEL HALLEY


			10736693-NO-H-AUTUMN ABELL


			10736694-NO-H-BALINDA DESANTIS


			10736695-NO-T-INNA GERMANOTTA


			10739924-YES-E-ANA CORREA


			10739926-YES-T-MELISSA BELIZAIRE


			10739927-NO-T-CHRIS SANTOS


			10739929-NO-T-CARMEN


			10739932-YES-TE-JEAN ANJOS


			10739933-SKIP-H-KAREEM VALENTINE


			10739934-NO-E-MALLORY VELIZ


			10739935-YES-S-WAIDY DUCE


			10739936-SKIP-T-GRETEL AVELLA 


			10739937-NO-T-GAIRY DESGOUTTES


			10739939-YES-E-JP


			10739940-YES-E-ALLISON MORAJA


			10739941-YES-T-RAFAEL HERNANDEZ 


			10739942-YES-E-ANDREA RAMOS


			10739943-YES-T-MATTHEW MARQUEZ


			10739944-YES-S-ALLEN JEAN-GILLES


			10739945-YES-H-AMBER VELEZ


			10739946-YES-T-JAYA BAHL


			10739949-NO-S-STEPHEN FUENTES


			10739950-YES-TS-KPP


			10739951-NO-T-NATALIE REYES


			10739953-NO-H-SOFIA GALIANO


			10739954-NO-T-CESAR GOMEZ


			10739955-YES-TSHE-HENRY SOLANO


			10739957-YES-T-ROB JENKINS


			10739958-YES-E-PAOLA DE CECCHI


			10739959-YES-H-KELLY FEENEY


			10739960-YES-T-LYNN BLUMBERG


			10748354-NO-TE-LAVANDA ROLLE


			10748356-NO-TSHE-JOE RUSSO


			10748357-NO-TSHE-MARY MCNICHOLAS


			10748359-NO-T-CLINT FOWLKES


			10748360-YES-T-HERB KAHLERT


			10748361-NO-S-ANN MARIE SORRELL


			10805181-NO-TSHE-ERICA SMITH


			10817896-SKIP-T-WENXUAN HAN


			10817897-NO-TS-TINGTING WANG


			10817898-YES-TE-DELIO MORATO


			10817899-YES-TS-FATIMA VILLATORO


			10817900-YES-T-ERIKA UGARTE


			10817901-NO-S-KIMBERLY BARAN 


			10817902-YES-TS-ERIKA BENOIT


			10817903-NO-T-ALEXANDER ZAMORANO


			10817904-YES-TSHE-DIAUNDREA SHERILL


			10817905-NO-T-LESLIE GAITAN


			10818078-YES-T-MICHELLE GRU


			10818079-NO-T-NAROMY A


			10818081-NO-E-CHRISTOPHER CADET


			10818082-YES-T-LIVET BOGFIL


			10818083-YES-T-RICKENCY FRANCOIS


			10818084-NO-T-JONATHAN DUCKWORTH


			10818085-NO-H-ALEXANDRA ROJAS


			10818086-YES-E-DESTINY CHARLES


			10818087-YES-T-JOHN CANCIO


			10818088-YES-T-MICHELANGE GERMAIN


			10818090-NO-E-TARIQ DARWISH


			10818091-SKIP-T-LIN LIU


			10818092-NO-E-ROBERT VERNIKOFF


			10818093-YES-E-HEATHER BLACK










From: Marcia Goodman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:18:36 AM


I am quite concerned about the impact that All Aboard Florida will have on my family and
 neighbors. I live in the Town of Hypoluxo on US1 right next to the tracks.  We are subject to
 numerous daily trains using the FEC tracks. I have a heart condition and all of the area
 hospitals are on the other side of the tracks. I already feel in jeopardy should there be a
 medical emergency. The addition of the high speed commuter trains will only exacerbate this
 dangerous situation. Furthermore, we are subject to very loud whistle blasts all day and night
 since our community is right across from a RR crossing.  The addition of more daily trains
 will exacerbate this problem, as well.
I love my home and urge you to consider the disruption to the peace, tranquility and safety that
 additional train activity will bring.
Thank you,
Marcia Goodman


Sent via the Samsung Galaxy Note® 3, an AT&T 4G LTE smartphone
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From: Miller, William
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Sylvia Pelizza; Rolf Olson
Subject: Hobe Sound National Wildlife Refuge Comments for the All Aboard Florida Passenger Rail Project from Orlando to


 Miami, Florida
Date: Friday, November 28, 2014 1:29:48 PM
Attachments: HobeSoundNationalWildlifeRefuge_Comments_AllAboardFloridaRailProject_November2014.pdf


To the Attention of Mr. John Winkle


Please accept the attached Hobe Sound National Wildlife Refuge (Refuge) comments for the
 All Aboard Florida (AAF) passenger rail project from Orlando to Miami, Florida


Thank you for the opportunity to comment and your cooperation in the effort to protect fish
 and wildlife resources.  If you and any questions regarding this project, please contact me via
 email at william_g_miller@fws.gov; or via phone at 772-546-6414  x204.


Sincerely yours,


Bill Miller, Refuge Manager
Hobe Sound National Wildlife Refuge


Bill Miller, Refuge Manager
Hobe Sound National Wildlife Refuge
13640 SE Federal Hwy
P.O. Box 645
Hobe Sound, FL 33475
772-546-6141x204(o)
561-248-9021(c)
772-545-7572(f)
william_g_miller@fws.gov
http://www.fws.gov/hobesound/
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From: jmtcet@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2014 4:41:29 PM


TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:


I FEEL THIS IS AN EFFORT IN FUTILITY, BUT  ONCE AGAIN I WISH TO EXPRESS MY
 DISPLEASURE AND OBJECTION TO THE PLAN TO RUN HIGH SPEEDS TRAINS THROUGH THE
 BEAUTIFUL TOWNS ALONG THE TREASURE COAST.  RESIDENTS WILL BE SUBJECTED TO
 DANGEROUS INTERSECTIONS, AND THE INCONVENIENCE CAUSED BY THE MANY TRAINS
 SCHEDULED TO TRAVEL THROUGH OUR NEIGHBORHOODS THROUGHOUT THE DAY.  WE
 DERIVE NO BENEFIT FROM THIS ABSURD PLAN AND DO NOT WANT IT.  THE MEETINGS THAT
 HAVE BEEN HELD RECENTLY FOR CITIZENS TO EXPRESS THEIR CONCERNS ABOUT ALL
 ABOARD FLORIDA SHOULD HAVE SENT A CLEAR MESSAGE TO THE "POWERS THAT BE" ...........
 WE DO NOT WANT THIS TO HAPPEN AND RUIN OUR COMMUNITIES!


UNFORTUNATELY, WE KNOW THAT BIG MONEY AND POLITICIANS DON'T REALLY CARE ABOUT
 THE GENERAL PUBLIC.  WE DON'T GET A CHANCE TO VOTE ON THIS PROJECT, JUST HAVE IT
 SHOVED DOWN OUR THROATS.


SO ADD MY VOICE TO THOSE WHO SAY, LOUD AND CLEAR, WE DO NOT
 WANT ALL ABOARD FLORIDA!!!
YOUR ATTENTION IS REQUESTED,
 
JOAN TRAENKLE
5524 57 WAY
VERO BEACH, FLORIDA 32967
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From: Ralph Hendry
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Train
Date: Friday, November 28, 2014 9:02:16 AM


Hello:
 
Since arriving here in October 2014 I have not met one person in favor of the new All Aboard Florida
 train route.   Not one person.   That is quite an admirable fact.   Not one person.  Hum!
 
So if no one is in favor of having 32 trains per day of an unspecified length of cars why is the project
 moving forward at all?
 
If no one is in favor of the project, then why not re-route to a more westerly passage. 
 
My wife and I visit the treasure coast quite often since we have family in the area and we enjoy
 boating throughout the region.  This year we came down with the intention of purchasing a
 residential property and expanding our wealth management and financial planning business into the
 area.   But, when we arrived in November we heard much more detail about the proposed new train
 route and schedule.  
 
The frequency and amount of train traffic which will negatively affect every aspect of life for people
  in the area will be substantial and actually cause more risk to life and limb.   So, our plans are on
 hold.  We will wait and see and then decide to pursue our ambition here or elsewhere.
 
On a personal level, if I was involved is a project that dredged up so much distaste, dislike and overall
 bad feelings toward the project such as this All Aboard Florida train project I would seriously
 reconsider.
 
On a final though, how can this project be named All Aboard Florida when in fact no stops are made
 in the communities being most greatly impacted.  Suspicions abound.
 
Please move the train route into a more westerly corridor.
 
Sincerely,
 
 
 
Ralph H Hendry, CFP ©
Potomac Wealth Management Inc.


888 16th St NW Suite 800
Washington, DC 20006
202-580-6668 (O)
202-821-1905 (F)
202-294-6887 (C)
rhendry@ifgrr.com
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and,
218 North Lee Street, Suite 309
Alexandria, VA 22314
 
Copyright © 2011, Potomac Wealth Management, Inc. All rights reserved. 888 16th Street, NW Suite
 800 | Washington, DC 20006 | 202-580-6668 | 202-821-1905 fax
Registered Principal offering securities and advisory services through Independent Financial Group,
 LLC (IFG), a registered broker-dealer and investment advisor. Member FINRA/SIPC. Potomac Wealth
 Management and IFG are not affiliated entities. OSJ Branch: 12671 High Bluff Drive, Suite 200, San
 Diego, CA 92130.
 
Electronic communications are not necessarily confidential and may not be delivered or received reliably.  Therefore, do not send orders
 to buy or sell securities or other instructions related to your accounts via e-mail.  The material contained herein is confidential and
 intended for the addressed recipient.  If you are not the intended recipient for this message, any review, dissemination, distribution or
 duplication of this email is strictly prohibited.  Please contact the sender immediately if you have received this message in error.


 
 








From: Terry Linley
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: comments AGAINST All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:47:04 PM


Shame on you for planning a project with total disregard for Florida
 history (archaeological and cultural), safety, and the livelihoods of
 Floridians, and with regard ONLY for your bottom dollar.  Your project has
 the potential for great personal, environmental, and cultural harm, while
 benefitting a select few people.
 
Please do NOT continue with this project!!
 
Respectfully submitted,
 
Terry Ann Linley
terry34951@aol.com
Resident of Saint Lucie County, and
High School Science Teacher in Indian River County
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From: Bonanti, Christopher
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: 38 comment cards
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 5:19:04 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
image003.png
Comment Cards to FRA - 10-26-2014d.pdf


Mr. Winkle,
Please find 38 comment cards attached.
Thank you,
Chris
 
Christopher Bonanti
Director of Environmental Planning
All Aboard Florida


2855 Le Jeune Road | 4th Floor
Coral Gables, FL 33134
T: 305.520.2347 | C: 571.334.4807
Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com | allaboardflorida.com


Follow us:  


 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: The information contained in this transmission is privileged
 and confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or entity named
 above. No addressee should forward, print, copy, or otherwise reproduce this message in any
 manner that would allow it to be viewed by any individual not originally listed as a recipient.
 If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
 unauthorized disclosure, dissemination, distribution, copying of this transmission or the
 taking of any action in reliance on the information herein is strictly prohibited. If you have
 received this transmission in error, please immediately reply to sender that you have received
 this communication in error and then delete it. Thank you.
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From: bernard french
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:23:10 AM


Gentlemen:


AAF is the worst legislation I have ever seen proposed and will severely and
 negatively impact the Treasure Coast of Florida, while bringing zero benefits. Safety
 issues are great.  There are many grade crossings in Vero Beach and US 1 parallels
 the tracks and is only about 100 feet away.


Many people think that the purpose of the proposal is really to move freight, not
 people.  Could be.


If this project is to go through, new tracks near I 95 should be built. That would
 overcome the objections of using the existing tracks which are in an area of high
 density population. Let those that would benefit from this project pay for it.  Please
 deny Federal Funding!


Bernard D. French DDS
5160 St David's Dr, Vero Beach, FL 32967
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From: timjb66@yahoo.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Hold The Train
Date: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 4:40:17 PM


Take your train and shove it up Obama’s ass 


Sent from Windows Mail
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From: Cynthia Gurin
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 4:42:16 PM


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave. SE, Room W38-311
Washington, D.C. 3059
AAF_comments@vhb.com


Judging from the way the EIS starts the Environmental Impact Statement
document, simply embarrassingly falling all over itself to brown-nose
the FEC, I'd say the lobbied and paid for fix with the Federal
Railroad Administration is already in and the VOTERS and TAXPAYERS in
this state don't stand a snowball's chance in hell of prevailing.  But
then we already knew that, based on the set up for this Scott
orchestrated scam that began even before he took office.


THE BACK-STORY:


"In 2010, Adam Hollingsworth was a transportation adviser to Rick
Scott's transition team..."


"Rick Scott, a wealthy Florida businessman, was elected Florida's 45th
governor on Nov. 2, 2010. He took office Jan. 4, 2011"


"On February 16, 2011, Florida Governor Rick Scott formally announced
that he would be rejecting $2.4 BILLION DOLLARS in federal funds to
construct the high-speed railway, thereby killing the Florida High
Speed Rail project. Governor Scott's reasoning behind cancelling the
project was that it would be "far too costly to taxpayers" and that
"the risk far outweigh[ed] the benefits".


In the wake of the project's cancellation, a private sector express
passenger service running across much of the proposed route has been
proposed by the Florida East Coast Railway." - Wikipedia


"Hollingsworth went to work for All Aboard Florida's parent company
for part of 2011 and 2012 and lobbied Scott's administration for the
project, the Naples Daily News reported..."


In 2012, Hollingsworth became Scott's chief of staff. While Scott has
supported the All Aboard Florida project he killed high-speed rail
slated to get $2.4 billion in federal funds in 2011." - PolitiFact


A project the size and scope of All Aboard Florida, privately owned by
a New York Hedge Fund, did not just happen overnight. Like the well
orchestrated Disney acquisitions in Central Florida, this scam
required significant advance planning. And very large under the table
campaign contributions.


It also suggests that the implementation of purchase options took
place far enough in advance to permit Scott, a mere month after he
took office, to confidently decline billions in federal funding for
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the high speed rail project which actually would have benefited
Floridians.


UniteVOTERS suggests suggest obtaining a list of real estate intended
for use as All Aboard Florida train stations. Research both the
purchase dates as well as the prior straw men purchases for the
benefit of AAF.


That federal funds were declined in order to enable AAF to implement
its plan is patently obvious.


FEC has announced it plans TWO MILE LONG FREIGHT TRAINS, and QUADRUPLE
THEIR HIGH SPEED FREIGHT TRAFFIC OVER THE NEXT 5 YEARS in addition to
the sham All Aboard "passsenger service".  FEC will block crossings,
endanger lives, and radically diminish both the quality of life (and
sleep)  of THOUSANDS of VERY angry voters and taxpayers on the
Treasure Coast and greatly deplete property values of residents within
at minimum two miles East and West of the tracks. Yes, I AM an
appraiser. Supporting documentation abounds.  There IS an alternative.
Yes I AM one of those affected. I live in private walled community,
Yacht and Country Club in Stuart. When I take the dog out at night I
can hear the blaring whistle and FEEL THE GROUND SHAKE from TRACK
VIBRATION when the the damn train is FIVE MILES SOUTH of us.  There's
very difference in sound and vibration abatement when I'm inside my
CBS home with grouted cells and full brick facing.


Environmental impact is not limited to bunny rabbits and fish.


These are PEOPLE'S LIVES, their physical and emotional wellbeing, this
will diminish the value of the largest investment many of them have,
and place their very safety on the line. This is an outrageous fraud
by Governor Rick Scott being perpetrated on VOTERS.


The NEW YORK HEDGE FUND that owns FEC has already left taxpayers in
one large community in Canada on the hook for millions after pulling a
similar scam then defaulting. They walked away with property ownership
and stuck angry taxpayers with the bill.


It appears that the embarrassingly laudatory Environmental Impact
Study has been deliberately falsified in order to push this through.
And if that is the case, those who did so should look forward to being
prosecuted, both civilly and criminally.


Cynthia Gurin
3451 S.E. Court Drive
Stuart, FL 34997








From: dustymac@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Treasure Coast
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 6:51:23 AM


Please don't do this to Stuart and Hobe Sound, you must know the devastating effect
 of this plan on these areas, and even worse when the freight traffic starts, this is just
 insane, please consider moving out west by the interstate for all this rail traffic, you
 will virtually destroy our already overburdened car traffic problem, not to mention the
 noise and hazards that will be aboard the freight going past residential
 neighborhoods.
I think the citizens would "pay to move" you to an out west location to avoid cutting off
 our east-west access, won't you please reconsider, this is such a harmful and
 uncaring move. What will it cost you in the long run, after it fails, when there is an
 accident, or many accidents and you have to pay for all the lawsuits?
 
 
Patricia Macpherson
Stuart, FL
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From: Robin Hicks-Connors
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: comments about the DEIS for AAF
Date: Wednesday, November 26, 2014 3:21:02 PM


I am disappointed that the Environmental Impact Statement seems inadequate and does not
 address many of the issues that impact my community on the Treasure Coast.  There are many
 concerns -- additional traffic, noise, economic impact to the area, removal of parking in our
 downtown corridor, etc... but I have kept my remarks relative to the environment for the
 purpose of commenting here.


The railroad was built in 1926 and I can not imagine how it will be possible for a state of the
 art high speed train to traverse these rails with out significant updating.  In fact, it is my
 understanding there are no plans to repair or replace the trestle bridges over our most sensitive
 environmental concerns: our river and waterways, which are already besieged by fresh water
 releases.  The impact of additional trains traveling over those bridges creating runoff into the
 river has not been adequately outlined or impacts measured.  This is a glaring omission.


Further, there is no mention of the cultural assets that sit a mere feet from the rails -- our areas
 most significant historical structures are within feet from the railroad and the additional traffic
 and vibration will certainly impact those assets.  This is not even mentioned, let alone
 addressed.


For a report that includes 2000 pages of studies and information, how could this report not
 include the impacts of such sensitive assets that will certainly be impacted?


I would like to see an impact statement that takes into full account all the impacts to our area
 and isn't created with the conclusion already in mind before it is even written.  Our
 community receives no -- zero -- none -- benefit form this train and only sees negative
 impacts.  This amounts to an unfunded mandate where the state is coming in and forcing this
 upon us and requiring us to absorb the costs.  All of this is at tax payer expense.  


I am opposed to AAF but more importantly, resent the smoke and mirrors games being played
 by their paid consultants and hired hands conducting what is sup[posed to be impartial
 information.  It is unconscionable to me that anyone -- for profit or gain or otherwise, would
 defy logic and insist upon forcing a train -- up to 32 a day, at high speeds -- in small
 communities and expect them to accept this when there is nothing in it for them.  These
 impacts must be mitigated or the train must go west.  That makes the most logical sense.


Robin Hicks Nunley, CFRE
www.rhcfundraising.com
RHC Fundraising Consultants
772.260.6701
robin@RHCfundraising.com
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From: Bonanti, Christopher
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: 39 Comment cards
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 5:13:15 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
image003.png
Comment Cards to FRA - 10-26-2014b.pdf


Mr. Winkle,
Please find 39 Comment Cards attached.
Thank you,
Chris
 
Christopher Bonanti
Director of Environmental Planning
All Aboard Florida


2855 Le Jeune Road | 4th Floor
Coral Gables, FL 33134
T: 305.520.2347 | C: 571.334.4807
Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com | allaboardflorida.com


Follow us:  


 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: The information contained in this transmission is privileged
 and confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or entity named
 above. No addressee should forward, print, copy, or otherwise reproduce this message in any
 manner that would allow it to be viewed by any individual not originally listed as a recipient.
 If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
 unauthorized disclosure, dissemination, distribution, copying of this transmission or the
 taking of any action in reliance on the information herein is strictly prohibited. If you have
 received this transmission in error, please immediately reply to sender that you have received
 this communication in error and then delete it. Thank you.
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From: Glen Bezanson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:48:00 AM


I am very concerned about the negative impact that high speed trains will have on the small 
communities along the Treasure Coast.  I am not against high speed trains, but tracks should 
be built along the existing transportation corridor that is along the toll road or Interstate 95.   If
 All Aboard Florida is allowed to use the existing tracks there will be an increase in train 
related deaths and also a decline in property values.  It is ludicrous to think that it is okay to 
proceed with this project when there is so much at stake.  The residents of Vero Beach and 
other small communities will suffer greatly because of the greed of large corporations.  Please 
don’t ruin our Treasure Coast.  Stop this before it is too late!!


Glen Bezanson
Vero Beach, Fl
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From: cdsailor11@gmail.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Home on St. Lucie River
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2014 11:01:43 AM


To whom it may concern,


My wife and I are lifelong cruisers from CT.  I was impressed with the East Coast of Florida and
 its easy access to the ocean.  We moved into a condo on the St. Lucie river in 2002 after living
 aboard our 36” sailboat for 5 years.  The condo is in Circle Bay Yacht Club, near the Palm City
 Bridge and in relatively protected areas.  I purchased a 26 ft. Wellcraft fishing boat that I knew
 would not go under the railroad bridge, if it was down.  I have experience with taking trawlers
 and other power boats through that bridge and others on the Intercoastal.  I have waited to
 pass under the Stuart bridge for up to 45 minutes when two trains were coming. It has
 been annoying but not “show stopping”. 


This is now “show stopping” for boating in this area AND we are being forced to help pay for
 it! I cannot imagine waiting for the number of trains predicted at that Stuart old rusty railroad
 bridge.  I sold my boat last year because of the changes here in the river.  Now you are going
 to remove the access we have had to cleaner water.  I cannot live long enough to wait every
 day for that number of trains to go fishing. 


Dennis Robinett
1950 SW Palm City Rd. 12-301
Stuart, FL 34994


Sent from Windows Mail
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From: John Brennan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL Aboard FL
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:05:46 PM


December 3, 2014
To Federal Railroad Administration,   AAF_comments@vhb.com
RE All Aboard Florida


High Speed ground transportation is desirable for many reasons: 
Saves time. "Time is money”
Encourages high density, high rise, housing and business at stations where you will get free 
vertical transportation in elevators, neighborhoods  where you can accomplish much by 
walking, and thus lower diabetes and heart condition.
Opens up new areas for development.
Rail transport is more economical in passenger-miles per gallon of fuel and reduces air 
pollution particularly at 30,000 feet.
Problems:
90 year old bridges over rivers that will open 32 times more per day will need lots of 
maintenance
Synchronizing bridges and railroad crossing with the train will be very difficult:
   Note: Orlando’s new commuter rail where autos get hit because they stop on railroad tracks 
and that requires schedule changes all along the  route.
Note: Some bridge openings have to be made off-schedule when large barges need an opening
 because of currents, wind and momentum.
Fixed path ground systems need frequent service so they are convenient for possible 
customers.  Note:  Germany’s system that is very accurate in  arrival and departure times and 
has a cluster of commercial and residential buildings  around each station


Some Solutions:   
1a Run light rail for passengers along the present railroad right-away on towers that carry the 
passenger train over road intersections and over the 3 rivers that might need 65 foot clearance 
for sailboats. Rail above street level will give passengers a better view as they travel along the 
Miami, Orlando corridor. 


1b Limit train to a single light-rail car, so support towers need not be very robust.  When 
passenger volume is high, run more one-car-trains/ hr.  Note: Disney World.  Each car can 
have a conductor for security, who can double as driver if the driverless system needs help.


1c With slow downs eliminated by above ground light rail, stations could be added in Jupiter, 
Stewart, Vero Beach, Melbourne, Titusville so that more people/locations can benefit and still 
maintain rapid service.


2 Route heavy rail in through the center of the state where Amtrak goes and do away with the 
railroad bridges in Jupiter and Stewart.   The right away and tracks already exist and you 
would have to broker agreements between the 2 railroads involved as well as the citizenry 
inland. Just run High Speed rail inland from West Palm Beach to Orlando.  Get All Aboard 
Florida Corp the air rights above each Amtrak Station so they can make some money 



mailto:j.brennan9@icloud.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

mailto:AAF_comments@vhb.com





developing the land rights.  There is a commuter rail line already from Miami to West Palm 
Beach. 


I along with Teddy Roosevelt think that unfettered Free-market of goods, money and labor 
often leeds to greed, corruption and a reduces the common-good.  I think that regulation and 
oversight is necessary and enhances the common-good while maintaining constructive 
destruction.


Not only have I lived in Orlando for decades beginning before Disney, I know of the 
inconvenience of non-fixed bridges. I now govern my driving habits by the raising and 
lowering the Parker Bridge on Route 1 in North Palm beach and the PGA bridge which are 
over the Intercostal Water Way.  These 2 bridges open every half hour, and are a mile apart. 
My condo window  looks out on the boat traffic half way between these 2 bridges.  I live on 
the east side of the ICW and the nearest fixed bridge is 6 miles away by road.  The Mall, the 
library, the hospital, the polling station, my doctors are all west across the bridges. 


Also for a few years I enjoyed cruising in an old 42 foot boat with a 25 foot air-draft and had 
to wait for the railroad bridges in Stewart and Jupiter.  Even in good weather the current and 
winds required concentration and skill to maintain position while waiting the narrow bridges 
to open and allow one way boat traffic.  I have also been under the railroad bridge on the New 
River on a small boat.  All three of these bridges then looked like they wouldn’t last much 
longer.  


Please be thoughtful in your deliberations, and watch out for the phraseology of silver tongue 
lawyers, hired by those who will become wealthy because of what you decide.  Watch out for 
the common good.   Your so-called open meetings, where discussions could not be held, 
probably has reduced good input and avoided public education on the subject.


Sincerely
J J Brennan, 364 Golfview Rd, #101, NPB, 33408,  407 492 4055








From: tjdomanski@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard comments- final day to give input
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:07:51 PM


Dear John Winkle,
 
I hope you will consider my input concerning All Aboard Florida as I write this at the
 close of the last day to comment..
 
I think it would be interesting to stage a mock run for about a month to judge the
 impact of the added train traffic. A schedule of the trains could be established and
 altho there currently are no trains with the speed, we could pretend there are trains
 by closing the gates for the proposed time and seeing the impact it has on vehicular,
 boat and emergency traffic. We could see how many light changes it will take to
 move the traffic thru before the next train gets there. Plus we could evaluate if there
 is gridlock for the ambulances and police and what impact that has on public safety.
 We could add jobs to our area by employing people to close all the gates and bridges
 at the given times, boosting the economy while we do the study.
 
Most interesting would be in Jupiter at Indiantown Road and Alt. A1A where one can
 see the bridge over the intracoastal from the west side of the tracks. A vehicle could
 hypothetically wait for the train to pass and then wait for the bridge to close plus wait
 for the traffic lights that dot Indiantown Road. That would be a true study- cars
 stopped, gas burning fumes, people being late for their jobs since we are not just a
 beach resort town where we can be a half hour late to catch the waves, we are a
 town of homeowners and renters, many of whom still need to get to work.
 
As far as the boats, being caught in the tide changes in a severe thunderstorm while
 waiting for the decades old bridge to open on the Loxahatchee River could give
 amazing insight into the future with All Aboard. Since we are known for fast moving
 lightning and thunder storms as well as raging tides thru the relatively small opening
 under the railroad bridge, this study could reveal some issues that may not already
 have been considered.
 
I know it's a done deal, we will get the trains with people and freight but it feels good
 to voice my thoughts.
 
Why these trains can't run where the cows graze is beyond me. And quaint downtown
 Stuart will probably become a ghost town. But let's get those folks up from Miami to
 Disney. At least I'll benefit one way- I have a lot of Disney stock!!
 
Sincerely,
Janice Domanski
19802 Loxahatchee Pointe Drive
Jupiter, Fl 33458
561-743-0368
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From: John Schumann Jr.
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: comments on AAF
Date: Saturday, November 29, 2014 5:09:14 PM


As a lifetime resident of Vero Beach I am greatly concerned about the detrimental effects ASF would
 have on this city and county and the other areas of Florida through which the numerous high speed
 trains would pass.


This city is divided geographically by the railroad tracks and the multiple daily traffic interruptions would
 be  a great inconvenience, as well as a potential danger.  These detriments would be multiplied by all the
 towns through which the trains would pass as well as the rural intersections.  
 
The additional noise pollution created by the trains would be a huge annoyance to those living and
 working within sound of the trains.  Then there is the hinderance to traffic on the inland waterways.


It is my hope and request that the AAF proposal not be approved.


Sincerely,
John J Schumann Jr.


8225 5th St. SW
Vero Beach, FL 32968
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From: Micco Home Owners
To: john.winkle@dot.gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com; bill@billnelson.senate.gov; Greg_Langowski@rubio.senate.gov; Congressman.Posey@mail.house.gov;


 gardiner.andy.web@flsenate.gov; Thad Altman; john.tobia@myfloridahouse.gov; steve.crisafulli@myfloridahouse.gov;
 ritch.workman@myfloridahouse.gov; tom.goodson@myfloridahouse.gov; ananth.prasad@dot.state.fl.us; Commissioner, D1; Commissioner,
 D2; Commissioner, D3; Commissioner, D4; Commissioner, D5; Whitten, Stockton E; Knox, Scott L; Chelle Woods; Joan Legue; Jan Black;
 Sue Olson; jcstargate@att.net; Henriette Daulton; Gloria Fleming; Dick Gee; Joanne Paganelli; Barbara Reisert; Wilma Weglein; Lee Newell;
 Rita Poiet; atwellem@hotmail.com; John Lochmandy


Subject: 3rd list of comments on All Aboard Florida and the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Date: Wednesday, November 26, 2014 11:23:30 AM
Attachments: image.png


Micco Age Affected Community.docx
1 - Micco CDP QuickFacts from the US Census Bureau.pdf
3- BAREFOOT BLVD - Golf Cart.docx
Micco Age Affected Community.docx


DATE:  November 26, 2014


 


TO: John.Winkle@DOT.gov and AAF_comments@vhb.com (AAF_comments@vhb.com)


 


FROM:  Micco Homeowner’s Association      Email address: miccohomeowners@gmail.com


 


SUBJECT:  All Aboard Florida Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement


__________________________________________________________________________


We are providing for you careful review our list of concerns regarding the adverse effects
 that All Aboard Florida did not include within their Draft EIS concerning elder
 populations and their status as a protected class in Micco.


Micco Homeowner’s Association represents more than 9,000 residents of unincorporated
 Brevard County living in the neighborhoods of Barefoot Bay, Fleming Grant, Little
 Hollywood, Pelican Bay, River Grove, and Snug Harbor Lakes & Village. 


 


We have the following concerns about adding 32 daily high speed trains combined with the
 16 to 20 freight trains bisecting our community largely senior community as follows:


 


DEIS Page 5-124 within paragraph 5.4.2 Environmental Justice states:


“The Project would not result in disproportionately high and adverse impacts to minority or
 low‐income populations. There would be no adverse impacts to environmental justice
 communities resulting from residential displacement, job loss or neighborhood



mailto:miccohomeowners@gmail.com

mailto:john.winkle@dot.gov

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

mailto:rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com

mailto:bill@billnelson.senate.gov

mailto:Greg_Langowski@rubio.senate.gov

mailto:Congressman.Posey@mail.house.gov

mailto:gardiner.andy.web@flsenate.gov

mailto:altman.thad.web@flsenate.gov

mailto:john.tobia@myfloridahouse.gov

mailto:steve.crisafulli@myfloridahouse.gov

mailto:ritch.workman@myfloridahouse.gov

mailto:tom.goodson@myfloridahouse.gov

mailto:ananth.prasad@dot.state.fl.us

mailto:D1.Commissioner@brevardcounty.us

mailto:D2.Commissioner@brevardcounty.us

mailto:D2.Commissioner@brevardcounty.us

mailto:D3.Commissioner@brevardcounty.us

mailto:D4.Commissioner@brevardcounty.us

mailto:D5.Commissioner@brevardcounty.us

mailto:Stockton.Whitten@brevardcounty.us

mailto:Scott.knox@brevardcounty.us

mailto:chellepaints@aol.com

mailto:datadocmicco@att.net

mailto:jbmicco@comcast.net

mailto:jerryandsue1967@bellsouth.net

mailto:jcstargate@att.net

mailto:h.daulton@comcast.net

mailto:gloriafleming456@aol.com

mailto:dickbarbgee66@aol.com

mailto:dpag7400@comcast.net

mailto:babsnearl@aol.com

mailto:jweglein@cfl.rr.com

mailto:lee@lan2.net

mailto:ritapoiret@gmail.com

mailto:atwellem@hotmail.com

mailto:tattler@cfl.rr.com

mailto:John.Winkle@DOT.gov

mailto:AAF_comments@vhb.com

mailto:AAF_comments@vhb.com

mailto:miccohomeowners@gmail.com





[image: logo-type]





DATE:  November 26, 2014





TO: John.Winkle@DOT.gov and AAF_comments@vhb.com (AAF_comments@vhb.com)





FROM:  Micco Homeowner’s Association      Email address: miccohomeowners@gmail.com 





SUBJECT:  All Aboard Florida Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement


__________________________________________________________________________


We are providing for you careful review our list of concerns regarding the adverse effects that All Aboard Florida did not include within their Draft EIS concerning elder populations and their status as a protected class in Micco.





Micco Homeowner’s Association represents more than 9,000 residents of unincorporated Brevard County living in the neighborhoods of Barefoot Bay, Fleming Grant, Little Hollywood, Pelican Bay, River Grove, and Snug Harbor Lakes & Village.  





We have the following concerns about adding 32 daily high speed trains combined with the 16 to 20 freight trains bisecting our community largely senior community as follows:





DEIS Page 5-124 within paragraph 5.4.2 Environmental Justice states: 


“The Project would not result in disproportionately high and adverse impacts to minority or low‐income populations. There would be no adverse impacts to environmental justice communities resulting from residential displacement, job loss or neighborhood fragmentation due to the use of property. Although changes in noise would affect residents along the E‐W Corridor, none of the affected parcels are within environmental justice communities. There would be no adverse noise or vibration impacts to environmental justice communities along the E‐W Corridor under any of the Action Alternatives, and mitigation would limit any changes in vibration along the N‐S Corridor such that there would be no resulting vibration impacts.”  





DEIS Page 4-119 Affected Environment states: “The existing rail and highway infrastructure do not provide any barriers to the elderly or handicapped.”  Continuing in the next paragraph the DEIS states, “According to the USCB, 20.87 percent of the population within the Project Study Area buffer (117 census tracts within 1,000 feet of the rail corridor) is 65 years or older (Table 4.4.4‐5). Of the 117 census tracts within the Project Study Area, eight (6.8 percent) reported poverty greater than 50 percent and 26 (22.2 percent) reported senior populations greater than 30.87 percent. The 20 census tracts identified within the Project Study Area in Martin County have a combined senior population of 28.92 percent





a. The DEIS failed to include any information on U.S. Census Tract 652.34 within the unincorporated Micco community in southern Brevard County.  According to the 2010 Census 56% of our total population is age 65 or older with an average age of 67.3 years (see attachment #1).  





b. Four age 55 and older State designated communities - Snug Harbor Lakes, Snug Harbor Village, River Grove & Pelican Bay - are located adjacent to the FEC tracks in Micco, as well as the largely senior community of Barefoot Bay with 5,000 residents.  





DEIS Appendix 5.2.2.A3 Figure 5-17 Noise & Vibration Contours – This table portrays two main access roads, Micco Road and Barefoot Blvd. entering the senior communities of Barefoot Bay, Snug Harbor Lakes and Snug Harbor Village which will be impacted by severe noise and vibration which All Aboard Florida states “will be mitigated”  





a. The DEIS fails to account for the impacts of vibration on modular home construction of various ages and conditions existing in the four certified senior communities adjacent to the tracks in Micco.   





b. The DEIS fails to comment on the loss of property value in a low to moderate income senior community with residents having a limited ability to move, repair or maintain their private property. The decline of home values near the FEC/AAF tracks will damage the values of each community as a whole if homes are abandoned or poorly maintained due to the owner’s age or income. 


.  


As defined in the Appendix of the USDOT Order 5610.2(a), adverse effects include, but are not limited to:


• Destruction or disruption of community cohesion or a community's economic vitality;


• Destruction or disruption of the availability of public and private facilities and services;


• Adverse employment effects; and


• Increased traffic congestion, isolation, exclusion, or separation of minority or low-income


   individuals within a given community or from the broader community.





a. The DEIS fails to account for the separation of elder adults from the closest available services whether due to lack of personal transportation or a blockage at crossings.  





b. The DEIS fails to account for the barrier to transportation created by nearly two mile long freight operations combined with higher-speed passenger trains causing delays at road crossings for residents and life saving first responders services.





c. Brevard County Fire/EMS Station 86 located west of the FEC tracks at Barefoot Blvd., reports that 92% of ambulance deliveries occur at Sebastian River Medical Center, the nearest hospital and east of the tracks. If ambulances are routed away from the nearest hospital due to delays at road crossings, area ambulances are routed to Palm Bay Hospital more than 20 miles away.





d. The DIES fails to consider the separation of elder residents from essential community services located to the west of tracks while other nearby facilities are located east of the tracks (see attachment #2).  





e. The DEIS fails to consider the number of senior residents who do not drive and walk, ride bicycles or use golf carts to travel to nearby community facilities.  A sealed corridor (necessary due to the 110 mph train speed proposed) would direct pedestrians to grade crossings (see attachment #3). 





f. The DEIS fails to comment on the use of community buses crossing the tracks to assist senior residents with travel to area doctors or other services. Bus service is provided to Micco through Space Coast Transit: http://www.ridescat.com/maps-schedules/english/pdfs/route32english.pdf .  Within Barefoot Bay transportation is provided by the homeowner’s association: http://www.barefootbayhoa.org/index.php?p=2_9_Van-Request-Form .





g. The DEIS fails to account for the needs of the transportation disadvantaged. People who because of disability, age or income cannot transport themselves.





h. The DEIS does not discuss any possible road crossing blockages.  Yet, Micco Homeowner’s Association has reported two blockages at Barefoot Blvd and Micco Road of up to 45 minutes within the past six months.  Joanne Scott Analyst for the Crossing Safety and Trespass Prevention Division of the Federal Railroad Administration directed our concerns to Andre Goins of the Florida Dept. of Transportation.  We learned no government agency regulates blockages.  Mr. Goins explained the blockage was due to a siding 10 miles away and our county’s Fire Chief reported he also contacted the FEC and no one had information on any road blockage - three agencies – three different answers.





i. The DEIS fails to properly account for the stacking of vehicles waiting at crossing adding to lengthy traffic delays at the Barefoot Blvd. and Micco Road crossings.  You will notice in attachment # 3, Federal Highway/Dixie Highway/US#1 is the main north/south artery in Micco.  This highway is approximately one block east of the both the Barefoot Blvd and Micco Road crossings.  This means there are often cars stacked in each direction and backed-up on Federal Highway causing a traffic hazard and delays at railroad crossings. 





Page 5-131 Environmental Consequences Paragraph 5.4.4.1 Regulatory Framework refers to the FRA’s Guide to Developing a Passenger Train Emergency Preparedness Plan.  All Aboard Florida states in the DEIS: “The following publications and resource materials from FRA and other USDOT agencies were reviewed for general safety information. The Project would be constructed and operated in compliance with these regulations.”





a. The DEIS fails to provide a plan after reviewing of the Guide to Developing a Passenger Train Emergency Preparedness Plan. 





b. The DEIS fails to recognize Micco Road as the designated Hurricane Evacuation Route for unincorporated Micco and all four of the designated senior communities nearby.  It is also the ONLY east/west road arterial in Micco.   Barefoot Blvd. is .02 miles to the north of Micco Road and is an interior road servicing Barefoot Bay and is often blocked when Micco Road is blocked.  





c. The DEIS fails to account for the South Mainland Community Centers (constructed with CDBG funds) use as a Hurricane evacuation shelter for Micco.  The Community Center is located east of the FEC railway and could be unavailable to residents if there is an accident or other blockage of area road crossings.





d. The DEIS fails to provide an emergency plan for a leak or damage to the Florida Public Gas storage facility located adjacent to the Micco Road crossing – see photo #4 attached. 





e. The DEIS fails to list the Florida Public Gas propane gas facility located adjacent to the FEC tracks adjacent to Micco Road in Appendix Table 5.2.4.A – Table 1 Risk Evaluation Summary.





f. The DEIS fails to provide a plan for any emergency response whether a hazardous spill or leak or a Hurricane.  Any such plan should be coordinated with Brevard County Emergency Management personnel. 





SUMMARY:  The All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement is fundamentally flawed and fails to identify numerous adverse affects to residents of unincorporated area of Micco in south Brevard County who are age 65 or older and living in designated 55+ communities in the following ways:





· Fails to identify four designated 55+ communities


· Ignores a 9000+ person community within Census tract 652.34 with 56% of the residents over 65 years of age and a median income of $32,000.


· Fails to account for a recognized Brevard County Community Development Block Grant area with Micco in southern Brevard County.


· Creates a fracturing of community infrastructure from area residents due to increased freight and the addition of 32 high-speed passenger trains.


· No emergency plan or identification of a propane storage facility adjacent to the FEC Railway and along a State designated Hurricane Evacuation route – Micco Road.


· Pressures those who do not drive to illegally cross at rail crossings due to the failure to fund or install pedestrian gates or fencing. 


· Provides no information on the impacts of vibration and noise on aging modular homes


· Assumes no loss of property value for homes adjacent to the tracks.


· Does not recognize an explosive hazard at the tracks on Micco Road and .02 miles from the nearest Fire/EMS station.  Assuming any explosion of the propane facility the Brevard Station 86 would like be unable to respond due to proximity to the hazard.





Micco Homeowner’s Association is respectfully asking the Railroad Administration to reject the flawed Draft Environmental Statement and to direct All Aboard Florida to do their due diligence and provide needed facts that truly justify this proposal through a NEW DEIS PROCESS.  





Additionally, all safety improvements recommended by the Federal Railroad Administration should by installed, maintained and funded by All Aboard Florida - not local governments. 





Florida already has a passenger train that goes from Miami to Orlando and no one rides it.  It’s called Amtrak 





Sincerely,





Micco Homeowner’s Association


Miccohomeowners@gmail.com





(4) Attachments





Copy: Governor Scott, Senator Nelson, Senator Rubio, Congressman Posey, State Senator Gardiner, State Senator Altman, Representative Tobia, Representative Goodman Representative Workman, Speaker Crisafulli, FDOT Sect’y Prasad, Corps of Engineers


Micco Homeowners Board of Directors, Brevard County Board of County Commissioner and County Manager
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State & County QuickFacts



Micco CDP, Florida



 
 People QuickFacts Micco CDP Florida



Population, 2013 estimate X 19,552,860
Population, 2012 estimate X 19,320,749
Population, 2010 (April 1) estimates base X 18,802,690
Population, percent change, April 1, 2010 to July 1, 2013 X 4.0%
Population, percent change, April 1, 2010 to July 1, 2012 X 2.8%
Population, 2010 9,052 18,801,310
Persons under 5 years, percent, 2010 1.6% 5.7%
Persons under 18 years, percent, 2010 5.6% 21.3%
Persons 65 years and over, percent, 2010 56.0% 17.3%
Female persons, percent, 2010 53.1% 51.1%



 
White alone, percent, 2010 (a) 97.5% 75.0%
Black or African American alone, percent, 2010 (a) 0.4% 16.0%
American Indian and Alaska Native alone, percent, 2010 (a) 0.3% 0.4%
Asian alone, percent, 2010 (a) 0.3% 2.4%
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander alone, percent,
2010 (a) 0.0% 0.1%
Two or More Races, percent, 2010 1.0% 2.5%
Hispanic or Latino, percent, 2010 (b) 1.7% 22.5%
White alone, not Hispanic or Latino, percent, 2010 96.4% 57.9%



 
Living in same house 1 year & over, percent, 2008-2012 79.2% 83.7%
Foreign born persons, percent, 2008-2012 1.7% 19.3%
Language other than English spoken at home, pct age 5+,
2008-2012 4.8% 27.3%
High school graduate or higher, percent of persons age 25+,
2008-2012 85.0% 85.8%
Bachelor's degree or higher, percent of persons age 25+,
2008-2012 11.2% 26.2%
Veterans, 2008-2012 2,306 1,606,758
Mean travel time to work (minutes), workers age 16+, 2008-
2012 24.6 25.8
Housing units, 2010 6,562 8,989,580
Homeownership rate, 2008-2012 84.0% 68.1%
Housing units in multi-unit structures, percent, 2008-2012 2.3% 30.1%
Median value of owner-occupied housing units, 2008-2012 $70,800 $170,800



Households, 2008-2012 4,753 7,147,013
Persons per household, 2008-2012 1.86 2.58
Per capita money income in past 12 months (2012 dollars),
2008-2012 $21,759 $26,451
Median household income, 2008-2012 $32,127 $47,309
Persons below poverty level, percent, 2008-2012 12.2% 15.6%



 
 Business QuickFacts Micco CDP Florida



Total number of firms, 2007 369 2,009,589
Black-owned firms, percent, 2007 F 9.0%
American Indian- and Alaska Native-owned firms, percent,
2007 F 0.5%
Asian-owned firms, percent, 2007 F 3.2%
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander-owned firms,
percent, 2007 F 0.1%
Hispanic-owned firms, percent, 2007 F 22.4%
Women-owned firms, percent, 2007 S 28.9%



 



Topics
Population, Economy



Geography
Maps, Geographic Data



Library
Infographics, Publications



Data
Tools, Developers



About the Bureau
Research, Surveys



Newsroom
News, Events, Blogs





http://www.census.gov/topics.html


http://www.census.gov/geography.html


http://www.census.gov/library.html


http://www.census.gov/data.html


http://www.census.gov/about.html


http://www.census.gov/newsroom/








ABOUT US FIND DATA BUSINESS & INDUSTRY PEOPLE & HOUSEHOLDS SPECIAL TOPICS NEWSROOM



 
Manufacturers shipments, 2007 ($1000) 01 104,832,907
Merchant wholesaler sales, 2007 ($1000) D 221,641,518
Retail sales, 2007 ($1000) 39,404 262,341,127
Retail sales per capita, 2007 NA $14,353
Accommodation and food services sales, 2007 ($1000) 1,129 41,922,059



 
 Geography QuickFacts Micco CDP Florida



Land area in square miles, 2010 7.62 53,624.76
Persons per square mile, 2010 1,188.2 350.6
FIPS Code 45275 12
Counties



1: Counties with 500 employees or less are excluded.



(a) Includes persons reporting only one race.
(b) Hispanics may be of any race, so also are included in applicable race categories. 



D: Suppressed to avoid disclosure of confidential information 
F: Fewer than 25 firms 
FN: Footnote on this item for this area in place of data 
NA: Not available 
S: Suppressed; does not meet publication standards 
X: Not applicable 
Z: Value greater than zero but less than half unit of measure shown



Source U.S. Census Bureau: State and County QuickFacts. Data derived from Population Estimates, American Community Survey,
Census of Population and Housing, County Business Patterns, Economic Census, Survey of Business Owners, Building Permits,
Census of Governments 
Last Revised: Tuesday, 08-Jul-2014 06:43:29 EDT
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BAREFOOT BLVD, MICCO, FL
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DATE:  November 26, 2014





TO: John.Winkle@DOT.gov and AAF_comments@vhb.com (AAF_comments@vhb.com)





FROM:  Micco Homeowner’s Association      Email address: miccohomeowners@gmail.com 





SUBJECT:  All Aboard Florida Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement


__________________________________________________________________________


We are providing for you careful review our list of concerns regarding the adverse effects that All Aboard Florida did not include within their Draft EIS concerning elder populations and their status as a protected class in Micco.





Micco Homeowner’s Association represents more than 9,000 residents of unincorporated Brevard County living in the neighborhoods of Barefoot Bay, Fleming Grant, Little Hollywood, Pelican Bay, River Grove, and Snug Harbor Lakes & Village.  





We have the following concerns about adding 32 daily high speed trains combined with the 16 to 20 freight trains bisecting our community largely senior community as follows:





DEIS Page 5-124 within paragraph 5.4.2 Environmental Justice states: 


“The Project would not result in disproportionately high and adverse impacts to minority or low‐income populations. There would be no adverse impacts to environmental justice communities resulting from residential displacement, job loss or neighborhood fragmentation due to the use of property. Although changes in noise would affect residents along the E‐W Corridor, none of the affected parcels are within environmental justice communities. There would be no adverse noise or vibration impacts to environmental justice communities along the E‐W Corridor under any of the Action Alternatives, and mitigation would limit any changes in vibration along the N‐S Corridor such that there would be no resulting vibration impacts.”  





DEIS Page 4-119 Affected Environment states: “The existing rail and highway infrastructure do not provide any barriers to the elderly or handicapped.”  Continuing in the next paragraph the DEIS states, “According to the USCB, 20.87 percent of the population within the Project Study Area buffer (117 census tracts within 1,000 feet of the rail corridor) is 65 years or older (Table 4.4.4‐5). Of the 117 census tracts within the Project Study Area, eight (6.8 percent) reported poverty greater than 50 percent and 26 (22.2 percent) reported senior populations greater than 30.87 percent. The 20 census tracts identified within the Project Study Area in Martin County have a combined senior population of 28.92 percent





a. The DEIS failed to include any information on U.S. Census Tract 652.34 within the unincorporated Micco community in southern Brevard County.  According to the 2010 Census 56% of our total population is age 65 or older with an average age of 67.3 years (see attachment #1).  





b. Four age 55 and older State designated communities - Snug Harbor Lakes, Snug Harbor Village, River Grove & Pelican Bay - are located adjacent to the FEC tracks in Micco, as well as the largely senior community of Barefoot Bay with 5,000 residents.  





DEIS Appendix 5.2.2.A3 Figure 5-17 Noise & Vibration Contours – This table portrays two main access roads, Micco Road and Barefoot Blvd. entering the senior communities of Barefoot Bay, Snug Harbor Lakes and Snug Harbor Village which will be impacted by severe noise and vibration which All Aboard Florida states “will be mitigated”  





a. The DEIS fails to account for the impacts of vibration on modular home construction of various ages and conditions existing in the four certified senior communities adjacent to the tracks in Micco.   





b. The DEIS fails to comment on the loss of property value in a low to moderate income senior community with residents having a limited ability to move, repair or maintain their private property. The decline of home values near the FEC/AAF tracks will damage the values of each community as a whole if homes are abandoned or poorly maintained due to the owner’s age or income. 


.  


As defined in the Appendix of the USDOT Order 5610.2(a), adverse effects include, but are not limited to:


• Destruction or disruption of community cohesion or a community's economic vitality;


• Destruction or disruption of the availability of public and private facilities and services;


• Adverse employment effects; and


• Increased traffic congestion, isolation, exclusion, or separation of minority or low-income


   individuals within a given community or from the broader community.





a. The DEIS fails to account for the separation of elder adults from the closest available services whether due to lack of personal transportation or a blockage at crossings.  





b. The DEIS fails to account for the barrier to transportation created by nearly two mile long freight operations combined with higher-speed passenger trains causing delays at road crossings for residents and life saving first responders services.





c. Brevard County Fire/EMS Station 86 located west of the FEC tracks at Barefoot Blvd., reports that 92% of ambulance deliveries occur at Sebastian River Medical Center, the nearest hospital and east of the tracks. If ambulances are routed away from the nearest hospital due to delays at road crossings, area ambulances are routed to Palm Bay Hospital more than 20 miles away.





d. The DIES fails to consider the separation of elder residents from essential community services located to the west of tracks while other nearby facilities are located east of the tracks (see attachment #2).  





e. The DEIS fails to consider the number of senior residents who do not drive and walk, ride bicycles or use golf carts to travel to nearby community facilities.  A sealed corridor (necessary due to the 110 mph train speed proposed) would direct pedestrians to grade crossings (see attachment #3). 





f. The DEIS fails to comment on the use of community buses crossing the tracks to assist senior residents with travel to area doctors or other services. Bus service is provided to Micco through Space Coast Transit: http://www.ridescat.com/maps-schedules/english/pdfs/route32english.pdf .  Within Barefoot Bay transportation is provided by the homeowner’s association: http://www.barefootbayhoa.org/index.php?p=2_9_Van-Request-Form .





g. The DEIS fails to account for the needs of the transportation disadvantaged. People who because of disability, age or income cannot transport themselves.





h. The DEIS does not discuss any possible road crossing blockages.  Yet, Micco Homeowner’s Association has reported two blockages at Barefoot Blvd and Micco Road of up to 45 minutes within the past six months.  Joanne Scott Analyst for the Crossing Safety and Trespass Prevention Division of the Federal Railroad Administration directed our concerns to Andre Goins of the Florida Dept. of Transportation.  We learned no government agency regulates blockages.  Mr. Goins explained the blockage was due to a siding 10 miles away and our county’s Fire Chief reported he also contacted the FEC and no one had information on any road blockage - three agencies – three different answers.





i. The DEIS fails to properly account for the stacking of vehicles waiting at crossing adding to lengthy traffic delays at the Barefoot Blvd. and Micco Road crossings.  You will notice in attachment # 3, Federal Highway/Dixie Highway/US#1 is the main north/south artery in Micco.  This highway is approximately one block east of the both the Barefoot Blvd and Micco Road crossings.  This means there are often cars stacked in each direction and backed-up on Federal Highway causing a traffic hazard and delays at railroad crossings. 





Page 5-131 Environmental Consequences Paragraph 5.4.4.1 Regulatory Framework refers to the FRA’s Guide to Developing a Passenger Train Emergency Preparedness Plan.  All Aboard Florida states in the DEIS: “The following publications and resource materials from FRA and other USDOT agencies were reviewed for general safety information. The Project would be constructed and operated in compliance with these regulations.”





a. The DEIS fails to provide a plan after reviewing of the Guide to Developing a Passenger Train Emergency Preparedness Plan. 





b. The DEIS fails to recognize Micco Road as the designated Hurricane Evacuation Route for unincorporated Micco and all four of the designated senior communities nearby.  It is also the ONLY east/west road arterial in Micco.   Barefoot Blvd. is .02 miles to the north of Micco Road and is an interior road servicing Barefoot Bay and is often blocked when Micco Road is blocked.  





c. The DEIS fails to account for the South Mainland Community Centers (constructed with CDBG funds) use as a Hurricane evacuation shelter for Micco.  The Community Center is located east of the FEC railway and could be unavailable to residents if there is an accident or other blockage of area road crossings.





d. The DEIS fails to provide an emergency plan for a leak or damage to the Florida Public Gas storage facility located adjacent to the Micco Road crossing – see photo #4 attached. 





e. The DEIS fails to list the Florida Public Gas propane gas facility located adjacent to the FEC tracks adjacent to Micco Road in Appendix Table 5.2.4.A – Table 1 Risk Evaluation Summary.





f. The DEIS fails to provide a plan for any emergency response whether a hazardous spill or leak or a Hurricane.  Any such plan should be coordinated with Brevard County Emergency Management personnel. 





SUMMARY:  The All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement is fundamentally flawed and fails to identify numerous adverse affects to residents of unincorporated area of Micco in south Brevard County who are age 65 or older and living in designated 55+ communities in the following ways:





· Fails to identify four designated 55+ communities


· Ignores a 9000+ person community within Census tract 652.34 with 56% of the residents over 65 years of age and a median income of $32,000.


· Fails to account for a recognized Brevard County Community Development Block Grant area with Micco in southern Brevard County.


· Creates a fracturing of community infrastructure from area residents due to increased freight and the addition of 32 high-speed passenger trains.


· No emergency plan or identification of a propane storage facility adjacent to the FEC Railway and along a State designated Hurricane Evacuation route – Micco Road.


· Pressures those who do not drive to illegally cross at rail crossings due to the failure to fund or install pedestrian gates or fencing. 


· Provides no information on the impacts of vibration and noise on aging modular homes


· Assumes no loss of property value for homes adjacent to the tracks.


· Does not recognize an explosive hazard at the tracks on Micco Road and .02 miles from the nearest Fire/EMS station.  Assuming any explosion of the propane facility the Brevard Station 86 would like be unable to respond due to proximity to the hazard.





Micco Homeowner’s Association is respectfully asking the Railroad Administration to reject the flawed Draft Environmental Statement and to direct All Aboard Florida to do their due diligence and provide needed facts that truly justify this proposal through a NEW DEIS PROCESS.  





Additionally, all safety improvements recommended by the Federal Railroad Administration should by installed, maintained and funded by All Aboard Florida - not local governments. 





Florida already has a passenger train that goes from Miami to Orlando and no one rides it.  It’s called Amtrak 





Sincerely,





Micco Homeowner’s Association


Miccohomeowners@gmail.com





(4) Attachments





Copy: Governor Scott, Senator Nelson, Senator Rubio, Congressman Posey, State Senator Gardiner, State Senator Altman, Representative Tobia, Representative Goodman Representative Workman, Speaker Crisafulli, FDOT Sect’y Prasad, Corps of Engineers


Micco Homeowners Board of Directors, Brevard County Board of County Commissioner and County Manager
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 fragmentation due to the use of property. Although changes in noise would affect residents
 along the E‐W Corridor, none of the affected parcels are within environmental justice
 communities. There would be no adverse noise or vibration impacts to environmental
 justice communities along the E‐W Corridor under any of the Action Alternatives, and
 mitigation would limit any changes in vibration along the N‐S Corridor such that there would
 be no resulting vibration impacts.” 


 


DEIS Page 4-119 Affected Environment states: “The existing rail and highway
 infrastructure do not provide any barriers to the elderly or handicapped.”  Continuing
 in the next paragraph the DEIS states, “According to the USCB, 20.87 percent of the
 population within the Project Study Area buffer (117 census tracts within 1,000 feet of the
 rail corridor) is 65 years or older (Table 4.4.4‐5). Of the 117 census tracts within the Project
 Study Area, eight (6.8 percent) reported poverty greater than 50 percent and 26 (22.2
 percent) reported senior populations greater than 30.87 percent. The 20 census tracts
 identified within the Project Study Area in Martin County have a combined senior
 population of 28.92 percent. 


a.    The DEIS failed to include any information on U.S. Census Tract 652.34 within the
 unincorporated Micco community in southern Brevard County.  According to the 2010
 Census 56% of our total population is age 65 or older with an average age of 67.3
 years (see attachment #1).  


b.    Four age 55 and older State designated communities - Snug Harbor Lakes, Snug
 Harbor Village, River Grove & Pelican Bay - are located adjacent to the FEC tracks in
 Micco, as well as the largely senior community of Barefoot Bay with 5,000 residents.  


DEIS Appendix 5.2.2.A3 Figure 5-17 Noise & Vibration Contours – This table portrays
 two main access roads, Micco Road and Barefoot Blvd. entering the senior communities of
 Barefoot Bay, Snug Harbor Lakes and Snug Harbor Village which will be impacted by
 severe noise and vibration which All Aboard Florida states “will be mitigated” 


 


a.    The DEIS fails to account for the impacts of vibration on modular home
 construction of various ages and conditions existing in the four certified senior
 communities adjacent to the tracks in Micco.    


b.    The DEIS fails to comment on the loss of property value in a low to moderate
 income senior community with residents having a limited ability to move, repair or
 maintain their private property. The decline of home values near the FEC/AAF tracks
 will damage the values of each community as a whole if homes are abandoned or
 poorly maintained due to the owner’s age or income.. 


As defined in the Appendix of the USDOT Order 5610.2(a), adverse effects include,
 but are not limited to:


• Destruction or disruption of community cohesion or a community's economic vitality;


• Destruction or disruption of the availability of public and private facilities and services;







• Adverse employment effects; and


• Increased traffic congestion, isolation, exclusion, or separation of minority or low-
income


   individuals within a given community or from the broader community. 


a.    The DEIS fails to account for the separation of elder adults from the closest available
 services whether due to lack of personal transportation or a blockage at crossings.  


b.    The DEIS fails to account for the barrier to transportation created by nearly two mile
 long freight operations combined with higher-speed passenger trains causing delays at
 road crossings for residents and life saving first responders services. 


c.    Brevard County Fire/EMS Station 86 located west of the FEC tracks at Barefoot Blvd.,
 reports that 92% of ambulance deliveries occur at Sebastian River Medical Center, the
 nearest hospital and east of the tracks. If ambulances are routed away from the nearest
 hospital due to delays at road crossings, area ambulances are routed to Palm Bay Hospital
 more than 20 miles away. 


d.    The DIES fails to consider the separation of elder residents from essential community
 services located to the west of tracks while other nearby facilities are located east of the
 tracks (see attachment #2).  


e.    The DEIS fails to consider the number of senior residents who do not drive and walk,
 ride bicycles or use golf carts to travel to nearby community facilities.  A sealed corridor
 (necessary due to the 110 mph train speed proposed) would direct pedestrians to grade
 crossings (see attachment #3). 


f.     The DEIS fails to comment on the use of community buses crossing the tracks to assist
 senior residents with travel to area doctors or other services. Bus service is provided to
 Micco through Space Coast Transit: http://www.ridescat.com/maps-
schedules/english/pdfs/route32english.pdf .  Within Barefoot Bay transportation is provided
 by the homeowner’s association: http://www.barefootbayhoa.org/index.php?p=2_9_Van-
Request-Form . 


g.    The DEIS fails to account for the needs of the transportation disadvantaged. People
 who because of disability, age or income cannot transport themselves. 


h.    The DEIS does not discuss any possible road crossing blockages.  Yet, Micco
 Homeowner’s Association has reported two blockages at Barefoot Blvd and Micco Road of
 up to 45 minutes within the past six months.  Joanne Scott Analyst for the Crossing Safety
 and Trespass Prevention Division of the Federal Railroad Administration directed our
 concerns to Andre Goins of the Florida Dept. of Transportation.  We learned no
 government agency regulates blockages.  Mr. Goins explained the blockage was due to a
 siding 10 miles away and our county’s Fire Chief reported he also contacted the FEC and
 no one had information on any road blockage - three agencies – three different
 answers. 


i.      The DEIS fails to properly account for the stacking of vehicles waiting at crossing



http://www.ridescat.com/maps-schedules/english/pdfs/route32english.pdf

http://www.ridescat.com/maps-schedules/english/pdfs/route32english.pdf

http://www.barefootbayhoa.org/index.php?p=2_9_Van-Request-Form

http://www.barefootbayhoa.org/index.php?p=2_9_Van-Request-Form





 adding to lengthy traffic delays at the Barefoot Blvd. and Micco Road crossings.  You will
 notice in attachment # 3, Federal Highway/Dixie Highway/US#1 is the main north/south
 artery in Micco.  This highway is approximately one block east of the both the Barefoot Blvd
 and Micco Road crossings.  This means there are often cars stacked in each direction and
 backed-up on Federal Highway causing a traffic hazard and delays at railroad crossings. 


Page 5-131 Environmental Consequences Paragraph 5.4.4.1 Regulatory Framework
 refers to the FRA’s Guide to Developing a Passenger Train Emergency Preparedness
 Plan.  All Aboard Florida states in the DEIS: “The following publications and resource
 materials from FRA and other USDOT agencies were reviewed for general safety
 information. The Project would be constructed and operated in compliance with these
 regulations.” 


a.    The DEIS fails to provide a plan after reviewing of the Guide to Developing a
 Passenger Train Emergency Preparedness Plan. 


b.    The DEIS fails to recognize Micco Road as the designated Hurricane Evacuation
 Route for unincorporated Micco and all four of the designated senior communities nearby. 
 It is also the ONLY east/west road arterial in Micco.   Barefoot Blvd. is .02 miles to the north
 of Micco Road and is an interior road servicing Barefoot Bay and is often blocked when
 Micco Road is blocked.   


c.    The DEIS fails to account for the South Mainland Community Centers (constructed with
 CDBG funds) use as a Hurricane evacuation shelter for Micco.  The Community Center is
 located east of the FEC railway and could be unavailable to residents if there is an accident
 or other blockage of area road crossings. 


d.    The DEIS fails to provide an emergency plan for a leak or damage to the Florida Public
 Gas storage facility located adjacent to the Micco Road crossing – see photo #4 attached. 


e.    The DEIS fails to list the Florida Public Gas propane gas facility located adjacent to the
 FEC tracks adjacent to Micco Road in Appendix Table 5.2.4.A – Table 1 Risk Evaluation
 Summary. 


f.     The DEIS fails to provide a plan for any emergency response whether a hazardous
 spill or leak or a Hurricane.  Any such plan should be coordinated with Brevard County
 Emergency Management personnel. 


SUMMARY:  The All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement is
 fundamentally flawed and fails to identify numerous adverse affects to residents of
 unincorporated area of Micco in south Brevard County who are age 65 or older and living in
 designated 55+ communities in the following ways: 


·         Fails to identify four designated 55+ communities


·         Ignores a 9000+ person community within Census tract 652.34 with 56% of the
 residents over 65 years of age and a median income of $32,000.


·         Fails to account for a recognized Brevard County Community Development Block
 Grant area with Micco in southern Brevard County.







·         Creates a fracturing of community infrastructure from area residents due to increased
 freight and the addition of 32 high-speed passenger trains.


·         No emergency plan or identification of a propane storage facility adjacent to the FEC
 Railway and along a State designated Hurricane Evacuation route – Micco Road.


·         Pressures those who do not drive to illegally cross at rail crossings due to the failure
 to fund or install pedestrian gates or fencing.


·         Provides no information on the impacts of vibration and noise on aging modular
 homes


·         Assumes no loss of property value for homes adjacent to the tracks.


·         Does not recognize an explosive hazard at the tracks on Micco Road and .02 miles
 from the nearest Fire/EMS station.  Assuming any explosion of the propane facility the
 Brevard Station 86 would like be unable to respond due to proximity to the hazard. 


Micco Homeowner’s Association is respectfully asking the Railroad Administration to reject
 the flawed Draft Environmental Statement and to direct All Aboard Florida to do their due
 diligence and provide needed facts that truly justify this proposal through a NEW DEIS
 PROCESS. 


 


Additionally, all safety improvements recommended by the Federal Railroad Administration
 should by installed, maintained and funded by All Aboard Florida - not local governments.


 


Florida already has a passenger train that goes from Miami to Orlando and no one rides it. 
 It’s called Amtrak


 


Sincerely,


 


Micco Homeowner’s Association


Miccohomeowners@gmail.com


 


Attachments


 


Copy: Governor Scott, Senator Nelson, Senator Rubio, Congressman Posey, State Senator
 Gardiner, State Senator Altman, Representative Tobia, Representative Goodman
 Representative Workman, Speaker Crisafulli, FDOT Sect’y Prasad, Micco Homeowners
 Board of Directors, Brevard County Board of County Commissioner and County Manager



mailto:Miccohomeowners@gmail.com





  


          


 








From: Mary Ellen Davis
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, September 23, 2014 8:15:09 AM


 I am writing to express my strong opposition to AAF and its attempts to expand passenger
 and freight trains from Miami to Orlando.  This part of the state is heavily populated with over
 500 crossings.  Increasing rail service through this area is a disaster waiting to happen. 
 Ambulances, fire and police and just a few who will be forced to sit and wait for the trains to
 pass through.  This train service would be palatable if it were to run down west of Rte. 95 and
 or the Florida turnpike.  
 
This is being driven by companies who want to make huge profits at the expense of the well
 being of the citizens it will impact.
I will continue to voice my objections and will NEVER vote for a politician who supports this in
 any way



mailto:medavis520@hotmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Sean Casey
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL Aboard Fl Comments
Date: Thursday, November 6, 2014 8:27:46 PM
Attachments: EIS+Comment+Form sc.pdf


Please see my form attached.


-- 
Sean Casey



mailto:seancasey64@gmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment















			Name: Sean Casey


			Address: 195 Commodore DriveJupiter FL 33477


			email: seancasey64@comcast.net


			Comments 1: Increased Traffic Congestion


			Comments 2: AAF has publicly predicted the doubling of freight by 2016, with trains to reach lengths of 11,000ft!


			Comments 3: Safety/Emergency Response - seconds matter.  Jupiter Medical Center has publicly gone on the record to state the safety & health hazards posed with the delayed time it would take for emergency vehicles to reach the hospital.


			Comments 4: Do not use our government as a conduit for funding.  This private company should obtain private financing.   AFF has applied for federal government financing, in the form of a RRIF loan, which is reportedly around $1.6 billion. 


			Comments 5:  They have also applied to issue Private Activity Bonds (PABs).  Either form of financing will negatively impact the taxpayers.


			Comments 6: 


			Comments 7: 


			Comments 8: 


			Comments 9: 


			Comments 10: 


			Comments 11: 


			Comments 12: 


			Comments 13: 


			Comments 14: 


			Comments 15: 


			Comments 16: 


			Comments 17: 













From: Fred Endemann
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard is a very bad idea
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:51:29 PM


Dear Mister Winkle,


I have written to many politicians and signed a few petitions to stop the Florida  All Aboard
 railroad project.   There are two brief reasons that this project is a mistake.


1.   Railroad passenger  trains work well in cities but most people will drive or fly when the
 distance is greater than 50 to 100 miles.  The economics of the railroad are suspect.


2.  The southern Florida coast, especially  the Treasure Coast, will be totally disrupted because
 of the large number of drawbridges and road crossings in the area.


 I urge you to listen to the people, not the lobbyists and hedge fund bigwigs, and make sure
 that this project goes no further.


Sincerely,


Fred Endemann,   Stuart,   FL



mailto:fendemann@gmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: janice heitzman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: I AM AGAINST THE TRAIN
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 12:14:05 PM


TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:


PLEASE STOP THE PROGRESS OF THE ALL ABOARD RAILROAD MOVEMENT IN FLORIDA.


THIS TRAIN WILL RUIN OUR QUIET WAY OF LIFE IN PORT ST LUCIE AND STUART, FLORIDA.


THE CITIZENS WHO LIVE HERE DO NOT WANT THE TRAIN, DO NOT WANT THE NOISE,


DO NOT WANT THIS INTERFERENCE IN OUR LIFESTYLES.  THIS IS NOT PROGRESS.


IT SERVES NO USEFUL PURPOSE EXCEPT TO INCREASE VISITORS TO DISNEYWORLD.


IN ADDITION, IT IS A MONEY MAKING VEHICLE FOR THE RAILROAD BUSINESS AND WILL


NOT BENEFIT OUR PEACEFUL AREA ONE DIME. IT WILL CREATE HAVOC AND DISTURBANCE.


STOP THE ALL ABOARD RAILROAD MOVEMENT IN FLORIDA.


A FLORIDIAN RESIDENT SINCE 1989,


A CONCERNED CITIZEN,


JANICE HEITZMAN
PORT ST. LUCIE, FLORIDA



mailto:janiceheitzman@att.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: ovjack1@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Hal Fowler; Russ; Sunrise
Subject: comments re AAF
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 12:16:51 PM


Anyone who will take the time to fully investigate high speed rail or light rail projects
 already constructed in the USA will discover none, not one, of these government
 financed, partially or in full, has paid for itself.  In fact they are a sponge that
 continues day after day to suck up scarce financial resources which could be used
 effectively and efficiently to fund more worth while projects.  Please do not approve
 this idiotic proposed project which will only benefit a highly select few along with the
 parent railroad company.


If the project must be approved, please insist that AAF move the high speed rail
 portion to the westside of the Treasure coast or west of Interstate 95.  Even a 10th
 grade student can see the wisdom in such a move.
Thank you,
Jack Jennings
Port St Lucie



mailto:ovjack1@comcast.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
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From: Bonanti, Christopher
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: 44 Comment Cards for AAF
Date: Friday, October 10, 2014 5:09:28 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
image003.png
Comment Cards to FRA - 10-10-2014.pdf


Dear Mr. Winkle,
Please find attached 44 comment cards of support for the AAF project.
Thank you,
Chris
 
Christopher Bonanti
Director of Environmental Planning
All Aboard Florida


2855 Le Jeune Road | 4th Floor
Coral Gables, FL 33134
T: 305.520.2347 | C: 571.334.4807
Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com | allaboardflorida.com


Follow us:  


 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: The information contained in this transmission is privileged
 and confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or entity named
 above. No addressee should forward, print, copy, or otherwise reproduce this message in any
 manner that would allow it to be viewed by any individual not originally listed as a recipient.
 If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
 unauthorized disclosure, dissemination, distribution, copying of this transmission or the
 taking of any action in reliance on the information herein is strictly prohibited. If you have
 received this transmission in error, please immediately reply to sender that you have received
 this communication in error and then delete it. Thank you.



mailto:Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
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From: David Peckham
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:59:16 AM


Residents of the Treasure Coast have made it clear that they do not want All Aboard Florida.  If they want rail
 between Miami and Orlando put it in the middle of the state west of populated areas where it will not have a
 negative impact on communities.


Rosanne Sent from my iPad



mailto:peck2644@comcast.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Dee deWaal
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, September 29, 2014 12:16:00 PM


-All Aboard Florida -


I understand that the U.S. government is contemplating loaning - All Aboard Florida -
  a substantial amount of money.  Have our Florida representatives  and senate
 objected to this loan? 
The Treasure Coast will be destroyed when passenger and freight trains are
 increased through the coastal towns. Residents and Recreational visitors will head to
 the west coast of Florida or other areas. Real estate prices will plumet .  I object to
 paying taxes to help forward this destruction.


Dolores deWaal - Palm City, Fl.



mailto:dee1misty@comcast.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Ken & Diane Chapin
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com; bill@billnelson.senate.gov; Greg_Langowski@rubio.senate.gov;


 Congressman.Posey@mail.house.gov; gardiner.andy.web@flsenate.gov; altman.thad.web@flsenate.gov;
 john.tobia@myfloridahouse.gov; steve.crisafulli@myfloridahouse.gov; ritch.workman@myfloridahouse.gov;
 tom.goodson@myfloridahouse.gov; ananth.prasad@dot.state.fl.us


Subject: All Aboard passenger train
Date: Saturday, November 22, 2014 5:07:13 PM
Attachments: FAA letter.docx



mailto:chapink@bellsouth.net
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DATE: 11/22/2014


TO: John.Winkle@DOT.gov and 


       AAF_comments@vhb.com (AAF_comments@vhb.com)





FROM:  Diane Chapin


	   9880 Oak Trail


              Micco, FL 32976





Dear Sir:


 I am writing with concerns about the All Aboard Florida (AAF) passenger rail project and the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) they have forwarded to the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) for review and comment. 


 The DEIS repeatedly refers to the impacts of adding 32 high speed trains as “will be mitigated.” No remedies are discussed for important issues like noise, vibration, air quality, construction staging or the impact more freight and 32 passenger trains will have on our natural habitats and wildlife.  There has been a serious attempt by AAF to fool us into accepting their plan with misleading facts or partial truths at area forums.  Additionally, as the South Florida Phase 1 segment is moving forward, many people believe there is nothing we can do to resolve their concerns.  That sentiment has been used by AAF to limit comments and promise local officials concessions and/or stations “sometime in the future.”  


 The new AAF tracks will bisect our community of mostly retired and senior residents. This means increased train activity could virtually cut off the east parts of my neighborhood from western portions. This is a serious impediment to the delivery of emergency services.  Neighbors will be separated from neighbors and access to needed community services will be limited by increased delays at crossing. 


 Safety at railroad crossings is also a huge concern.  Add 32 daily high speed trains, PLUS 16 to 20 freight trains to road crossings, that are level to the roadway (grade level) and we have an accident waiting to happen.    


 Also not adequately addressed is the demolition and replacement of the St. Sebastian River railroad bridge.  AAF states the bridge will remain in its right-of-way.  While the bridge may be in the right-of-way, the tracks are being moved east and at landfall will impact homes in the Little Hollywood community.  Among the issues “to be mitigated” are the impacts of bridge construction on the annual winter migration of the Florida Manatee, an endangered species. The St. Sebastian River is treated as a stand-alone issue.  No mention is made concerning its use as a watershed by the St. Johns River Management District or that the River is a tributary of – and included in - the National Indian River Lagoon Estuary, a Lagoon of national importance and in critical need of restoration.


 Finally, Florida already has a passenger train that goes from Miami to Orlando and no one rides it.  It’s called Amtrak.  


 I am asking the Railroad Administration to reject the flawed Draft Environmental Statement and tell All Aboard Florida to do their due diligence and provide needed facts that truly justify this proposal.  Better yet, tell them to move their trains west.  Florida voters approved an amendment to the state’s constitution in 2000 authorizing a high speed “bullet” train adjacent to Florida’s Turnpike. 


 


Sincerely yours,


Diane Chapin







From: Carol Vyhonsky
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: I OPPOSE the All Aboard Florida project!
Date: Saturday, October 11, 2014 4:33:39 PM


I am writing during the public comment period to inform you that I am a resident of
 Melbourne, Brevard County, Florida.   The proposed route of the train will take it right
 through my hometown, with no stops.   I am OPPOSED to this project due to the negative
 impact it will have on my community with regard to traffic issues, the high speed of the train,
 maintenance of the tracks, noise issues and taxpayer cost.     There are only NEGATIVES for us
 in Brevard County, NO positives!  
 
Thank you for allowing me to submit my comment.
 
 
Carol Vyhonsky
Melbourne, Florida



mailto:cvyhonsky@earthlink.net
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From: Robert Boswell
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: comments
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:58:05 AM


It is ridiculous to spend more money on this project when budgets are tight and we are laying
 off school teachers. robert boswell



mailto:rboswell@privatetutoringservices.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Bonanti, Christopher
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: 478 Comment Letters regarding AAF and the DEIS
Date: Wednesday, October 22, 2014 8:21:39 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
image003.png
478 Comment letters 10-22-14.pdf


Dear Mr. Winkle,
Please find attached, 478 comment letters regarding the DEIS.
Thank you,
Chris
 
Christopher Bonanti
Director of Environmental Planning
All Aboard Florida


2855 Le Jeune Road | 4th Floor
Coral Gables, FL 33134
T: 305.520.2347 | C: 571.334.4807
Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com | allaboardflorida.com


Follow us:  


 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: The information contained in this transmission is privileged
 and confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or entity named
 above. No addressee should forward, print, copy, or otherwise reproduce this message in any
 manner that would allow it to be viewed by any individual not originally listed as a recipient.
 If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
 unauthorized disclosure, dissemination, distribution, copying of this transmission or the
 taking of any action in reliance on the information herein is strictly prohibited. If you have
 received this transmission in error, please immediately reply to sender that you have received
 this communication in error and then delete it. Thank you.
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Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 11, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Catalina Reusche 
winter park, fl,32792 
smileyreusche@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 11, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jeffrey Trentadue 
Orlando FL 32828 
jtrentadue@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 11, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jose Desantiago 
orlando florida 32810 
jdesantiago3@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 11, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
 
 
 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rozmullen 
orlando fl 32806 
rozmullen@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 11, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mark Shumard 
altamonte springs fl 32701 
mjshumard@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Manushka St.Felix 
miami fl 33179 
mstfelix2014@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kaitlin Ramsauer 
boca raton Florida 33428 
kaity15@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gabriella Desabato 
boynton beach fl 33436 
gdesabato2014@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Clinton Bryant 
Boca Raton Fl 33431 
cbesko42@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniela Herrera 
33071 
dherrera@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Johandry Franco 
33015 
joh.andry1827@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rees Scruggs 
greenacres florida 33463 
r.r.scruggs@att.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ruth Senatus 
pompano beach fl 33064 
senatus.ruth@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Peniel Francois 
greenacres Fl 33463  
pfrancois2014@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Charles Jones 
sunrise fl 33351 
cjones2013@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Wesley Watkins 
lauderhill fl 33319 
wwatkins2014@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Wadly Estel 
boca raton florida 33141 
westel2013@fau.eduu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Armanda Desir 
33486 
armandadesir@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
 
 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
John Smyth 
delray beach fl 33445 
johnsmyth@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tori Vining 
st. cloud, fl, 34771 
tori.vining13@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brittni Ralston 
lake worth fl 33460 
qbrittni@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nobertha Joseph 
34953 
brownbella1422@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bryanna Johnson 
boca raton fl 33431 
bjohn123@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Erika Moylan 
boca raton .fl 33431 
emoylan1@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Richard Finkel 
hallandale fl 33009 
rfinkel2014@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Blesson Mathew 
port saint lucie fl 34953 
mathewb2012@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brielle Mcdonald 
boynton beach florida 33435 
briellemcdon2013@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gustini Nelson 
west palm beach fl 33409 
guccini15@yahoo.fr 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Hayley Levy 
boca raton fl 33431 
hlevy2013@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sade Robinson 
royal palm fl 33411 
srobin80@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Berny Macceus 
north lauderdale florida 33068 
bmacceus2014@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Niolin Branton 
boynton beach 
nbranton@fau.fau 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Marques Bayas 
Boca Raton FL 33431 
mbayas08@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Pietro Cracchiolo 
boca raton florida 33428 
piecracchiolo@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sharifah Dubose 
boynton beach fl 
sdubose2013@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniella Desabato 
boynton beach fl 34436 
ddesabato2014@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Leehe Negri 
boca raton fl 33486 
lihinegri@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nodetty Vilbon 
boca raton fl 33433 
nodetty99@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
O.D Oliver 
south bay fl 33493  
ooliver2@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Norma Russell 
boca raton fl 33434 
nblake2013@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Angela Culhane 
deerfield beach fl 33441 
aculhane@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kuntal Thakkar 
boca raton florida 33496 
kthakkar@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Deanna Harvey 
pembroke pines florida 33024 
dharvey1596@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Syeda Zaidi 
parkland florida 33067 
hibazaidi87@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shanovi Kerr 
boca raton fl 33431 
shanovikerr2013@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sterline Pierre 
boynton beach fl 33435 
sterlinep@ymail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nehemie Auguste 
delray beach fl 33445 
nauguste2013@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rafin Kamal 
west palm beach florida 33415 
rkamal@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Emily Ramsauer 
boca Raton Fl 33428 
eramsauer@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nikki Farruggia 
boca raton fl 33432 
nfarruggia@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Max Torres 
Boca Raton FL 33433 
sup.im.max@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rachelle Benaroch 
boca raton fl 33431 
rootbeer12101@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Raymond Petrisko 
boca raton fl 33431 
raypetrisko@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Vinny Jenco 
palm beach gardens fl 33418 
chenzoj33@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Avery Godwin 
boca raton Fl 33431 
aeg22@students.uwf.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Joseph Stubbs 
hollywood florida 33020 
joesphstubbs@hotmai.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Soraya Leathers 
boca raton fl 33431 
sorayaleathers@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Linamaria Quinones 
lake worth fl 33467 
lovelylqr@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jessica Fulton 
boca raton fl 33431 
jfulton2014@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shannon Fahnestock 
Boca Raton Fl 
sfahnestock@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shazeela Henderson 
west palm beach fl 33411 
shazeelahenderson@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Harriss Bisby 
lake worth fl 33460 
bisbyharriss@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ryan Hoffman 
boynton beach fl 33472 
ryanh1@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Devi Surajbali 
coconut creek fl 33073 
dsurajbali2014@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lital Pendler 
boca raton florida 33433 
lital@hillelcenter.org 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sandy Jeudy 
west palm beach fl 33405 
sjeudy2014@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alyse Cooke 
boynton beach fl 33435 
alyse419@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jessica Bou Jaoude 
coral springs fl 33071 
jessy.aj@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Vanessa Suarez 
hollywood fl 33020 
vanessajsuarez@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Juan Nodal 
miami fl 33196 
juannodal@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 Nelson Martinez 
MIami FL 33165 
martinez.nelson58@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carolina Murillo 
33181 
cmuri021@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Natalia Wilson 
33029 
nataliawilson13@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kevaughn Smith 
North Miami FL 33161 
kev3smith@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rebecca Jean 
miami florida 33179 
rebecca.jean1@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kimberly Maya 
hialeah fl 33014 
kimberly.maya@ymail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shirley Derosa 
coconut creek fl 33073 
mariposa001213@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jeremy Wershoven 
Boca Raton FL 33486 
jpwershoven@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Yomaira Hernandez 
hollywood fl 33023 
yhern122@fiu.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Geossette Garcia 
miami florida 33018 
ggarc195@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Julian Martinez 
miami fl 33160 
jmart572@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Casimir Lesperance 
Miami, FL, 33179 
casimirlesperance@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 8, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christopher Molina 
pembroke pines FL 33026 
chrischarlesmolina@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Krystel Francis 
Miami Fl 33176 
kfran018@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mohammad Ahmad 
boca raton fl 33432 
mahmad4@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jazmin Felix 
miami fl 33056 
futuremd2009@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert Rouse 
plantation fl 33324 
rrouse@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rachel Dufresne  
miami fl 33161 
rachel_dufresne16@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maci Simmons 
boca raton fl 33431 
macisimmons2014@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sarah Marcadis 
lake worth fl 33460 
smarcadis@bdb.org 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Seamus Maloney 
freehold, new jersey 07728 
backmaniac@optonline.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brooke Barber 
boca raton florida 33431 
bbarber3@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chelsie Oakley 
hallandale florida 33009 
coakley2013@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Broc Dunlap 
boynton beach fl 33462 
bddunlap123@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Garrett Prince 
33414 
garrettjprince@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shaniqua Stubbs 
west palm beach fl 33401 
stubbsshaniqua@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jennifer Hernandez 
Atlanta GA 
jher86@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shereen Aly  
boca raton fl 33486 
saly2014@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mike Smith 
Weston fl 33331 
lampse@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Fanessa Hilaire 
33445 
fanessa.hilaire@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gilbert Geneus 
33169 
gilbertgns4@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexander Bambula 
delray beach fl 33445 
abambula@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tia Renee 
Miami Florida 33056 
TMcDonald2013@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christina Pahountis 
pittsburgh pennsylvania 15317 
cpahountis2014@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jaime Murray 
boca fl33431 
murrayjj@miamioh.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Evgeniya Rakitina 
miami fl 33179 
rakitinazh@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christopher Ferreira 
Coconut Creek 33063 
cferrei8@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jessica Pena 
miramar fl 33025 
j.z.pena@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maria White 
boca raton florida 33431 
babymw9@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Amanda Stlaurent 
Pompano Beach FL 33064 
asl0313@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rachel Camaiani 
margate florida 33068 
rcamaiani2013@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tiffany Santos 
fort lauderdale fl 33062 
tsantos2@aim.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Albert Guzman 
coral springs fl 
nguz@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jody Waite 
coral springs florida 33065 
jdwaite02@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Priscilla Malekan 
hollywood fl 33023 
pmalekan@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Zack Smith 
coral springs fl 33076 
nyjets1010@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cassidy Cotton 
Boca Raton Fl 33432 
nevejoannis@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shamora Carter 
psl. fl. 34983 
shamora.carter@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rebecca Tsang 
boca raton fl 33498 
rebeccatsang13@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Johnny Lam 
boca raton fl 33428 
johnnylam516@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kevyn De La Cruz 
boca raton 
kdelacru@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Solano Karla 
33406 
vane616@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Danielle Eberhardt 
32225 
danieberhardt2@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Matthew Allison 
oakland park fl 
mallison2014@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniela Lozano 
coral springs,fl,33065 
danielalozano2@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sydney Kelleher 
plantation, fl  
skelleher18@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Leead Negri 
boca raton , fl 33486 
lnegri2012@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Keanna Bell 
palm beach gardens florida 
keanna.bell@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jordan Baum 
boynton beach fl 33426 
j.baum@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brittany Klima 
naples fl 34105 
brittanyklima@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dazne Rejouis 
lake worth, FL 33467 
daznerejouis@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
John Robison 
fort lauderdale fl 
jrobison@gkservices.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephanie Gioletti 
sunrise fl 33323 
stephaniegioletti107@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Keelin Cornnell 
boca raton. florida. 33431 
keelinc214@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Danilo Matellan 
sunrise fl 33322 
cubansoulja954@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kyle Dinschel 
royal palm beach 
kylegd95@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Saul Laguerre 
boca raton fl 33441 
spierr70@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carlos Pulido 
33328 
carlosp1991@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ana Remolina 
boca raton 
aremoli1@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christa Brodigan 
33432 
christarae15@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Olivia Friloux 
winter springs fl 32708 
kfriloux@cfl.rr.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chelsea Munoz 
boca raton fl 
cnm11h@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Katy. Pugh 
boca raton 
kpugh2014@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Raya Mailloux 
delray fl 33444 
rayamailloux@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sherline Joseph 
pompano beach florida 33064 
sherlinejose2013@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniela Torres 
west palm beach fl 
danitorres04@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brianna Vindiola 
parkland. fl. 33076 
bvillegasvin2013@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Katherine Mesa 
Boca Raton, Fl, 33431 
kathymesa12@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lilian Valle 
boca fl 33486 
lil.valle@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dex Ilya 
33458 
yuyudollsbabe@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jordan Yoder 
boca raton fl 33431 
jomarie94@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gidna Delorme 
boca raton fl 33234 
gdelorme@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jamal Motii 
west palm beach fl 33415 
ymotii@comcast.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Erick Frederick 
coral springs florida 33065 
erick.fredrerick@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jennifer Charris 
33029 
jennifercharris.jc@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Courtney Callahan 
boca raton fl 33487 
ccalla16@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Johanna Bravo 
boca raton fl 33431 
jbravo2014@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Najee Williams 
boca raton 33431 
najeewilliam2013@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sydney Colon 
boynton beach fl 33473 
sydneyanabel@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 14, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Joseph Vidal 
pompano beach fl  
jmvidal_55@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ana Moyano 
33467 
anni.92@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Elijah Dorvil 
33066 
elijahharu@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kendall Johnson 
davie fl 33314 
kjohnson213@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Madison Lynch 
clermont fl 34711 
mlynch2014@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jayvon Wright 
boca raton. fl 32835 
wrightj2013@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alejandro Velez 
tamarac florida 33321 
avelez15@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Amelia 
boca raton fl 
mrsrlnjr@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brittney Avboraye 
miramar fl 33023 
brittneyavboraye@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Melody Schmaltz 
33431 
mschmaltz2014@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jesse Faber 
boynton beach florida 33437 
jfaber10@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carina Victoria 
coral springs Fl 33071 
cvictoria2013@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karishma Patel 
greenacresfl33413 
kpatel2014@gmail.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Joann Benjamin 
fort lauderdale fl 33319 
benjaminj2013@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephanie Casella 
Denville NJ 07834 
scasella@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jaider Arteaga 
33487 
arteaga.jaider@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Amanda Staples 
lakeland florida 33812 
astaples2013@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Steven Elliott 
boca  
elliotts2013@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Francesca Nachtsheim 
deerfield bch 33442 
fnachtsheim2013@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Amada Jauregui 
palm springs florida 33461 
jauregui.amada@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kimberly Gaspard 
boca raton fl 34113 
kgaspard2013@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dave Singleman 
west palm beach 
singleman_dave@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jogn Gen 
bova fl 
j@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brian Razen 
boca raton fl 33428 
brazen@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Imani Jacinthe  
miami fl 33023 
imanitheprincess@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ricky Tinsley 
winter haven fl 33881 
rtinsley2013@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Aarron Wheeler 
Davie Florida 33314 
aWheeler2014@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dallas Foy 
jax fl 32211 
dallasjordann@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Marjorie Cadet 
parkland fl 33067 
c_marje@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Afiya Junka 
plantation fl 33317 
afiyajunka@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carolann Pineda 
lake worth fl 33467 
pinedac2014@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Asan Hernandez 
boynton beach fl 33435 
ahernandez2012@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
SYED HASAN 
ROYAL PALM BEACH, FL, 33411 
yasserhasan@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gabriela Vidas 
ormond beach fl 32176 
gvidas2014@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Marilyn Slocum 
west palm beach florida 33409 
marilynsands@ymail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Digna Mejia 
palm beach florida 33480 
digna@alum.bu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Via. E Gourgue 
plantation florida 33313 
vivgourgue@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ryan Feller 
boca raton fl 33486 
ryansfeller@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kimberly Fullwood 
Miami Fl 33056 
fullwoodkim@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mauricio Zuniga 
tamarac florida 33321 
ma.gu.ti@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ludmilla Maignan 
pompano bch fl 33064 
ludmillamaignan@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nancy Rich 
boynton beach fl 33472 
sweptaway@me.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Francisco Gonzalez 
weston florida 33326 
fgonzalez2013@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kaylen Hernandez 
margate fl 33063 
hernandezk2012@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Aj Bergmann 
forty myers florida 33919 
smileyface4026@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Josue Louis 
coral springs, fl, 33065 
jlouis36@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Hanson Noel 
pompano beach fl 33064  
hansonnoel96@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shaina Reguste 
west palm beach fl 33409 
shaereguste1996@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Zachary Hrim 
Juno Beach FL 33408 
zhrim@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
 
 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sue Courtade 
pompano beach 33060 
courtade@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Valery Guillaume 
sunrise fl 33351 
valery.guill@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Paul Listman 
33426 
pauluiyhhff@ghmji.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Steven Simms 
corral springs 33351 
ssims@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Anthony 
boca raton fl 33433 
acjupiter@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexandra Richter 
33309 
arichter923@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Reagan Wolf 
Coral Springs FL 33071 
dvdp21@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
David Walters 
pompano beach fl 33062 
dwalte10@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Diana Martinez 
tamarac fl 33319 
dianauf88@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maria Murphy 
miami fl 33016 
mmurphy2013@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Marcus Sylvain 
miramar fl 33025 
marcussylvain@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alphonso Robinson 
boca raton fl 33486 
phonso0859@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Steve Belanger 
fort lauderdale florida 33309 
sbelanger2013@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Luisa Illescad 
fort lauderdale fl 33312 
illescasluisa@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Estrelia Mateo 
33433 
emateo@fau.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Philip Anglade 
33025 
pang0814@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andres Lopez 
boynton beach fl 33437 
savvyclan@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Danielle Coluccio 
boca raton floroda 33431 
danielle.coluccio@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Laura Lopez 
33461 
laura17@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jose Suarez 
pembroke pines fl 33024 
josesuarez0607@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Braxton Fuster 
boca raton fl 33431 
goalguarder9@comcast.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jamal Mustafa 
33433 
jamal.tarifi@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kathleen Escobar 
coral springs fl 33071 
kathy51293@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nicole Camacho 
Boca Raton Fl 33433 
nicolecamacho22@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Viktor Karlsohn 
Pompano Beach FL 33064 
vkarlsohn@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bobby Crawford 
boca raton florida 33432 
craw4rd21@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Yvette 
33071 
yyeung2012@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cecibel Geacoman 
hollywood fl 33021 
geacoman@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bryanna Streit 
coral springs florida 33065 
bstreit@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jesse Johnson 
West Palm Beach Florida 33407 
jessieoge@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Zed Rezende 
Pembroke Pines Florida 33332 
brickvogel@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mohammed Mostafizer 
33484 
Mosta@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andrevious Shaw 
north lauderdale fl 33068 
ashaw818@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eleutero Imana 
Boca Ratom FL 33486 
eimana@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Victor Correa 
boca raton florida 33433 
vcorrea2@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Leslie Cutting 
port st. lucie fl 34987 
lmcutting@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Amy Ngoh 
West Palm Bch Fl 33411 
amyngoh@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Haya Harb 
33067 
harbhaya2@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mohammad Amin 
Boca Raton Florida 33433 
mamin@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Melissa Gomez 
33065 
princess_coralie143@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Byron Anderson 
miami fl 33130 
bsanderson09@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ronnen Davydov 
boca raton, fl 33498 
rdavydov2014@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Justin Haas 
boca raton fl 33433 
whatthefuzz09@aim.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Leila Alhalabi 
Boca Raton FL 33428 
layla@alhalabi.us 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
William Murry 
23344 Boca Raton Fl 
Wmurry@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mj Hubertz 
delray beach fl 33444 
mhubertz@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ivan Tenorio 
33065 
ivantenorio6379@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ales Soares 
lauderdale lakes fl 33313 
ales.soares04@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dedric Williams 
gainesville fl 32606 
rossd2013@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kadeshia Sewell Campbell 
Deerfield Beach Florida 33442 
kadeshiazsc@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Patricia Fraschetti 
boca raton fl 33041 
fraschettipatricia@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Victor Capellan 
sunrise fl 33322 
viccapellan@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Josh Lieberman 
delray 
jodh.liyvr@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
 
 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Paris Kelly 
boca raton 
pkelly199326@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Catherine Ledgister 
boca raton florida 33431 
t.rak.star38@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Johnathon Broner 
homestead FL 33030 
jonhathon09@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Peter Graya 
boca raton fl 33433 
petergraya@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kuntal Thakkar 
boca raton 
kthakkar@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Vanessa Desert 
33069 
vaness1214@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Anakita Desir 
pompano beach florida 33064 
adesir2013@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ana Martinez 
miami fl 33155 
analou1@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rmillershake2014@Fau.Edu 
boca raton, fl 
rmillershake2014@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andrew Martel 
miami fl 33172 
amartel53@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Melissa Longmore 
boca raton florida  
mlongmore2012@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Danni Farnum 
raleigh nc  
dfarnum1@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maxime Poitevien 
hollywoof 
maxbmw24@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kendria Mccray 
boca raton 
kvontoria@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andy Martin 
new york ny 11377 
andy.martin@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maria Vanegas 
boca raton fl 33433 
vanegasm2013@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
 
 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sherrika Mitchell 
delray beach fl 33445 
sherrika11@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ant Reyes 
33020 
st.luis1@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Trevor Davis 
coral springs fl 33076 
trevordavis2014@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Noah Gauthier 
fort lauderdale fl 33312 
noahgauthierusn@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tylor Scott 
coral springs 
scottt2013@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rania Sakran 
boca raton fl 33428 
raniasakran@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Frantz Casimir 
deerfield beach florida 33441 
fcasimir60@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
R.J Cochrane 
boca raton Fl 
r.jcochrane@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nicky Burrell 
33060 
none@att.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Collin Bernard 
boca raton fl 33432 
supersolarmoth@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jake Lagnado 
hallandale fl 33009 
jdlagnado@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Joe Mercurio 
coconut creek fl 33073 
jmercurio@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Donna Johnson 
west palm beach 
shende24@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jamie Dallacosta 
cape coral florida 33913  
jdallacosta2014@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
 
 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Denny Peters 
33308 
capitalbuilding@capitalbuilding.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michael Vitro 
33437 
nyk8mike@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Deniz Dolun 
33433 
ddolu@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gabrielcorrea 
fortlauderdale florida 33311 
kavasutramcfly@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
 
 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Salvatore Juliano 
palm city fl 34990 
salvatorejuliano@ymail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nathan Smock 
boca raton fl 
nsmock@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carlos Canet 
North Lauderdale FL 33068 
ccanet@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jane Illsley 
boynton beach fl 33426 
illjane@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Wilhelm Desliens 
pompano beach florida 33069 
wilhelm14@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Henry Marin Jr 
hialeah, FL, 33015 
hmarin@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Steve Ventimiglia 
boynton beach, fl, 33472 
sventi1989@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rick Art 
33312 
arteagaric@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jared Alkins 
bocaraton 33428 
speedyj15@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stanley Merantus 
miami fl 33162 
smerantus2012@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Liz Calaway 
orlando fl 32828 
lizplayitsafe@comcast.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Yvonne Salvatore 
32952 
bianca105@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 17, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gloria M. Xiques 
Vero Beach FL  32967 
gxiques@att.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 17, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert Webster 
Vero Beach FL 32967 
bwebster@att.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dennis Huber 
Palm Bay Florida 32909 
dennish520@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 17, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Joanne Webster  
Vero Beach FL 32967 
jawebster2@att.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 17, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
June Flack 
Vero Beach FL 32966 
jcgflack@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 17, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Melissa Webster 
Vero Beach FL 32967 
mdwebster48@att.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Justin Chaffiot 
melbourne Fl 32932 
jchaffiot@me.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 17, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Paul Gauthier 
Vero Beach FL 32967 
p.gauthier@cox.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 17, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Susan Gauthier 
Vero Beach FL 32967 
susangauthier@cox.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maria Da Costa 
palm bay fl 32907 
savannahs@jmgrealty.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Susan Huber 
Palm Bay Fl 32909 
voiceofangelz@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 17, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
William O’loughlin 
Vero Beach FL 32967 
williamoloughlin@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 18, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Richard Webster 
port saint lucie florida 34952 
fire5506@comcast.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 15, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Fred Mensing 
sebastian fl 32958 
fdmensing@att.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 18, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ed Prime 
Vero Beach FL 32962 
primetwinsdad@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Evan Powers 
tallahassee fl 32301 
epower@strategicaccessgroup.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nick Mantasas 
miami fl 33131 
nick.mantasas@mch.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maureen Eves 
miamar fl 33029 
maureen.eves@browardschools.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Louis Oneil 
miami 33155 
louis.oneill@mch.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jessica Kirker 
pembroke pines fl 33027 
jkirker@somersetacademy.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jessica Lucia 
miami fl 33130 
zjessica1227@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sophia Hermida 
pembroke pines fl 33027 
sophiahermida@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mirtha Salariaga 
miami 33155 
mirtha.saldariaga@mch.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Teresita Lopez 
miami fl 33154 
telo811@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jonathan Gutierez 
miami fl 33134 
jonathan.gutierez@mch.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gonzalo Gonzalez 
miami fl 33134 
gonzalo.gonzalez@mch.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gonzalo Gonzalo 
miami fl 33131 
gonzalog@bvk.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tom Coen 
ft. lauderdale florida 
thomas.coen@mch.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Olga Laurenti 
hialeah florida 33010 
olga.laurenti@mch.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Amy Bruns 
pembroke pines fl 33027 
abruns@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cristy Norris 
miami fl 33134 
cnorr011@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tara Finch 
pembroke pines fl 33027 
finch4kid@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karla Alvarado 
miami ,fl 33142 
karla.alvarado@mch.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Anne Goldtsein 
coral springs 33065 
annette.goldstein@browardschools.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Denise Ditman 
pembroke pines fl 33028 
ditman@ditmangroup.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Albert Lorenzo 
miami fl 33143 
albert@quantumresults.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jen Enriquez 
pembroke pines fl 33027 
jenriquez@somersetacademy.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kim Carraha 
pembroke pines fl 33028 
kimberlycarraha@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Val Banner 
miramar fl 33028 
hunnybunnyval@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bukky Ogunrinde 
miami fl 33143 
oyinkansola.ogunrinde@mch.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Miriam Fabregas 
winter park fl 
miriam.m.fabregas@lmco.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Len Goldstein 
coral springs fl 33026 
lgold127@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Yamile Marles 
miami fl 33143 
info@kidsffl.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lauren Goldstein 
coral springs fl 33026 
lmgoldstein@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Pedro Silva 
miami fl 33131 
pedro.silva@mch.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carlos Cruz 
tallahassee fl 32301 
ccruz@strategicaccessgroup.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Edith Fortuna 
miami fl 33131 
edithf@bvk.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Thalia Miehl 
miami fl 33155 
hpymeal@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tere Lopez 
miami fl 33143 
reresita.lopez@mch.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jon Hock 
coral springs fl 33026 
jon.hock@trinet.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Idolidia Paula 
coral gables fl 33143 
idolidia.paula@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stacy Scott 
weston fl 33331 
sscott8207@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chris Zimmerman 
weston fl 
thunderbeach1@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Venus Valdes 
miami fl 33155 
vvald012@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Melissa Moreira 
miami fl 33131 
melissa.moreira@mch.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Al Rego 
pembroke pines fl 33027 
al.rego@mch.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Manny Fernandez 
miami 
manny.fernandez@mch.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jessica Zamora 
miami florida 33142 
jessica.zamora@mch.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christopher Zimmerman 
weston fl 33331 
chrisz@bomarbuilders.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alex Telleria 
miami fl 33012 
alextelleria@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Felix Lassarte 
miami fl 33134 
felix@lassartelaw.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jeanette Garcia 
pembroke pines fl 33028 
jangarcia@somersetacademy.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Oscar Musibay 
coral gables  
omusibay@krepspr.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Norma Alfonso 
miami fl 33131 
norma@venuemagazine.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Charles Mesa 
weston fl 33331 
drmessa@westoncosmeticsurgery.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nelson Diaz 
miami fl 33156 
nelsonddiaz@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Wendy Aguiar 
pembroke pines fl 33027 
waguiar@somersetacademy.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Annette Goldstein 
coral springs fl 33065 
afgoldstein@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Anthony Bustamante 
miami fl 33134 
abustamante@strategicaccessgroup.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
David Ditman 
pembroke pines fl 33028 
ditman@ditmangroup.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Elizabeth Davila 
miramar fl 33029 
edavila@cmfs.us 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mauro Caballero 
miami fl 33143 
mauro1018@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Miguel Fabregas 
miami fl 33156 
miguelfabregas@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carlos Fabregas 
winter park fl 32789 
carlos.fabregas@siemens.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Veronica Fulton 
jacksonville fl 
vsfulton@me.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kim Walker 
miami fl 33143 
kwalk011@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mike Goldstein 
coral springs fl 33026 
msgold1@mac.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jon Gutierrez 
miami fl 33143 
jongutie@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gail Goldtsein 
coral springs fl 33026 
gailgold127@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Janelle St Ange 
boca raton fl 33496 
jstan046@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 19, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shannon Banner 
miramar fl 33029 
shannon198@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nyla Williams 
loxahatchee fl 33470 
Williamsn2014@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jessica Wilkerson 
Delray Beach FL 33444 
jwjadeyes@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dennis Sephes 
west palm beach fl 33407 
dsephes@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Edward Reyes 
pompano Beach fl 33060 
ereyes16@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sebastian Diamante 
33487 
sdiamante08@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jesse Axelrod 
pompano beach fl 33069 
jesseaxelrod@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Vasharia Hendrix 
lake hamilton florida 33851 
hendrix.v95@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gerdat Jean 
Boca Raton, FL, 33481 
gjean@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jonathan Wright 
lake park fl 33403 
WrightMan210@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Erick Espana 
coral springs fl 33065 
erickespana1@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Giovanni Azael 
boca raton fl 33433 
gazael@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dylan Race 
Wellington FL 33414 
racedylan@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Arielle Harris 
jacksonville fl 32218 
aerieforever@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Josenie Polinisse 
coconut creek fl 33073 
jpolinisse@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Priscilla Haase 
coral springs fl 33065 
tinkurbell991@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexander Parillon 
boca raton forida 33431 
aparillon2014@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christina Jean 
lakeworth fl 33463 
tina.jseven@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Hillary Vargas 
boca raton 33431 
hvargas2013@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Steve Hartley 
33308 
tosmo@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 18, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sean Hayse 
wilton manors fl 33305 
hot_shot_2050@yahoo.com.au 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gerry Jones 
london w12. obq uk 
gjones030@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ed Keeler 
33308 
ed1969us@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 18, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Javaro Munnings 
601 nw 42nd ave plantation fl 33317 
javaromunnings@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert Lorez 
33308 
ord@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 18, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
John Allevi 
wilton manors florida 33334 
jma1205@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Marcia Graff 
33060 
dash9girl@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bob Wartmann 
ft lauderdale floeida 33308 
bwartmann11@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Donald Geraghty 
danvers mass 01923 
alwaysflin@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 18, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mark Behanna 
ft lauderdale fl 33309 
mainmdb@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 21, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Elliott Simon 
33248 
elliott.simon@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 21, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alisa Zerilli 
orlando fl 33027 
alisazeilli@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 21, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bryce Wilson 
orlando florida 32817 
brycewilson25@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 21, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kaila Varano 
orlando florida 
kailarosevarano@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 21, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Noelisorochena 
miramar fl 33029 
noelis.oro@knights.ucf.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 21, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
James Fox 
orlando florida 34747 
jjjaymes@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 21, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Quincy Geddes 
orlando 32817 fl 
quincy.g@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 21, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
 
 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Felix 
orlando fl 32829 
felixwatkin@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 21, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Wesley Bengoa 
orlando florida 32828 
wesleybengoa@knights.ucf.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 21, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
 
 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniel Pooler 
34990 
poolerdanny@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 21, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Neil Vegoinre 
32765 
snova300@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cristina Orlowski 
boca raton florida 33433 
tinaorlowski@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jalen Hannah  
coral springs florida 33065 
jkddjan345@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Matt Cantwell 
fort worth tx 
m.t.cantwell@tcu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Danielle Ingle 
boca raton florida 33431 
danielle.ingle@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Marc Litt 
33486 
gator10858@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andrew Salvatori 
fort lauderdale fl 
a.c.salvatori@tcu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 21, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Burdley Colas 
33313 
b.colas@knights.ucf.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brooks Runderson 
33062 
brunde45@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Joanna Rosier 
west palm beach Fl 33411 
joannankidd@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 21, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
James Vanaselja 
viera fl 32940 
jman1118@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brittney Lainez 
33411 
britneyla64@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Leonardo Ripalda 
33126 
leonardoripalda@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Amanda Menendez 
boca raton 
amenend2@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 21, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Marckenley Fertil 
orlando fl 32817 
kenno305@knights.ucf.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Erica Rose 
boynton beach fl 33426 
airjaws93@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Terrell Webb 
boca raton 
terrellwebb42@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Hunter Johnson 
fort lauderdale fl 
hunter.l.johnson@tcu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sam Goldberg 
boca raton fk 
sgoldb26@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kevin Arita 
boca raton fl 
kevin.c.arita@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Aaron Gastman 
jupiter florida, 33458 
agastman4@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mohamed Sharaf 
fort lauderdale fl 
mohamed.sharaf@tcu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 21, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michael Castello 
port orange florida 32127 
michael.castello10@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jessica Patel 
33027 
jpatel2014@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christopher Downes 
boynton beach 
magickoinc@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jose Villavicencio 
33445 
cuban_link78dc@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 16, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephanie Cumming 
Fort Lauderdale 
Scumming2014@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 21, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Julian Velasco 
orlando fl 32824 
hawaiiguy2@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 21, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Trevor Trombley 
tampa florida 33596 
trevortrombley14@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 21, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexander Dangelo 
naples fl 34102 
alexdangelo97@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 21, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chrisette Lewis 
orlando fl 32805 
chrisettelewis@ucfknights.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 21, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Louis Corey 
miami springs fl 33166 
louis_corey@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 21, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Frank Sumner 
ocoee florida 34761 
sumnerfranklinm@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, October 21, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jennifer Belvin 
largo florida 33774 
jbelvin15@knights.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 22, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
 
 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Amy Troell 
orlando fl 32810 
troellamy@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 22, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Anna Mosley 
gulf breeze fl 32563 
annamosley@mac.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 22, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Aminada Volney 
orlando fl  
aminada2009@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 22, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shantrale Bennett 
32826 
shantrale_bennett@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 22, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Josh Hauger 
orlando florida 32817 
jhauger@knights.ucf.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 22, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Krizia Arredondo 
32822 
kriz_65@knights.ucf.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 22, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ricky Bravo 
orlando 32828 
ricardobravo@knights.ucf.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 22, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chelseaamaya 
orlando 32765 
chelsea.a@knights.ucf.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 22, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Makayla Cuppett 
Key Largo Florida 33037 
swimcuppy@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 22, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
 
 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
 
 
 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rick James 
stuart fl 34996 
mk10@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 22, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nadia Morales 
orlando fl 32822 
moralesnm@knights.ucf.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 22, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Vicente Florida 
32714 
vicenteflorida@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 22, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Danielle Ernewein 
orlando fl 32816 
erneweind@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 22, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ishmam Ahmed 
west palm beach florida 33413 
i.sh@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 22, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Denisse Delmonte 
32817 
d.delmonte@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 22, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Quinones 
kiss fl 34743 
angalinaq@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 22, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jeff Miraflor 
33635 
jramiraflor@hotmail.com 
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			11214407-NO-E-BRIELLE MCDONALD


			11214408-SKIP-T-GUSTINI NELSON


			11214409-NO-TE-HAYLEY LEVY


			11214410-NO-H-SADE ROBINSON


			11214411-YES-TSHE-BERNY MACCEUS


			11214412-YES-T-NIOLIN BRANTON


			11214413-NO-HE-MARQUES BAYAS


			11214414-NO-TSHE-PIETRO CRACCHIOLO


			11214415-YES-T-SHARIFAH DUBOSE


			11214711-NO-T-DANIELLA DESABATO


			11214712-YES-E-LEEHE NEGRI


			11214714-YES-E-NODETTY VILBON


			11214715-YES-E-O.D OLIVER


			11214716-YES-E-NORMA RUSSELL


			11214719-YES-E-ANGELA CULHANE


			11214720-NO-TE-KUNTAL THAKKAR


			11214721-YES-TH-DEANNA HARVEY


			11214723-YES-S-SYEDA ZAIDI


			11214724-YES-T-SHANOVI KERR


			11214725-YES-E-STERLINE PIERRE


			11214726-NO-T-NEHEMIE AUGUSTE


			11214728-YES-T-RAFIN KAMAL


			11214729-NO-SHE-EMILY RAMSAUER


			11214730-YES-T-NIKKI FARRUGGIA


			11214731-NO-T-MAX TORRES


			11214732-NO-T-RACHELLE BENAROCH


			11214733-NO-S-RAYMOND PETRISKO


			11214734-YES-T-VINNY JENCO


			11214735-SKIP-T-AVERY GODWIN


			11214736-YES-S-JOSEPH STUBBS


			11214737-NO-T-SORAYA LEATHERS


			11214738-YES-T-LINAMARIA QUINONES


			11214740-NO-H-JESSICA FULTON


			11214741-YES-E-SHANNON FAHNESTOCK


			11214742-YES-T-SHAZEELA HENDERSON


			11214743-NO-E-HARRISS BISBY


			11214744-YES-T-RYAN HOFFMAN


			11214745-SKIP-T-DEVI SURAJBALI


			11214746-YES-S-LITAL PENDLER


			11214747-YES-T-SANDY JEUDY


			11214748-NO-E-ALYSE COOKE


			11214749-YES-S-JESSICA BOU JAOUDE


			11214765-YES-E-VANESSA SUAREZ


			11214766-NO-T-JUAN NODAL


			11214767-NO-E- NELSON MARTINEZ


			11214768-NO-HE-CAROLINA MURILLO


			11214769-NO-T-NATALIA WILSON


			11214770-YES-TS-KEVAUGHN SMITH


			11214771-NO-H-REBECCA JEAN


			11214772-YES-H-KIMBERLY MAYA


			11214775-NO-T-SHIRLEY DEROSA


			11214776-YES-E-JEREMY WERSHOVEN


			11214777-NO-T-YOMAIRA HERNANDEZ


			11214778-YES-HE-GEOSSETTE GARCIA


			11214779-NO-THE-JULIAN MARTINEZ


			11214780-NO-TSE-CASIMIR LESPERANCE


			11214781-YES-T-CHRISTOPHER MOLINA


			11214782-YES-THE-KRYSTEL FRANCIS


			11214783-NO-S-MOHAMMAD AHMAD


			11214784-YES-HE-JAZMIN FELIX


			11214787-NO-TSHE-ROBERT ROUSE


			11214788-NO-S-RACHEL DUFRESNE 


			11214789-NO-TH-MACI SIMMONS


			11214950-YES-TSH-SARAH MARCADIS


			11220275-NO-T-SEAMUS MALONEY


			11220276-YES-T-BROOKE BARBER


			11220277-NO-TSHE-CHELSIE OAKLEY


			11220278-NO-T-BROC DUNLAP


			11220279-NO-S-GARRETT PRINCE


			11220280-YES-H-SHANIQUA STUBBS


			11220281-YES-T-JENNIFER HERNANDEZ


			11220282-NO-S-SHEREEN ALY 


			11220283-NO-E-MIKE SMITH


			11220284-NO-T-FANESSA HILAIRE


			11220285-YES-H-GILBERT GENEUS


			11220286-NO-TSHE-ALEXANDER BAMBULA


			11220287-NO-T-TIA RENEE


			11220288-YES-T-CHRISTINA PAHOUNTIS


			11220290-NO-E-JAIME MURRAY


			11220292-YES-TH-EVGENIYA RAKITINA


			11220293-YES-TE-CHRISTOPHER FERREIRA


			11220294-YES-E-JESSICA PENA


			11220296-NO-E-MARIA WHITE


			11220297-NO-T-AMANDA STLAURENT


			11220298-YES-S-RACHEL CAMAIANI


			11220299-NO-H-TIFFANY SANTOS


			11220300-NO-T-ALBERT GUZMAN


			11220301-NO-TS-JODY WAITE


			11220302-YES-T-PRISCILLA MALEKAN


			11220303-NO-T-ZACK SMITH


			11220304-YES-TS-CASSIDY COTTON


			11220305-NO-S-SHAMORA CARTER


			11246042-YES-SH-REBECCA TSANG


			11246043-YES-T-JOHNNY LAM


			11246045-NO-S-KEVYN DE LA CRUZ


			11246046-NO-T-SOLANO KARLA


			11246047-NO-TE-DANIELLE EBERHARDT


			11246048-NO-T-MATTHEW ALLISON


			11246049-YES-TSHE-DANIELA LOZANO


			11246050-NO-T-SYDNEY KELLEHER


			11246052-NO-T-LEEAD NEGRI


			11246053-NO-T-KEANNA BELL


			11246054-NO-E-JORDAN BAUM


			11246055-NO-T-BRITTANY KLIMA


			11246056-NO-S-DAZNE REJOUIS


			11246057-NO-H-JOHN ROBISON


			11246058-NO-T-STEPHANIE GIOLETTI


			11246059-NO-H-KEELIN CORNNELL


			11246060-YES-TSHE-DANILO MATELLAN


			11246062-NO-H-KYLE DINSCHEL


			11246063-NO-T-SAUL LAGUERRE


			11246064-NO-TE-CARLOS PULIDO


			11246065-NO-S-ANA REMOLINA


			11246068-YES-H-CHRISTA BRODIGAN


			11246069-NO-TSH-OLIVIA FRILOUX


			11246070-NO-E-CHELSEA MUNOZ


			11246071-NO-E-KATY. PUGH


			11246072-NO-T-RAYA MAILLOUX


			11246074-NO-TH-SHERLINE JOSEPH


			11246075-NO-T-DANIELA TORRES


			11246076-NO-T-BRIANNA VINDIOLA


			11246077-NO-E-KATHERINE MESA


			11246078-NO-TE-LILIAN VALLE


			11246079-NO-T-DEX ILYA


			11246332-YES-TS-JORDAN YODER


			11246333-SKIP-T-GIDNA DELORME


			11246334-YES-H-JAMAL MOTII


			11246335-YES-TSHE-ERICK FREDERICK


			11246336-NO-TSHE-JENNIFER CHARRIS


			11246337-NO-T-COURTNEY CALLAHAN


			11246338-NO-S-JOHANNA BRAVO


			11246339-NO-E-NAJEE WILLIAMS


			11246340-YES-T-SYDNEY COLON


			11246341-NO-T-JOSEPH VIDAL


			11260876-NO-H-ANA MOYANO


			11260877-YES-TE-ELIJAH DORVIL


			11260879-NO-T-KENDALL JOHNSON


			11260880-NO-E-MADISON LYNCH


			11260881-NO-T-JAYVON WRIGHT


			11260883-NO-T-ALEJANDRO VELEZ


			11260884-YES-T-AMELIA


			11260886-NO-H-BRITTNEY AVBORAYE


			11260887-NO-H-MELODY SCHMALTZ


			11260888-NO-S-JESSE FABER


			11260889-NO-T-CARINA VICTORIA


			11260890-NO-T-KARISHMA PATEL


			11260892-YES-TSHE-JOANN BENJAMIN


			11260893-NO-S-STEPHANIE CASELLA


			11260894-NO-T-JAIDER ARTEAGA


			11260895-NO-T-AMANDA STAPLES


			11260896-NO-T-STEVEN ELLIOTT


			11260897-NO-T-FRANCESCA NACHTSHEIM


			11260898-NO-TSHE-AMADA JAUREGUI


			11260899-NO-T-KIMBERLY GASPARD


			11260900-NO-T-DAVE SINGLEMAN


			11260901-NO-T-JOGN GEN


			11273332-YES-T-BRIAN RAZEN


			11273333-YES-T-IMANI JACINTHE 


			11273334-NO-T-RICKY TINSLEY


			11273335-YES-H-AARRON WHEELER


			11273336-YES-H-DALLAS FOY


			11273338-YES-TSHE-MARJORIE CADET


			11273339-YES-TSE-AFIYA JUNKA


			11273341-NO-H-CAROLANN PINEDA


			11273342-YES-T-ASAN HERNANDEZ


			11273344-YES-TSHE-SYED HASAN


			11273345-YES-E-GABRIELA VIDAS


			11273346-YES-S-MARILYN SLOCUM


			11273347-YES-S-DIGNA MEJIA


			11273348-YES-H-VIA. E GOURGUE


			11273349-YES-T-RYAN FELLER


			11273350-YES-H-KIMBERLY FULLWOOD


			11273351-NO-S-MAURICIO ZUNIGA


			11273352-YES-TH-LUDMILLA MAIGNAN


			11273353-NO-S-NANCY RICH


			11273355-YES-S-FRANCISCO GONZALEZ


			11273356-YES-S-KAYLEN HERNANDEZ


			11273357-NO-E-AJ BERGMANN


			11273625-SKIP-T-JOSUE LOUIS


			11273626-NO-S-HANSON NOEL


			11273627-NO-TH-SHAINA REGUSTE


			11273628-NO-TE-ZACHARY HRIM


			11273629-NO-T-SUE COURTADE


			11273630-NO-S-VALERY GUILLAUME


			11273631-NO-E-PAUL LISTMAN


			11273632-NO-T-STEVEN SIMMS


			11273633-NO-T-ANTHONY


			11273634-YES-H-ALEXANDRA RICHTER


			11273635-YES-TSE-REAGAN WOLF


			11273636-YES-T-DAVID WALTERS


			11273637-YES-E-DIANA MARTINEZ


			11273638-YES-T-MARIA MURPHY


			11273639-NO-T-MARCUS SYLVAIN


			11273640-NO-T-ALPHONSO ROBINSON


			11273641-NO-E-STEVE BELANGER


			11273642-NO-T-LUISA ILLESCAD


			11273644-NO-TSHE-ESTRELIA MATEO


			11275314-YES-TS-PHILIP ANGLADE


			11275315-NO-T-ANDRES LOPEZ


			11275317-SKIP-T-DANIELLE COLUCCIO


			11275318-YES-H-LAURA LOPEZ


			11275319-NO-S-JOSE SUAREZ


			11275320-NO-T-BRAXTON FUSTER


			11275321-YES-TH-JAMAL MUSTAFA


			11275322-YES-T-KATHLEEN ESCOBAR


			11275323-NO-E-NICOLE CAMACHO


			11275324-YES-T-VIKTOR KARLSOHN


			11275325-NO-TE-BOBBY CRAWFORD


			11275326-YES-H-YVETTE


			11275328-YES-S-CECIBEL GEACOMAN


			11275329-YES-H-BRYANNA STREIT


			11275330-NO-SH-JESSE JOHNSON


			11275331-NO-T-ZED REZENDE


			11275333-YES-HE-MOHAMMED MOSTAFIZER


			11275334-YES-H-ANDREVIOUS SHAW


			11275335-YES-T-ELEUTERO IMANA


			11275336-YES-T-VICTOR CORREA


			11275337-YES-H-LESLIE CUTTING


			11275338-NO-T-AMY NGOH


			11275339-SKIP-H-HAYA HARB


			11275341-YES-TS-MOHAMMAD AMIN


			11275342-NO-H-MELISSA GOMEZ


			11275343-YES-S-BYRON ANDERSON


			11275345-NO-T-RONNEN DAVYDOV


			11275346-NO-T-JUSTIN HAAS


			11275347-YES-HE-LEILA ALHALABI


			11275348-YES-E-WILLIAM MURRY


			11275350-YES-E-MJ HUBERTZ


			11275351-YES-T-IVAN TENORIO


			11275352-NO-T-ALES SOARES


			11275353-NO-S-DEDRIC WILLIAMS


			11275354-NO-H-KADESHIA SEWELL CAMPBELL


			11275355-YES-E-PATRICIA FRASCHETTI


			11311941-YES-E-VICTOR CAPELLAN


			11311942-SKIP-S-JOSH LIEBERMAN


			11311943-NO-T-PARIS KELLY


			11315041-YES-H-CATHERINE LEDGISTER


			11315042-YES-TSHE-JOHNATHON BRONER


			11315043-NO-E-PETER GRAYA


			11315044-YES-TE-KUNTAL THAKKAR


			11317135-YES-S-VANESSA DESERT


			11317136-YES-E-ANAKITA DESIR


			11317137-NO-SH-ANA MARTINEZ


			11317138-SKIP-T-RMILLERSHAKE2014@FAU.EDU


			11317140-YES-TSHE-ANDREW MARTEL


			11317141-YES-S-MELISSA LONGMORE


			11317142-NO-HE-DANNI FARNUM


			11317143-NO-H-MAXIME POITEVIEN


			11317144-YES-T-KENDRIA MCCRAY


			11317145-YES-TS-ANDY MARTIN


			11317147-NO-TS-MARIA VANEGAS


			11317149-NO-S-SHERRIKA MITCHELL


			11318010-NO-T-ANT REYES


			11318011-YES-E-TREVOR DAVIS


			11318013-NO-T-NOAH GAUTHIER


			11318014-NO-T-TYLOR SCOTT


			11318015-NO-T-RANIA SAKRAN


			11318016-NO-TS-FRANTZ CASIMIR


			11318017-YES-T-R.J COCHRANE


			11318018-NO-T-NICKY BURRELL


			11318019-NO-E-COLLIN BERNARD


			11318020-NO-TSHE-JAKE LAGNADO


			11318021-NO-T-JOE MERCURIO


			11318023-NO-H-DONNA JOHNSON


			11318024-YES-T-JAMIE DALLACOSTA


			11318027-NO-T-DENNY PETERS


			11318028-NO-H-MICHAEL VITRO


			11318030-NO-H-DENIZ DOLUN


			11318031-NO-TE-GABRIELCORREA


			11318034-NO-TS-SALVATORE JULIANO


			11318035-NO-TSH-NATHAN SMOCK


			11318036-NO-TSHE-CARLOS CANET


			11318037-NO-E-JANE ILLSLEY


			11318038-YES-E-WILHELM DESLIENS


			11318039-NO-H-HENRY MARIN JR


			11318040-NO-S-STEVE VENTIMIGLIA


			11318041-NO-T-RICK ART


			11318042-NO-T-JARED ALKINS


			11318043-YES-TE-STANLEY MERANTUS


			11379333-NO-TS-LIZ CALAWAY


			11379334-NO-TSHE-YVONNE SALVATORE


			11379335-YES-TSHE-GLORIA M. XIQUES


			11379336-YES-TSH-ROBERT WEBSTER


			11379338-YES-TSHE-DENNIS HUBER


			11379339-NO-TSH-JOANNE WEBSTER 


			11379340-YES-TE-JUNE FLACK


			11379341-YES-TSHE-MELISSA WEBSTER


			11379342-YES-TSHE-JUSTIN CHAFFIOT


			11379343-NO-TS-PAUL GAUTHIER


			11379344-NO-TH-SUSAN GAUTHIER


			11379345-NO-TSE-MARIA DA COSTA


			11379346-YES-TSHE-SUSAN HUBER


			11379347-YES-TS-WILLIAM O'LOUGHLIN


			11421167-YES-TSHE-RICHARD WEBSTER


			11421168-YES-TS-FRED MENSING


			11421746-NO-H-ED PRIME


			11470233-NO-TSHE-EVAN POWERS


			11470235-NO-TSHE-NICK MANTASAS


			11470236-NO-TSHE-MAUREEN EVES


			11470238-NO-TSHE-LOUIS ONEIL


			11470239-NO-TSHE-JESSICA KIRKER


			11470241-NO-TSHE-JESSICA LUCIA


			11470243-NO-TSHE-SOPHIA HERMIDA


			11470244-NO-TSHE-MIRTHA SALARIAGA


			11470245-NO-TSHE-TERESITA LOPEZ


			11470246-NO-TSHE-JONATHAN GUTIEREZ


			11470247-NO-TSHE-GONZALO GONZALEZ


			11470248-NO-TSHE-GONZALO GONZALO


			11470250-NO-TSHE-TOM COEN


			11470251-NO-TSHE-OLGA LAURENTI


			11470254-NO-TSHE-AMY BRUNS


			11470256-NO-TSHE-CRISTY NORRIS


			11470258-NO-TSHE-TARA FINCH


			11470260-NO-TSHE-KARLA ALVARADO


			11470262-NO-TSHE-ANNE GOLDTSEIN


			11470263-NO-TSHE-DENISE DITMAN


			11470264-NO-TSHE-ALBERT LORENZO


			11470266-NO-TSHE-JEN ENRIQUEZ


			11470267-NO-TSHE-KIM CARRAHA


			11470268-NO-TSHE-VAL BANNER


			11470269-NO-TSHE-BUKKY OGUNRINDE


			11470270-NO-TSHE-MIRIAM FABREGAS


			11470271-NO-TSHE-LEN GOLDSTEIN


			11470272-NO-TSHE-YAMILE MARLES


			11470274-NO-TSHE-LAUREN GOLDSTEIN


			11470277-NO-TSHE-PEDRO SILVA


			11470278-NO-TSHE-CARLOS CRUZ


			11470279-NO-TSHE-EDITH FORTUNA


			11470281-NO-TSHE-THALIA MIEHL


			11470282-NO-TSHE-TERE LOPEZ


			11470283-NO-TSHE-JON HOCK


			11470284-NO-TSHE-IDOLIDIA PAULA


			11470285-NO-TSHE-STACY SCOTT


			11470286-NO-TSHE-CHRIS ZIMMERMAN


			11470287-NO-TSHE-VENUS VALDES


			11470290-NO-TSHE-MELISSA MOREIRA


			11470291-NO-TSHE-AL REGO


			11470292-NO-TSHE-MANNY FERNANDEZ


			11470293-NO-TSHE-JESSICA ZAMORA


			11470295-NO-TSHE-CHRISTOPHER ZIMMERMAN


			11470296-NO-TSHE-ALEX TELLERIA


			11470297-NO-TSHE-FELIX LASSARTE


			11470299-NO-TSHE-JEANETTE GARCIA


			11470301-SKIP-TSHE-OSCAR MUSIBAY


			11470302-NO-TSHE-NORMA ALFONSO


			11470303-NO-TSHE-CHARLES MESA


			11470304-NO-T-NELSON DIAZ


			11470305-NO-TSHE-WENDY AGUIAR


			11470307-NO-TSHE-ANNETTE GOLDSTEIN


			11470310-NO-TSHE-ANTHONY BUSTAMANTE


			11470312-NO-TSHE-DAVID DITMAN


			11470313-NO-TSHE-ELIZABETH DAVILA


			11470314-NO-TSHE-MAURO CABALLERO


			11470316-NO-TSHE-MIGUEL FABREGAS


			11470317-NO-TSHE-CARLOS FABREGAS


			11470318-NO-TSHE-VERONICA FULTON


			11470319-NO-TSHE-KIM WALKER


			11470320-NO-TSHE-MIKE GOLDSTEIN


			11470321-NO-TSHE-JON GUTIERREZ


			11470322-NO-TSHE-GAIL GOLDTSEIN


			11470323-NO-TSHE-JANELLE ST ANGE


			11470324-NO-TSHE-SHANNON BANNER


			11504903-YES-T-NYLA WILLIAMS


			11504904-YES-E-JESSICA WILKERSON


			11504905-YES-TSHE-DENNIS SEPHES


			11504907-YES-TE-EDWARD REYES


			11504909-NO-T-SEBASTIAN DIAMANTE


			11504910-NO-T-JESSE AXELROD


			11504911-YES-T-VASHARIA HENDRIX


			11504912-YES-SH-GERDAT JEAN


			11504913-NO-T-JONATHAN WRIGHT


			11504914-NO-T-ERICK ESPANA


			11504915-YES-T-GIOVANNI AZAEL


			11504916-YES-T-DYLAN RACE


			11504917-SKIP-S-ARIELLE HARRIS


			11504918-YES-S-JOSENIE POLINISSE


			11504919-NO-E-PRISCILLA HAASE


			11504920-YES-H-ALEXANDER PARILLON


			11504922-YES-TSHE-CHRISTINA JEAN


			11504925-YES-T-HILLARY VARGAS


			11595416-NO-T-STEVE HARTLEY


			11595417-NO-T-SEAN HAYSE


			11595418-YES-T-GERRY JONES


			11595419-YES-TE-ED KEELER


			11595421-NO-T-JAVARO MUNNINGS


			11595424-NO-T-ROBERT LOREZ


			11595425-YES-T-JOHN ALLEVI


			11595426-NO-T-MARCIA GRAFF


			11595427-YES-S-BOB WARTMANN


			11595428-NO-T-DONALD GERAGHTY


			11595429-YES-T-MARK BEHANNA


			11603283-YES-H-ELLIOTT SIMON


			11603284-YES-T-ALISA ZERILLI


			11603285-NO-T-BRYCE WILSON


			11603288-NO-T-KAILA VARANO


			11604210-NO-THE-NOELISOROCHENA


			11604212-YES-TE-JAMES FOX


			11604214-YES-TSE-QUINCY GEDDES


			11604215-YES-TSHE-FELIX


			11604216-NO-THE-WESLEY BENGOA


			11604217-YES-SE-DANIEL POOLER


			11604218-YES-TS-NEIL VEGOINRE


			11604278-NO-H-CRISTINA ORLOWSKI


			11604279-NO-T-JALEN HANNAH 


			11604280-NO-TS-MATT CANTWELL


			11604281-NO-E-DANIELLE INGLE


			11604282-NO-TSE-MARC LITT


			11604283-NO-H-ANDREW SALVATORI


			11604284-YES-TSHE-BURDLEY COLAS


			11604285-NO-T-BROOKS RUNDERSON


			11604286-YES-TSE-JOANNA ROSIER


			11604288-YES-TSHE-JAMES VANASELJA


			11604289-NO-TSHE-BRITTNEY LAINEZ


			11604290-NO-E-LEONARDO RIPALDA


			11604291-NO-H-AMANDA MENENDEZ


			11604292-YES-T-MARCKENLEY FERTIL


			11604294-NO-TE-ERICA ROSE


			11604296-NO-T-TERRELL WEBB


			11604297-NO-TS-HUNTER JOHNSON


			11604298-NO-TSHE-SAM GOLDBERG


			11604299-NO-SHE-KEVIN ARITA


			11604300-YES-TSE-AARON GASTMAN


			11604302-NO-T-MOHAMED SHARAF


			11604303-YES-TSHE-MICHAEL CASTELLO


			11604304-NO-H-JESSICA PATEL


			11604305-NO-T-CHRISTOPHER DOWNES


			11604306-SKIP-TSHE-JOSE VILLAVICENCIO


			11604307-NO-H-STEPHANIE CUMMING


			11605367-NO-SE-JULIAN VELASCO


			11605369-SKIP-TSHE-TREVOR TROMBLEY


			11605370-NO-T-ALEXANDER DANGELO


			11605371-YES-SE-CHRISETTE LEWIS


			11605372-YES-T-LOUIS COREY


			11605373-NO-S-FRANK SUMNER


			11605375-NO-E-JENNIFER BELVIN


			11642098-YES-TSHE-AMY TROELL


			11642099-YES-H-ANNA MOSLEY


			11642100-YES-TH-AMINADA VOLNEY


			11642101-NO-T-SHANTRALE BENNETT


			11642102-SKIP-T-JOSH HAUGER


			11642104-NO-T-KRIZIA ARREDONDO


			11642105-YES-H-RICKY BRAVO


			11642106-NO-H-CHELSEAAMAYA


			11642107-NO-H-MAKAYLA CUPPETT


			11642108-NO-TSHE-RICK JAMES


			11642109-YES-T-NADIA MORALES


			11642110-YES-T-VICENTE FLORIDA


			11642111-YES-TSHE-DANIELLE ERNEWEIN


			11642112-YES-TS-ISHMAM AHMED


			11642113-NO-E-DENISSE DELMONTE


			11642114-NO-TE-QUINONES


			11642115-NO-T-JEFF MIRAFLOR










From: Penny King
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 12:41:18 PM


Please consider all the small towns in Indian River County that will be greatly
 negatively impacted by this project.  We get no benefit, but our way of life will be
 adversely affected.  A train going directly through our county's downtowns 40 times a
 day (with more added each year) will be horrible.  Please think of your community and
 how you would feel if these trains went through your town.  A solution would be to
 use the tracks in the middle of the state if we must have a "bullet train" connecting
 major cities (which frankly will never be economically viable, as demonstrated with
 other commuter trains connecting large cities in the eastern states).   This entire
 project is so wrong on so many levels. 


Thank you for your consideration.


Penny King  


-- 
Penny King
114 Hidden Oak Drive
Vero Beach, FL 32963
penny32963@gmail.com
Home - 772.234.0684
Cell - 772.321.2005
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From: overboard
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: I Oppose AAF
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 7:39:52 PM


Another Day of being late to an appointment because of a 100 car freight train coming through Port
 Salerno.  OK, I can deal with that once or twice a day.  Bringing 32 passenger trains through our
 town, even 5 cars at a time will surely negatively impact our way of life here.   Could you image 32
 crossings????  With two tracks, more freight cars no doubt will be coming through our town as
 well.  I tried to keep an open mind on this but I have come to the realization that the total
 inconvenience brought to our neighborhoods for something that will not benefit us at all.  I believe
 this to be another case of big business and investors not caring what hardships it imposes on the
 silent majority.  I am definitely against All Aboard Florida using the FEC tracks, they should move out
 west to use the existing tracks where the impact will be minimized.  
 
Bob Mazz
4800 SE Anchorage Drive
Stuart Fl, 34997
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From: mary anne daniels
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: mary anne daniels
Subject: ALL NOT ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:56:20 PM


I AM WRITING TO EXPRESS MY DISAPPROVAL OF THE AAF PROPOSED RAILROAD ROUTE ALONG
 THE EAST COAST OF FLORIDA FROM MIAMI TO ORLANDO.  THIS IS A DISASTER.  HAVEN'T WE
 LEARNED ANYTHING FROM THE PAST MISTAKES OF DISTROYING THE SMALL COMMUNITIES
 AND THE OCEAN VIEWS ALONG THE SOUTHERN PART OF FLORIDA?   BIG BUSINESS ATE UP ALL
 THAT WATERFRONT.


 WAKE UP EVERYONE, BEFORE THE COASTLINE IS ALL GONE.  WHAT ABOUT THE LOCAL TRAFFIC
 TIE UPS AND THE BOAT DELAYS ALONG THE WATERWAYS DUE TO THE BRIDGE CLOSINGS?. 
 THIS IS ALL WRONG - PLEASE PUT A STOP TO THIS NOW!!!!!!!  


  WE  WHO LIVE ALONG THE EAST COAST DO NOT WANT THIS TRAIN TRAFFIC IN OUR
 COMMUNITIES.


EVEN THOUGH I AM EXPRESSING MY CONCERNS I HAVE LITTLE FAITH THAT THIS WILL BE
 STOPPED.  THERE IS TOO MUCH POWERFUL MONEY AND POLITICS INVOLVED.  THE ORDINARY
 RESIDENTS OF FLORIDA DON'T STAND A CHANCE FOR THIS TO BE CHANGED.
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From: margielray@gmail.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard project
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2014 4:28:11 PM


Hello, I am a Florida resident and I support the All Aboard project. Please support this great project.
Sent from my iPhone
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From: John Resnik
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: comments
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 11:33:59 AM
Attachments: determining_the_cause_of_train_delay.pdf


     AAF developed their own evaluation criteria to be able to proceed with the project. Six
 determining factors: How convenient. DEIS PG.3-2


    This includes: price per ticket needed to operate, projected rider requirements, travel time to
 suite the projected ridership, transportation corridors, limit cost, and commence construction
 immediately.


    AAF STATES “THEY HAVE THE RIGHT OF WAYS AND INTEND TO USE THEM
 TO THERE FULL EXTENT INCLUDING THE POWER TO LIMIT ACCESS OF
 FEDERAL WATERWAYS AND THAT THERE WILL BE RE-WRITES IN THE
 FEDERAL REGISTRY TO ACCOMADATE THEM”.


  FECR Route alternatives: NOT HAPPENING, not financially feasible and CSX would
 dictate the schedule.


BRIDGES, BENDS, SPEED, AT GRADE CROSSINGS, FRA SAFETY STANDARDS,
 SCHEDULES:  FRA Statistics 2013 Fl. Is 9th in the county at rail grade crossings and 4th


 in trespassing fatalities and casualties, 14th in the county at grade crossing fatalities and
 casualties.


DETERMING THE CAUSE OF TRAIN DELAY,


RTC (rail traffic controller) 2010 AREMA (American rail way engineering and maintenance
 of way association)   Unscheduled delays are stochastic (random probability) and are a
 leading factor in unreliability and instability of a network. * No schedule complete can be
 kept without laying the burden of delays on the public. Pg. 5-16/20. RTC TIMES @ US1 RR
 BRIDGE, assumed times @ *20 minutes*, perfect scenario times. 32 x 20 = 640min. 10.667
 hrs. (NO MATTER HOW THE NUMBERS ARE SHOWN THEY ARE DECIEVING)


US-1 Draw- Bridge was to be removed, your county voted to keep it for nostalgic reasons. Not
 AAF fault you do not have a straight passage line through the RR bridge.  “GET RID OF
 THE US1 BRIDGE”


A train traveling 50 mph requires approx. 1 mile to stop, (Monterey road street crossing). An
 unscheduled event; vessel struck the ST. Lucie RR Bridge or one got stuck between the
 bridges preventing proper closure of the RR Bridge signaled by the RTC.


 If AAF is shortening the distance notification from the archaic bridge signaling with RTC to
 shorten the time the bridge will cycle and thereby selling this as a benefit to the public.


In reality they can-not stop that train in time to prevent a disaster. No crystal ball, no stopping
 that train running into an open bridge unless they have the proper time and distance for a
 secondary confirmation that the bridge is down. It has to be down and locked in by the time
 that train traveling at 50mph passes by Monterey.



mailto:john.resnik@acyinc.com
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ABSTRACT 
 
Class 1 railroads are expected to face increasing capacity constraints due to long-term 
projections of growth in both freight and passenger traffic.  To prepare for this growth and to 
strategically determine the best capacity expansion projects the Class 1 railroads make extensive 
use of a simulation tool known as Rail Traffic Controller (RTC).  This tool can be used to estimate the 
capacity of existing or propose track and signal configurations.  One of the primary outputs of these 
analyses are estimates of train delay.  Delay is the extra time it takes a train to operate on a route due to 
conflicts with other traffic.  Reduction in delay is often used by the railroads to calculate the benefit of a 
project or operational change.  However the specific factors that cause these delays are not well 
understood.  We used RTC to categorize and quantify the delay due to different types of conflicts and 
operational causes.  The conflicts considered were meets, passes, mainline restrictions and entry delay.  
The operational causes considered were the delays due to acceleration, braking, reduced speed and dwell 
time.  The results were studied for trends and offer a better understanding of the principal factors that 
contribute to train delay.  With delay being used as the primary metric to select projects, understanding 
the leading causes of delay is important to plan capacity more effectively and economically.  This work 
provides insight into the outputs railroads use for their decision making and potentially allows planners to 
more effectively choose specific alternatives that will provide the greatest benefit.  
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INTRODUCTION 



Class 1 railroads are expected to face increasing capacity constraints due to long-term 



projections of growth in both freight and passenger traffic (1).  In order to accommodate this new 



traffic railroads will need to modify operational practices and build additional infrastructure.  



Railroads are increasingly using simulation to plan these changes and projects.  One of the 



primary outputs from these simulations used by railroads as a metric for capacity and efficiency 



is train delay.  Delay is influenced by a number of factors and its relationship to capacity is 



indirect.  Simulations of railroad operations were performed under a variety of volumes and 



traffic mixtures and the delays categorized by source and conflict.  The results offer better insight 



into the different factors that contributing to train delay. Better understanding of this capacity 



metric will enable railroads to conduct more effective capacity planning by focusing on 



alternatives that will provide the greatest reduction in delay. 



 



DELAY AS A CAPACITY METRIC 



Delay is often used as a metric of capacity; however, delay is a measure of level of service, not 



capacity and the relationship between delay and capacity is complicated.  Delay can be defined 



as either the difference between the minimum, or unopposed, travel time and the actual travel 



time or the difference between the scheduled and actual travel time.  Using either definition, 



delay increases as the level of service offered decreases.     



Trains can be delayed by both scheduled and unscheduled events.  Scheduled delays are 



incorporated into the timetable as buffer time to allow for conflicts with other traffic.  



Unscheduled delays are stochastic and are a leading factor in unreliability and instability of a 



network.  Unscheduled delays can be caused by numerous events including: mechanical failures, 











 



malfunctioning infrastructure, weather conditions, excessive boarding times of passengers, 



accidents at highway-railroad grade crossings and so on (2,3).  Delays to one train can lead to a 



cascading effect of delays to other trains.   As a route nears its theoretical capacity the probability 



that a delay will lead to subsequent delays increases, while the ability to recover from these 



delays decreases (4,5,6). 



The amount of delay is related to the volume and type of traffic on a route (7).  With 



more traffic the number of meets and passes increases, and headways are reduced, increasing the 



probability of a delay causing additional delays to other traffic.  It is generally agreed upon that 



delays increase exponentially with volume (Figure 1a) (4,7,8,9,10).  However, the specific delay-



volume relationship is dependent on the traffic mix on a route (7,8,11).  Different train types 



have different operating characteristics influencing the amount of delay that a train experiences.  



Heterogeneity in these train characteristics causes additional conflicts increasing delays (Figure 



1b) (7,12,13,14). 
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FIGURE 1: The delay-volume (a) and delay-heterogeneity relationship (b) 



 











 



The maximum capacity of a route is dependent on operational decisions by the railroad.  



When determining capacity each railroad determines the maximum tolerable delay based on the 



traffic mix, route geography and service requirements.   Greater tolerable delays will increase the 



capacity of a route, but decrease the level of service and reliability (Figure 2) (15). 
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FIGURE 2: Maximum volume based on maximum allowable delay  



 



DETERMINING THE SOURCES OF DELAY 



There are numerous factors that cause train delays and there has been limited previous work 



investigating the magnitude of the various operational causes.  One of the best analyses to date is 



by Gorman (16).  In his work he created a train run time model from empirical data for eight 



BNSF subdivisions.  He used the data to statistically calculate the amount of delay caused by 



various factors including: meets, passes, headway, secondary effects, priority and HPT.  He 



identified meets, passes and overtakes as the primary causes of delays.  This work uses 



simulation instead of empirical data to determine the magnitude of delays caused by different 



operational factors. 



 



Methodology 











 



We used the simulation software Rail Traffic Controller (RTC) from Berkeley Simulation 



Software in order to calculate the impact of the various mechanisms that affect train delay.  We 



used RTC because its flexibility permits rapid evaluation of different scenarios and because of its 



widespread acceptance and use by the North American railroad industry.  For this analysis, delay 



was defined as the difference between the minimum, or unopposed, run time, and the actual run 



time required to traverse the route.  Using RTC’s Train Performance Calculator (TPC) the speed, 



position and acceleration data for each train were collected.  The TPC data, along with time-



distance diagrams were used to identify the conflicts that caused each delay.  The delay was then 



divided between the delay accumulated while the train was braking, traveling at a constant speed 



below normal, stopped and accelerating.   



The route and train characteristics used for this analysis were chosen to represent the 



characteristics of a typical route and train types.   While specific characteristics of individual rail 



lines are unique, the rail line used for this analysis is intended to represent the characteristics of a 



typical midwestern North American single-track mainline subdivision.  The train types used for 



this analysis are intended to match the attributes of intermodal and bulk trains.  The attributes 



were chosen to approximate actual characteristics, but generally the “intermodal” trains represent 



freight trains with the highest maximum speeds, power to ton ratios and dispatching priorities, 



while the “bulk” trains represent those with the lowest speeds, power to ton ratios and 



dispatching priorities.  



 Simulations were performed using RTC over seven different levels of heterogeneity with 



a constant volume of 40 trains per day.  For each configuration a series of five simulations were 



performed.  In each simulation sixteen trains were analyzed, eight in each direction with the 



number of trains of each type corresponding to the percentage of that train type in the scenario.   











 



 



Factors of Delay 



The delays were categorized by conflict and source.  Conflicts considered in this work are meets, 



passes and line restrictions (Table 1).  Meets were classified as any delay due to conflicts with 



one or more trains traveling in the opposite direction.  Passes were classified as any delay due to 



conflicts with one or more trains traveling in the same direction that result in one train overtaking 



another.  When a conflict involved multiple meets and passes, the acceleration and braking delay 



were attributed to the first conflict while the extra dwell time required to accommodate the 



additional conflicts were attributed to each conflict accordingly.  Line delays were classified as 



any delay due to one train being slowed down by a preceding train traveling in the same 



direction that does not result in an overtake. 



For each conflict the specific operational source was identified.  Sources of delay include 



the delays while a train is braking, accelerating, at a constant slower speed or stopped (Table 



6.1).  By splitting the delay up into conflicts and sources, it is possible to see which type of 



conflict has more delay, why that delay is occurring, and how it changes with changes in traffic 



composition.  



 



TABLE 1: Categories of Delays 



Conflicts Sources



Meets Accelerating



Passes Braking



Line Reduced Speed



Stopped  



Average Delays 











 



The delays due to each conflict and source of delay are combined to determine the total delays 



for each traffic mix (Figure 3).  The delays were greatest with heterogeneous traffic.  However, 



the greatest amount of delay was not when heterogeneity was greatest but when the majority of 



traffic was bulk trains.  The traffic composition that results in the greatest delays is dependent on 



the characteristics of the specific trains.  In this example each bulk train experiences greater 



delays due to its poor operating characteristics, and therefore the combined effect of the larger 



number of these poor performing trains and the effects of heterogeneity are greatest when the 



traffic is 75% bulk trains.  
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FIGURE 3: Average Delays with Different Traffic Mixes 



 



Conflicts that Cause Delays  



When sorted by type of conflict most of the delay is accumulated during meets (Figure 4).  The 



delays from meets are much larger than delays from line or pass delays.  Each type of delay 











 



changes differently with changing traffic.  The delays due to passes are the greatest at the highest 



levels of heterogeneity while mainline delays are the same with all levels of heterogeneity.  The 



delays from meets closely follow the trend of the average delays.  Consequently, the increased 



delays due to heterogeneity are primarily from increased meet delays.   
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FIGURE 4: Average Delay by Conflict and Ratio of Bulk to Intermodal Trains 



 



Sources that Cause Delays 



Each source of delay has a different trend with regard to traffic mix (Figure 5). The delays while 



a train was traveling at a reduced speed were minor and relatively constant over all traffic mixes.  



The delays while a train is braking and accelerating increased with larger percentages of bulk 



trains.  These delays are therefore due to changes in traffic and not increased heterogeneity.  As 



the percentage of bulk trains increases the acceleration and braking delays increase accordingly. 











 



The stopped delay is the only delay that increased with heterogeneity.  Therefore, the 



increased delays with heterogeneity are due to a greater amount of time trains are stopped 



waiting in a siding.  There are two possible explanations for this.  First, at the higher levels of 



heterogeneity there is a greater likelihood two trains of different priorities will meet resulting in 



less efficient meets.  These inefficient meets result in longer dwell times because a train will 



enter a siding earlier than it otherwise might.  Secondly, higher heterogeneity results in more 



complex conflicts in which a train is met or passed by more than one train resulting in more time 



stopped.   
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FIGURE 5: Average Delay by Source and Ratio of Bulk to Intermodal Trains 



 



DISCUSSION 



By categorizing delays the specific conflicts and sources that cause them can be identified.  This 



work suggest that increased delays are the result of trains waiting longer in sidings to resolve 











 



additional and more complex meets at the highest levels of heterogeneity.   Passes were found 



not to be a major source of delay on single track indicating that speed difference alone is not a 



significant factor affecting train delay.  Independent of heterogeneity in speed, higher average 



speeds will reduce dwell times and improve capacity on a single-track route.     



 Time spent stopped in sidings for meets was found to be the leading cause of delay and 



efforts to reduce train delay should focus on reducing this time.  Possible methods of reducing 



this delay include increasing the speed of trains, reducing siding spacing, equalizing priorities, 



and adding a second track.  Increasing speeds decreases the time it takes to resolve conflicts.  



Reducing siding spacing allows for trains to stop closer to the point of conflict thereby reducing 



waiting time.  Removing priorities makes meets more efficient since the first train to arrive will 



enter the siding.  Lastly, adding a second track eliminates delay time from meets.   



  



CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE WORK 



Simulation is increasingly being used to plan for future growth and improve current operations.  



The primary output from the simulation software is train delay, with the reduction in delay often 



being used to determine the benefit of a project or operational change. However, the specific 



causes of the delay are not well understood.  Using simulation software delays were categorized 



by conflict and source.  The results showed that the source of delay that increased due to 



heterogeneity was the time a train spent stopped in a siding to resolve a meet.  Using this 



information the best way to improve operations are changes that either reduce the number of 



meets or reduce the time a train is stopped while in a meet.   











 



 Additional work using this methodology will permit a better understanding of the impact 



of various operations.  Future work should be completed that considers multiple volumes, no 



priorities, different infrastructure configurations and passenger traffic. 
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NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE: NO AAF, then you will get no improvements to the railway.
 You are going to get all the freight regardless, so if we don’t make these improvements and
 make it better for AAF to happen, then they will let it get worse. SEEMS LIKE
 BLACKMAILING THE PUBLIC…


 


 


  


 


 
 
John M. Resnik
Operations manager
6800 S.W. Jack James Dr.
Stuart, Fl. 34997
Phone: (772) 286.2835
Fax: (772) 288.4993
Mobile: (772) 215.9156
Emergency: (772) 288.4147
www.americancustomyachts.com
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From: Bonanti, Christopher
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Edwards, Julie; Soule, Ali; Bonilla, Yvelisse (Yve)
Subject: 4th email with 200 support letters for the AAF project
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:32:57 PM
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Hello Mr. Winkle,
This is the fourth email with 200 support letters attached for the All Aboard Florida project.
Thank you,
Chris
 
 
Christopher Bonanti
Director of Environmental Planning
All Aboard Florida


2855 Le Jeune Road | 4th Floor
Coral Gables, FL 33134
T: 305.520.2347 | C: 571.334.4807
Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com | allaboardflorida.com


Follow us:  


 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: The information contained in this transmission is privileged
 and confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or entity named
 above. No addressee should forward, print, copy, or otherwise reproduce this message in any
 manner that would allow it to be viewed by any individual not originally listed as a recipient.
 If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
 unauthorized disclosure, dissemination, distribution, copying of this transmission or the
 taking of any action in reliance on the information herein is strictly prohibited. If you have
 received this transmission in error, please immediately reply to sender that you have received
 this communication in error and then delete it. Thank you.
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Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Alexandria Mcleod 



miami fl 33177 



amm95607@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Emily Meister 



miami florida 33157 



emilymichelle9967@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Rebecca Prince 



miami fl 33193 



rebaprince@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Sara Griffiths 



Miami, Florida, 33186 



sanngriffiths@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Walter Davis 



Miami Fl 33157 



d.walt23@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Adeivys Suarez 



miami fl 33196 



adeivyssuarez96@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Linna Lom 



miami FL 33186 



lomlinna@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Marcus Alexander 



miami fl 



marcus31alexander@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Donna Dyal 
miami fl 33177 



d.donna369@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Christopher Reyes 



miamiflorida 



tromc@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



William Caldas 



miami fl 33144 



william.caldas17@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Mehmwod Salim  



miami fl 



mehmwod@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Elizabeth Praschnik 



miami fl 33176 



e_praschnik@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Stephanie King 



Miami Florida 33189 



16stephy18@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Haydee Llanes 



miami 



haydllanes@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Alexandra Ciccarone 



miami Fl 33186 



alexandraciccarone@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Shane Minott 



miami florida 33157 



shanetacos@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Trevis Johnson 



miami fl 33157 



trevisj13@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Felix Leonardo 



miami 33109 



fleonardo@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Jackie Garces 



miami fl 33185 



jackiegarces@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Tatyana Rigera 



miami fl 33177 



tatyrivera.94@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Nalin Su 



Miami Fl 33193 



nalinsuri@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Juan Grajales 



33185 



jgrajale@mdc.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Antonio Missick 



miami,flordia 



antonio_missick@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Valerie Todd 



miami fl 33177 



valernet350@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Marcus Mclain 



miami florida 33176 



mmclain16@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Michael Salazar 



miami florida 33182 



michael.salazar002@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Maria Pabn 



miami fl 33196 



mariapabon88@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Scott Soto 



miamiflo 



yungscotty@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Alya  Rims 



miami fl 33176 



aylar@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Dorlyn Leger 



33032 



dorlynlegr@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Doniesha Alexander 



miami, fl 33157 



alexanderdoniesha@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Melvin Janvier 



lauderhill fl 33313 



melvin.janvier001@icloud.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Scott Kruh 



33134 



holdenesk@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Mike Wakin 



miami fl 33013 



prtylegend@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Cathy Hart 



miami fl 33176 



catherine.hart001@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Kasry Thompson 



Miami FL 33190  



kaseythompson@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Amandamestril 



miami fl 33174 



hawkfire.jinx@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Elizabeth Arnaez 



miami fl 33170 



eliarnaez@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Kate Samuelson 
lake placid fl 33857 



kht@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Ivonne Luna 



Miami fl 33174 



mlunamiami@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Hilda Schau 



33175 



hmschau1@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



John Rodrigo 
miami fl 33165 



thatkidbrian23@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Jonathon Comeau 



cutler bay florida 33189 



jonathon.comeau001@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



 



 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



 



 



 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Camila Carvacho 
miami fl 33144 



andrea6831@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Chelsea 



miami fl 33176 



cheloo416@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Ernesto Gonzalez 



miami fl 33165 
ernie.terra@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Patricia Hewitt 



miami fl 33157 



trishchewitt@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



David Ramon 
33184 



dramon95b@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Fernando Duprey 



miami florida 33190 



nandy89@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Bruce Wayne 



miami fl 33175 



bruce.batista.94@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Lucca Frieri 



miami fl 33186 



luccafrieri96@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Daniel Batlle 
miami fl 33185 



dbatlle@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Bianca Pino 
hialeah fl 33016 



bpino001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Francis Chu 
miami fl 33161 



francis_colonel@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Saskya Etienne 



Miami Florida 33186 
saskyou@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Alian Collazo 



miami florida 33174 



alejandroperez15222@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Sunday, November 23, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Donaldfingerman 



33301 



finwhizdon@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Raheman Ali 
pembroke pines fl 33025 



rahemanali@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Sunday, November 23, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Beth Barbuto 



33301 



beth.barbuto@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Roseann Anderson 



miami. florida. 33174 
roseann_9@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Ibis Alvarez 



miami fl 33145 



mka2gether2002@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Julian Bernal 



sunrise fl 33323 



julian_bernal85@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Adrian Rodriguez 



coral gables florida 33134 



arodr891@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Brianna Rimi 
miami fl 33174 



brimi001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Camp 



 florida 



pt@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Alexander Grant 
miami fl 33174 



agran079@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Rosie Hart 



pembroke pines florida 33026 



edwardrosemarie@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Dania Sanchez 
Miami florida33145  



sanchezdania@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Felix Anderson 
miami fl 33193 



fande008@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Jeremy Almonte 



cutler bay, florida, 33189 



jalmo008@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Alexandria Lowery 



west palm beach, florida, 33409 



lowerykidz@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Srikanth 



33174 



gazula.srikanth@outlook.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Anthony Vasquez 



miami fl 33162 



tonypfool@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Claudia Brito 



doral fl 33172 



claudiabrito76@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Montie Johnson 
hartford ct 06002 



mjohn227@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 
 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Aaron  



miami. fl . 33174 



aaron5452276@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Christopher Montanez 



Miami Florida 33193 



m_christopher97@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Gustavo Toral 



doral fl 33178 



gustavoatoral@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 



 
Sincerely, 



Samantha Fernandez 



coral gables fl 33155 



sfern049@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Melanie Ponce 



 



mponc021@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Andrea Urbina 



33018 



aurbi018@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Shalini Ramjit 



Miami, FL 33187 



sramj006@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Mohammed Ally 



miami fl 33138 



mally005@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Ben Azu 
naples,fl,34120 



bazu002@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Tara Yopp 



seminole. florida. 33778 



tarayopp@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Emily Comora 
miami fl 33174 



ecomo001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



 
 



 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Laura Nunez 
miami Fl. 33189 



laarismendy@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Kaden Hansen 
miami, fl, 33165 



kaden.hansen@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Nefretitti Ruddock  



miami fl 



queennefretitti@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Christian Ramirez 



33194 



crami031@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Milton Corrales 



miami gardens FL 33055 
m.corrales.mc@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Lucknell Madestin 



wellington fl 33414 



lmade007@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



 
 



 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Rafael Perez 
miami florida 33175 



guitarkid1989@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



 



 



 



 
Sincerely, 



Krystal Bury 



33196 



kbury003@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Yan Pino 



miami fl 33187 



yan12330@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
 Brittany Budd 



Miami Florida 33183 



bbudd001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Sunday, November 23, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Adrian Zullo 



coral springs florida 33071 



amzullo2@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Sunday, November 23, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Mel Bishop 



sunrise fl 33351 



msb0127@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Sunday, November 23, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Christine Zullo 



coral springs fl 33071 



cleconte63@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Sunday, November 23, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Brenda Smith 



ft lauderdale fl 33311 



brendasmith95@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Sunday, November 23, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 
 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Ashley Davis 



hollywood fl 33024 



biebtiful@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Sunday, November 23, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Cynthia Lull 



33316 



cynthia.lull@verizon.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Sunday, November 23, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Richard Eaton 



fort lauderdale. flordia 33305 



deatonfl@comcast.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Sunday, November 23, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Robin Merrill 



33069 



robin@upperroomartgallery.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Sunday, November 23, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Kezyah Lopez 



Hollywood, FL, 33024 



kezzy101@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Sunday, November 23, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Myani Tutson 



miami fl 33147 



myani_100@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Sunday, November 23, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Nympha Schnuetter 



ft lauderdale fl 33315  



neem518@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Sunday, November 23, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Shana Soro 



hollywood fl 33021 



fufunella41@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Sunday, November 23, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



John Bush 



ft laud fl 33312 



john@johnbushcpa.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Sunday, November 23, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Chad Dashnaw 



33351 



tapsmiled@comcast.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Sunday, November 23, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Edwin Hernandez 



33076 



edwinhm@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Sunday, November 23, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Jeff Bishop 



sunrise fl 33351 



jbishopclan@comcast.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Sunday, November 23, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Dennis Ulmer 



ft lauderdale fl 33311 



dennisu512@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Sunday, November 23, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Jim Hatlan 
ft lauderdale fl 33312 



jhatlan@comcast.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Sunday, November 23, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Daniel Veilleux 



ftl. fl 33315 



dv24@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Felipe Vergara 
miami florida 33157 



felipevergara5000@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Serena Chin 



miami florida 33177 



serena.chin001@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Federico Arredondo 



miami fl 33145 



mcfede@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Sandra Hernandez 



hallandale. fl 33009 



Sandrita222@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Devonne Hutchins 



miami fl 33176 



devonne.hutchins@outlook.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Camron Calvert 



miami, FL, 33157  



Camronmcalvert@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Ashley Gonzalez 



miami fl 33157 



ashley.gonzalez018@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Mark Bermudez 



33157 



markb824@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Veronica Lima 
miami fl 33175 



veronica.lima001@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Thaddeus Saunders 



miami fl 33187 



thadd337@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Peter Broussard 



miami fl 33176 
peter.broussard@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Samantha Style 



miami fl 33157 



samantha.style001@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Aurora Fiestas 



miami fl 33170 



aurochiqui15@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Nicole Perez 



33189 



necessini@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Kenny Pacheco 



miami florida 33156 



discharge555@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Victor Wanton 



33177 



vwanton9@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Francisco Lozada 



miami florida 33193 



francool29@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Elisha 



miami florida 33032 
carmelapepsi@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Peter 



miami fl 33157 



mfon.etukudo5@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Guillermo Uribe 
Miami Florida 33186 



guilleuribe97@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Adrian Musgrove 



miami florida 33157 



cms.musgrove@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Reinaldo Verde  



miami fl 33133 



reinaldo.dverde@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Francisco Aleman 



33193 



falemanmed00@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Cristhian Rodriguez 



miami florida 33193 



cristianr61@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Alivia Chambers 



Homestead Fl 33033 



alivia.chambers001@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Natasha Fernandez 



miami fl 33157 



natashafernandez.002@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, December 1, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Alexa Goodwin 



west palm beach fl 33406 



alexagoodwin03@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, December 1, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Brandon Sullivan 



west palm beach fl 33460 



bsully10145@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, December 1, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Chelsea Barrios 



west palm beach fl 33418 



chels5174@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, December 1, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Ellana Williams 



west palm beach fl 



ellana.grace.williams@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, December 1, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Adamaris Morales 



west palm beach fl33404 



adamaris.mp@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, December 1, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Tammy Skinner 



west palm beach fl 33315 



neem518@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, December 1, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Juan Benitez 
west plm beach fl 33437 



juanca0224@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, December 1, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Martha Exposito 



west palm beach fl 33406 



susellrodriguez@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, December 1, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Danailys Lorenzo 
west palm beach fl 



syliaad17@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, December 1, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Gessica Francisco 



west palm beach fl 33407 



gessica-francisco@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, December 1, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Moechia Florexil 



west palm bch fl 33405 



moechaflorexil@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, December 1, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Joycelyne Salazar 



west palm beach fl 33413 



jocelynesalacar561@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, December 1, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Victor Deiabarra 



palm beach Fl 33405 



Victor199@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, December 1, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Medgine Beldon 



palm beach gardens fl 



medginebeldoe@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, December 1, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Jalissa Bryant 



west palm beach fl 



jalissabryant188@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, December 1, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 



 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Vianka Gonzalez 
west palm beach fl 33487 



prettyflaka01@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, December 1, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Kiandre Benjamin 
palm beach fl 



kiandrebenjamin@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, December 1, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 



 
Sincerely, 



Vanaisa Oliva 



West Palm Beach Fl 33406 



Vaniiflu@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, December 1, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Nayobe Jean-Louis 



West Palm BEACH fl 



Nayobe2@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, December 1, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Victoria Reyes 



lantana fl 33462 



vreyesos@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Ramek Mitchell 



Miami Fl 33157 



himjm@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Michael Stewart 



Miami Fl 33033 



mikeleiwan50@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Oswald Arostegui 



miami fl 



omarastegui@comcast.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Guillermo Escobar 



Miami Fl 33143 



guillermo125@gmial.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Carlos Acosta 



miami fl 33176 



carlos12448@hotmiail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, December 1, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Lauren Laing 



west palm beach 33461 



prplerocks54586@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Roz De Dios 



Miami Fl 33177 



rozamarlenea@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Saraveigarcia 



miami fl 33177 
saramvargarus@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, December 1, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Sydney Linell 



west palm beach 33406 



sydneylinell2015@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, December 1, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Catalina Lopez  
west palm beach 33405 



cataestodamia@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, December 1, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Pascale Alexander 



west palm beach 33434 



kittyasha2@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 



 
Sincerely, 



Joseph Vilot 



miami Fl 33196 



josephvilot@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Caryna Pierre 



miami fl 33032 



caryna.f.pierre@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Michael Contreras 



miami fl 33172 



michaelcontreras002@mymdc.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Raul Cruz 



miami fl 33186 



raulcruz1993.0215@gmail.cun 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, December 1, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 



 
Sincerely, 



Carolina Diaz 



west palm beach 33401 



carolinadiza@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Jorge Torres 
miami fl 33196 



jorge.torres2@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Daniella Consuegra 



miami fl 33173 



daniella.consugra@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Ana Bravo 
miami fl 33186 



domi_bravo@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Jesus Diaz 



mismi fl 33186 



kbsdiaz@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Stephen Quinarill 



miami fl 33030 



chinoman305@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Devon Loumer 



miami fl 33187 



dtoomer@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Sashadin Wooley 



mismi fl 33186 



sashadinwooley@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Melissa Suguianitzu 



miami fl 33183 



msuguimitz@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Carolina Rios 



miami fl 33174 



caro0931@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Jorge Rojas 



miami fl 33155 



rojas.jorge@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Maui Emery 



miami fl 33173 



mauiemery@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Sana Khan 



mismi fl 33157 



skahn9599@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 



 
Sincerely, 



Maria Sandino 



miami fl 33165 



mariasandino1@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Adna 



miami fl 33157 



adanci@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Wjkeira Mitchell 



miami fl 334 



laskeira@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Amare Vasquez 



Miami Fl 33157 



lilenu03@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Chris Miller 



Miami Fl 33030 



canegang305@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Trenton Hill 



miami fl33457 



yrentonhill@gmial.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Monica Ortiz 



miami fl 33196 



monica22ortiz@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Susana Fonsicia 



miami fl 33175 



sfonsicia@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Celia Garcia 



Miami Fl 33189 



osdakarOJ@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, December 2, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Sumaiya Khandalar 
miami fl 33185 



sumaiyakhandler@mymdc.edu 








			14287683-SKIP-T-ALEXANDRIA MCLEOD


			14287684-NO-T-EMILY MEISTER


			14287687-YES-T-REBECCA PRINCE


			14287688-YES-TSHE-SARA GRIFFITHS


			14287689-NO-T-WALTER DAVIS


			14287690-NO-T-ADEIVYS SUAREZ


			14287692-NO-T-LINNA LOM


			14287693-NO-T-MARCUS ALEXANDER


			14287696-NO-H-DONNA DYAL


			14287698-NO-TSHE-CHRISTOPHER REYES


			14287702-YES-T-WILLIAM CALDAS


			14287703-NO-T-MEHMWOD SALIM 


			14287715-YES-TS-ELIZABETH PRASCHNIK


			14287717-NO-THE-STEPHANIE KING


			14287720-NO-TH-HAYDEE LLANES


			14287722-SKIP-TS-ALEXANDRA CICCARONE


			14287723-NO-E-SHANE MINOTT


			14287724-YES-TSHE-TREVIS JOHNSON


			14287728-NO-T-FELIX LEONARDO


			14287729-SKIP-T-JACKIE GARCES


			14287730-SKIP-T-TATYANA RIGERA


			14373721-YES-T-NALIN SU


			14373722-YES-TSHE-JUAN GRAJALES


			14373724-YES-T-ANTONIO MISSICK


			14373725-NO-TS-VALERIE TODD


			14373726-YES-T-MARCUS MCLAIN


			14373727-YES-T-MICHAEL SALAZAR


			14373728-NO-T-MARIA PABN


			14373729-YES-T-SCOTT SOTO


			14373730-NO-TSHE-ALYA  RIMS


			14373731-NO-TE-DORLYN LEGER


			14373732-YES-T-DONIESHA ALEXANDER


			14373733-YES-T-MELVIN JANVIER


			14373734-SKIP-T-SCOTT KRUH


			14373735-NO-T-MIKE WAKIN


			14373736-YES-T-CATHY HART


			14373738-NO-T-KASRY THOMPSON


			14373739-YES-T-AMANDAMESTRIL


			14373740-NO-T-ELIZABETH ARNAEZ


			14373741-NO-H-KATE SAMUELSON


			14373742-YES-TH-IVONNE LUNA


			14373743-NO-T-HILDA SCHAU


			14373744-YES-S-JOHN RODRIGO


			14373746-NO-THE-JONATHON COMEAU


			14373747-YES-TSHE-CAMILA CARVACHO


			14373749-NO-T-CHELSEA


			14373750-NO-SH-ERNESTO GONZALEZ


			14373751-YES-T-PATRICIA HEWITT


			14373753-NO-H-DAVID RAMON


			14373754-YES-T-FERNANDO DUPREY


			14373755-YES-T-BRUCE WAYNE


			14373756-NO-TS-LUCCA FRIERI


			14423845-YES-S-DANIEL BATLLE


			14423846-SKIP-H-BIANCA PINO


			14423847-NO-S-FRANCIS CHU


			14423849-NO-H-SASKYA ETIENNE


			14423850-NO-T-ALIAN COLLAZO


			14423852-YES-TS-DONALDFINGERMAN


			14423853-NO-H-RAHEMAN ALI


			14423855-NO-T-BETH BARBUTO


			14423856-NO-S-ROSEANN ANDERSON


			14423857-YES-T-IBIS ALVAREZ


			14423859-NO-TSE-JULIAN BERNAL


			14423861-YES-T-ADRIAN RODRIGUEZ


			14423862-NO-H-BRIANNA RIMI


			14423863-NO-T-CAMP


			14423864-NO-S-ALEXANDER GRANT


			14423866-YES-T-ROSIE HART


			14423868-NO-S-DANIA SANCHEZ


			14423870-SKIP-S-FELIX ANDERSON


			14423871-NO-T-JEREMY ALMONTE


			14423872-NO-TH-ALEXANDRIA LOWERY


			14423874-YES-TH-SRIKANTH


			14423877-NO-T-ANTHONY VASQUEZ


			14425032-NO-T-CLAUDIA BRITO


			14425033-NO-H-MONTIE JOHNSON


			14425035-NO-HE-AARON 


			14425036-YES-TSHE-CHRISTOPHER MONTANEZ


			14425038-YES-E-GUSTAVO TORAL


			14425040-NO-HE-SAMANTHA FERNANDEZ


			14425041-YES-E-MELANIE PONCE


			14425043-NO-T-ANDREA URBINA


			14425044-YES-T-SHALINI RAMJIT


			14425045-YES-TS-MOHAMMED ALLY


			14425046-NO-H-BEN AZU


			14425047-YES-E-TARA YOPP


			14425048-NO-H-EMILY COMORA


			14425050-YES-T-LAURA NUNEZ


			14425051-NO-H-KADEN HANSEN


			14425052-YES-E-NEFRETITTI RUDDOCK 


			14425055-NO-T-CHRISTIAN RAMIREZ


			14425058-YES-H-MILTON CORRALES


			14425059-YES-T-LUCKNELL MADESTIN


			14425060-NO-T-RAFAEL PEREZ


			14425061-NO-H-KRYSTAL BURY


			14425062-YES-T-YAN PINO


			14425063-YES-TH- BRITTANY BUDD


			14442209-YES-T-ADRIAN ZULLO


			14442210-YES-E-MEL BISHOP


			14498174-YES-T-CHRISTINE ZULLO


			14498175-NO-TS-BRENDA SMITH


			14498176-SKIP-SHE-ASHLEY DAVIS


			14498177-YES-E-CYNTHIA LULL


			14498179-NO-THE-RICHARD EATON


			14498180-NO-E-ROBIN MERRILL


			14498229-NO-T-KEZYAH LOPEZ


			14906592-YES-T-MYANI TUTSON


			14906593-NO-T-NYMPHA SCHNUETTER


			14906594-NO-T-SHANA SORO


			14906596-YES-T-JOHN BUSH


			14906597-YES-TSHE-CHAD DASHNAW


			14906598-NO-T-EDWIN HERNANDEZ


			14906599-YES-E-JEFF BISHOP


			14906601-YES-T-DENNIS ULMER


			14906602-NO-S-JIM HATLAN


			14906603-YES-T-DANIEL VEILLEUX


			14922190-NO-S-FELIPE VERGARA


			14922191-YES-T-SERENA CHIN


			14922192-NO-T-FEDERICO ARREDONDO


			14922194-NO-T-SANDRA HERNANDEZ


			14922195-NO-TSE-DEVONNE HUTCHINS


			14922196-NO-TSHE-CAMRON CALVERT


			14922198-NO-T-ASHLEY GONZALEZ


			14922199-NO-T-MARK BERMUDEZ


			14922200-YES-S-VERONICA LIMA


			14922201-NO-T-THADDEUS SAUNDERS


			14922202-NO-TE-PETER BROUSSARD


			14922204-YES-TSHE-SAMANTHA STYLE


			14922205-NO-T-AURORA FIESTAS


			14922206-YES-TSHE-NICOLE PEREZ


			14922207-NO-T-KENNY PACHECO


			14922210-NO-T-VICTOR WANTON


			14922211-NO-T-FRANCISCO LOZADA


			14922213-NO-H-ELISHA


			14922214-NO-T-PETER


			14922215-NO-H-GUILLERMO URIBE


			14922216-NO-T-ADRIAN MUSGROVE


			14922218-NO-TSHE-REINALDO VERDE 


			14922219-NO-T-FRANCISCO ALEMAN


			14922220-NO-T-CRISTHIAN RODRIGUEZ


			14922221-NO-T-ALIVIA CHAMBERS


			14922222-NO-T-NATASHA FERNANDEZ


			14935540-NO-TS-ALEXA GOODWIN


			14935541-NO-TS-BRANDON SULLIVAN


			14935542-NO-TH-CHELSEA BARRIOS


			14935543-NO-TSHE-ELLANA WILLIAMS


			14935544-NO-T-ADAMARIS MORALES


			14935545-NO-T-TAMMY SKINNER


			14935546-NO-TSH-JUAN BENITEZ


			14935547-NO-TS-MARTHA EXPOSITO


			14935548-NO-TSH-DANAILYS LORENZO


			14935552-NO-T-GESSICA FRANCISCO


			14945611-NO-TSHE-MOECHIA FLOREXIL


			14945612-NO-TSHE-JOYCELYNE SALAZAR


			14945613-NO-TSHE-VICTOR DEIABARRA


			14945614-NO-TE-MEDGINE BELDON


			14945615-NO-E-JALISSA BRYANT


			14945616-NO-TSHE-VIANKA GONZALEZ


			14945618-NO-H-KIANDRE BENJAMIN


			14945619-NO-TSHE-VANAISA OLIVA


			14945620-NO-TSHE-NAYOBE JEAN-LOUIS


			14945621-NO-TSHE-VICTORIA REYES


			15004721-NO-TSE-RAMEK MITCHELL


			15004722-NO-T-MICHAEL STEWART


			15004723-NO-TSE-OSWALD AROSTEGUI


			15004724-YES-TSHE-GUILLERMO ESCOBAR


			15004726-YES-T-CARLOS ACOSTA


			15004727-NO-T-LAUREN LAING


			15004728-NO-TSE-ROZ DE DIOS


			15004730-NO-TE-SARAVEIGARCIA


			15004731-NO-TH-SYDNEY LINELL


			15004732-NO-TSH-CATALINA LOPEZ 


			15004733-NO-TSHE-PASCALE ALEXANDER


			15004734-NO-SE-JOSEPH VILOT


			15004735-NO-TSHE-CARYNA PIERRE


			15004736-NO-T-MICHAEL CONTRERAS


			15004737-NO-TSHE-RAUL CRUZ


			15004738-NO-SE-CAROLINA DIAZ


			15004739-NO-TSH-JORGE TORRES


			15004740-NO-TSHE-DANIELLA CONSUEGRA


			15004742-YES-TSH-ANA BRAVO


			15004743-NO-TSHE-JESUS DIAZ


			15004745-NO-TS-STEPHEN QUINARILL


			15004746-NO-TSHE-DEVON LOUMER


			15004747-NO-TSHE-SASHADIN WOOLEY


			15004749-NO-TSHE-MELISSA SUGUIANITZU


			15004751-NO-THE-CAROLINA RIOS


			15004752-NO-TSHE-JORGE ROJAS


			15004753-NO-T-MAUI EMERY


			15004755-NO-TSHE-SANA KHAN


			15004756-YES-TSHE-MARIA SANDINO


			15004757-NO-THE-ADNA


			15004759-NO-T-WJKEIRA MITCHELL


			15004760-NO-TSE-AMARE VASQUEZ


			15004761-NO-TSE-CHRIS MILLER


			15004762-NO-TSE-TRENTON HILL


			15004763-NO-TS-MONICA ORTIZ


			15004764-NO-THE-SUSANA FONSICIA


			15004765-NO-TSE-CELIA GARCIA


			15004766-NO-TS-SUMAIYA KHANDALAR










From: billfish1
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: John Morgan; rhondam@bellsouth.net
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 1:20:12 PM


Dear Sir/Madam:
This letter is to formally state my disappointment with the proposed AAF rail service through
 Stuart, FL where I live. It will slow down emergency response time for our citizens and my family,
 cause multiple delays for our maritime traffic thru the single draw bridge (32 times per day at an
 est. 20 min. per train), and simply forever change to the worst our quality way of life on the
 treasure coast. The best option would be to kill this project right nor and/or reroute the train well
 west of the city through non impacted farm and ranch lands.
Regards,


Bill Morgan
7124 SE Cricket Ct.
Stuart, FL 34997



mailto:billfish1@bellsouth.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

mailto:jmorgan703@gmail.com

mailto:rhondam@bellsouth.net






From: Geoff Sluggett
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: I Support All Aboard FL!
Date: Tuesday, September 23, 2014 9:26:38 AM


Dear Mr. Winkle,
 
I am writing to show my full support for the All Aboard Florida project. I grew up here in West
 Palm Beach. In fact, I grew up less than ¼ mike from the FEC rail corridor. Trains in this area
 are a part of our everyday life. We have tri rail that runs on another rail line that has been a
 valuable transposition alternative. Our answer to transportation improvement in S. Florida
 has been to add more lanes to I-95 and the Turnpike. We have to start looking at other
 alternatives besides the passenger car. All of the opposing comments are bogus. The silent
 majority of folks are supportive of this project and see it as a way to make Florida an
 economic driver that will make Florida the leading state in the country. Thank you.
 


Geoff Sluggett
Geoffrey B. Sluggett & Associates, Inc.
500 S. Australian Ave., Suite 710
West Palm Beach, FL 33401
Tel. 561.689.2202
Fax 561.689.8380
Email: GBS@Sluggett.com
Sluggett.com
 
 
 
 



mailto:gbs@sluggett.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

file:////c/sluggett.com






From: judy humphrey
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL NOT ABOARD
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 3:36:01 PM


I see no positive reasons for having a “passenger” & (mainly) freight train going up the East coast of Fla.& ruining
 everyone’s way of life along it’s way…….there is only one positive……. & that is the money going to a few people
 who do not live in the area affected…..we who reside in the area will get stuck paying for much of this railroad
 project & no benefit…………do everyone a favor & go up the middle of the state & leave our populous &
 beautiful.area alone..


signed….Judy Humphrey
               Stuart, Fla.
               772-223-1851



mailto:jjhumphrey@yahoo.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Joan Rivas
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard proposal comments
Date: Monday, October 13, 2014 3:36:25 PM


As a recreational boater and resident of Stuart I am concerned about the negative
 effects the additional trains that you are proposing would have on the community I love. 
 Stuart has a quaint small downtown which will be ruined by adding a second track.  Since the
 bridge over the St. Lucie River has a single track and is so close to downtown where would
 these trains have to wait to cross that bridge? As for the boating I live on the North Fork of
 the river and have to wait for that bridge to continue to the inlet for fishing.  To
 accommodate these trains that bridge will be closed more often.  Additionally, the age of this
 bridge must be considered and the affect this amount of cycles will have on its reliability. I
 have personally had to wait over 2 hours for the bridge to open. 


 
Your proposal would have significant detrimental effects for the navigation on the St


 Lucie River due to the additional openings of the railroad bridge. It poses additional Safety risk
 due to additional traffic in a tidal zone and the inability for first responders to access and
 navigate to the Martin Hospital.  Please consider all the ramifications associated with this
 proposal and act not only in your best interests but ours also.
  
Sincerely,
 
Joan M. Rivas



mailto:jmrivas17@comcast.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Neil Lagin
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: does nothing but lower property values on the treasure coast when the first child gets killed by the speeding


 train good luck it will seperate towns and prevent and delay emergency vehicles from getting around town when
 the bridge over the sebastia...


Date: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 11:02:41 PM



mailto:doctorneil9@yahoo.com
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From: Bonanti, Christopher
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Edwards, Julie; Soule, Ali; Bonilla, Yvelisse (Yve)
Subject: 57 comment cards for the DEIS
Date: Monday, November 24, 2014 11:35:21 AM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
image003.png
Comment cards to FRA 11-24-14.pdf


Mr. Winkle,
Please find 57 comment cards in response to the DEIS.
Thank you,
Chris
 
Christopher Bonanti
Director of Environmental Planning
All Aboard Florida


2855 Le Jeune Road | 4th Floor
Coral Gables, FL 33134
T: 305.520.2347 | C: 571.334.4807
Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com | allaboardflorida.com


Follow us:  


 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: The information contained in this transmission is privileged
 and confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or entity named
 above. No addressee should forward, print, copy, or otherwise reproduce this message in any
 manner that would allow it to be viewed by any individual not originally listed as a recipient.
 If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
 unauthorized disclosure, dissemination, distribution, copying of this transmission or the
 taking of any action in reliance on the information herein is strictly prohibited. If you have
 received this transmission in error, please immediately reply to sender that you have received
 this communication in error and then delete it. Thank you.
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From: Howard Snoweiss
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 9:15:49 AM


Gentlemen,


This project is being build and operated in the wrong place.  Tracks should be either built west
 along the Florida 
Turnpike or using existing tracks further west.  AFF is looking for the least expensive way to 
implement their project
which will cause great damage to the communities in their path.  Both automobile and boat 
traffic will be totally disrupted
from Miami through the Treasure Coast.  Do the residents from Miami to West Palm Beach 
not realize what it will do
and the delays congestion it will cause to their traffic patterns? We believe this project is all 
about freight, as no passenger
rail service in the United States is profitable.  Just another reason for the Railroad Comission 
to move it west!


Sincerely,
Howard Snoweiss


Howard Snoweiss
2920 S.E. Dune Drive  #130
Stuart Fl. 34996
772 334-7013
hsnoweiss@mac.com
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From: Mark
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: I Support All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, November 30, 2014 10:58:55 PM


I support All Aboard Florida all the way from up here in New York State. My family and several relatives
 have often gone down to Florida many times before but unfortunately have to use bus service to and
 from the Major Airports in Florida (either Orlando & Miami). The Railroad would be a good deal for
 everybody in general in the region of the proposed Rail Line. Also, I would ignore those who oppose the
 project (most notably the Not All Aboard Florida Group). This is the Florida East Coast's Right of Way
 and the Railroad owns the Right of Way, it's not under the identity of Public Property but PRIVATE
 PROPERTY, property of which the FEC Owns. The FEC Railway has every right to do what it feels it
 wants to do with the land they own. I say the project goes forward, anything to get away from the
 Interstate Mess in the Major Cities of Miami or Orlando. 


Mark Lacari
sonnyy92@aim.com
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From: Janet Brown
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL UNABOARD
Date: Monday, November 10, 2014 10:04:46 PM


Who in the world would ever think the idea of another boondoggle would be approved by residents of the Treasure
 Coast that doesn't even benefit us in any way. Do you have any idea the disruption it would have in Stuart - let
 alone the cost. Oh, I'm sorry, it is being funded with private money. If you think the people here believe that, I have
 some quicksand property that would be more feasible to  run a train on it!!!  If rapid transit is so needed, why isn't
 this track going thru the middle of the state. I'm sure it would be much faster!!!
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From: Arthur Douglas
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard rail line
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:19:19 PM


Please do NOT approve this system as it will destroy our area and our
way of life.  We moved to the Vero Beach area eleven years ago to avoid
the long delays we had in Boca Raton with the railroad traffic that ran
through our town.


Arthur & Gerry Douglas
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From: francis ventura
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: emergency overpass
Date: Monday, November 10, 2014 2:13:00 PM


Assuming it cannot be stopped, I suggest making them install passenger overpasses near any
 hospital or emergency center east of the tracks. The overpass could accommodate a golf cart
 to transport a dire patient over the tracks to a waiting ambulance. It cannot be a huge cost
 relative to the overall project costs.
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From: Micco Home Owners
To: john.winkle@dot.gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com; bill@billnelson.senate.gov; Greg_Langowski@rubio.senate.gov;


 Congressman.Posey@mail.house.gov; gardiner.andy.web@flsenate.gov; Thad Altman;
 john.tobia@myfloridahouse.gov; steve.crisafulli@myfloridahouse.gov; ritch.workman@myfloridahouse.gov;
 tom.goodson@myfloridahouse.gov; ananth.prasad@dot.state.fl.us; Commissioner, D1; Commissioner, D2;
 Commissioner, D3; Commissioner, D4; Commissioner, D5; Whitten, Stockton E; Knox, Scott L; Chelle Woods;
 Joan Legue; Jan Black; Sue Olson; jcstargate@att.net; Henriette Daulton; Gloria Fleming; Dick Gee; Joanne
 Paganelli; Barbara Reisert; Wilma Weglein; Lee Newell; Rita Poiet; atwellem@hotmail.com; John Lochmandy


Subject: 5th list of comments on the All Aboard Florida DRAFT Environmental Impact Statement - Scoping meetings
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 7:50:27 PM
Attachments: image.png
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DATE:  December 1, 2014 


TO: John.Winkle@DOT.gov and AAF_comments@vhb.com (AAF_comments@vhb.com) 


FROM:  Micco Homeowner’s Association      Email address:
 miccohomeowners@gmail.com  


SUBJECT:  All Aboard Florida Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact
 Statement – Scoping meetings


Micco Homeowner’s Association represents more than 9,000 residents of unincorporated
 Brevard County living in the neighborhoods of Barefoot Bay, Fleming Grant, Little
 Hollywood, Pelican Bay, River Grove, and Snug Harbor Lakes & Village.


 


We are commenting here on the failure of the All Aboard Florida passenger train proposal
 to receive information and identify issues as required by the National Environmental
 Protection Act (NEPA) in the five Scoping meetings scheduled in April and May of 2013. 


These meetings were instead held without proper notice to city and county leaders and
 served as a sales pitch to those in attendance. 


According to Progressive Railroading the Florida East Coast Railway (FECR) is the only rail
 provider to South Florida’s East Coast ports. As FECR President and CEO James Hertwig
 commented during a presentation in May; the FECR is well positioned to take advantage of
 heavier freight flows that will be generated by the Panama Canal expansion, which is
 slated for completion by early 2015.  ”The FECR has no other rail competition along its
 351-mile route and only competes directly with trucks. It’s all about Florida becoming a
 trade corridor,” Hertwig said. 
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DATE:  December 1, 2014 


TO: John.Winkle@DOT.gov and AAF_comments@vhb.com (AAF_comments@vhb.com) 


FROM:  Micco Homeowner’s Association      Email address: miccohomeowners@gmail.com  


SUBJECT:  All Aboard Florida Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement – Scoping meetings


Micco Homeowner’s Association represents more than 9,000 residents of unincorporated Brevard County living in the neighborhoods of Barefoot Bay, Fleming Grant, Little Hollywood, Pelican Bay, River Grove, and Snug Harbor Lakes & Village. 





We are commenting here on the failure of the All Aboard Florida passenger train proposal to receive information and identify issues as required by the National Environmental Protection Act (NEPA) in the five Scoping meetings scheduled in April and May of 2013. 





These meetings were instead held without proper notice to city and county leaders and served as a sales pitch to those in attendance.





According to Progressive Railroading the Florida East Coast Railway (FECR) is the only rail provider to South Florida’s East Coast ports. As FECR President and CEO James Hertwig commented during a presentation in May; the FECR is well positioned to take advantage of heavier freight flows that will be generated by the Panama Canal expansion, which is slated for completion by early 2015.  ”The FECR has no other rail competition along its 351-mile route and only competes directly with trucks. It’s all about Florida becoming a trade corridor,” Hertwig said.   (http://www.progressiverailroading.com/short_lines_regionals/article/Intermodal-will-continue-to-be-a-big-traffic-driver-for-Florida-East-Coast-Railway--31135).   





Yet, today we’re writing you concerned about adding a second track (which the FECR removed in 1968 when they halted passenger service) supporting both passenger and freight service.  For nearly half a century residents and businesses along the FEC Railway had no expectation of ever having the deal with daily delays from more than 20 double stacked, two mile long freight trains PLUS, 32 high-speed passenger trains. Florida’s population in 1968 when the FEC second rail was removed was about 6.5 million.  Today, Florida’s population is reaching $19 million – all with no changes to the FEC Railway. 





It is our opinion that from the onset AAF, FEC Industries, FEC Railway, Flagler Investment Property Group and Fortress Investments have conspired to limit public awareness of the impacts of combining freight service with 32 high-speed passenger trains and the real consequences to those living or doing business along Florida’s Atlantic Coast communities. 





AAF representatives have steered the press, Florida elected officials, and the public away from any plans to increase freight.  However, freight is discussed more than 200 times within the Phase 2 DEIS.  Nevertheless, AAF representatives have consistently stated they could only provide information on their planned passenger service and knew little of the FECR freight operations – which were out of their control.  





The concerns of Micco Homeowner’s Association are as follows: 





All Aboard Florida DEIS Page S-4 Scoping:   “Scoping – an early and open process for identifying significant issues related to a project. As part of the scoping process, agencies and the public are invited to participate and provide comment. A series of public scoping meetings for the Project were held in April and May 2013 in Orlando, Fort Pierce, West Palm Beach, Fort Lauderdale and Miami and an agency scoping meeting was held in April 2013. Agencies and the public provided input that informed the scope and content of the environmental studies conducted for the DEIS, including concerns about noise and vibration impacts, impacts to navigation, impacts to wildlife and protected species, safety and traffic operations at grade crossings. The public comments also indicated in interest in additional stations and the opportunity to include a bicycle trail within the railroad right‐of‐way (ROW).”





Scoping meetings are required under the Federal Railroad Administrations (FRA) Procedures for Considering Environmental Impacts.  Scoping meetings are also necessary as described by the Council of Environmental Quality (CEQ regulations, an integral part of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process.





1. AAF failed to hold Scoping meetings within three of the six Phase 2 counties of Martin, Indian River, and Brevard.  Only TWO Scoping meeting was held in a Phase 2, Fort Pierce (St. Lucie County) and Orlando (Orange County). 





2. AAF failed to follow the NEPA guidelines or CEQ regulations. 





3. AAF failed to determine the full scope of issues and did not properly identify numerous significant issues related to their high-speed passenger rail service. 





4. AAF failed to make any real attempt to contact or communicate with counties and cities which did not benefit directly from the project.  Five scoping meetings were held discussing the entire project from Miami to Orlando.  ONLY Fort Pierce (St. Lucie County) is located in a county that will not benefit from a station from the proposed AAF project.





5. AAF failed to directly contact ANY county governments or cities officials regarding any local impacts of this project. Appendix 8-1 Scoping report, B-1 Agency/Tribal Mailing List includes NO city or county elected officials in Phase 2 communities. Everyone was supposed to know about these meetings by reading the newspaper!





6. AAF has failed to provide more than a 30 percent safety and construction plan to residents while continuing to amend the project, make promises to civic leaders about possible amendments, and pursuing an RRIF loan, Private Equity Bonds and construction permits. 





7. AFF failed to clearly explain how their proposed passenger service between Miami and Orlando would succeed when an existing service – Amtrak – is not self-sustaining and is not fully utilized. 





8. AAF failed to identify their project as one corridor, traveling through eight counties divided into two phases with different transportation needs and divergent land use regulations, cultural requirements, business needs and environmental requirements.  By dividing the approval process, AAF has successfully distracted residents from the severe and damaging impacts of the increase in freight, the State’s involvement in granting funds to replace FEC/AAF bridges and sidings, while also encouraging limited debate from residents and pressuring local elected officials to “get on board” through promised concessions.   


 Micco Homeowner’s Association is respectfully asking the Federal Railroad Administration to reject the flawed Draft Environmental Impact Statement and to direct All Aboard Florida to do their due diligence and provide needed facts that truly justify this proposal through a NEW DEIS PROCESS.  


AAF should also directly contact city and county officials through mailed notices, as well as newspapers and other media announcements of a NEW SCOPING PROCESS.  


Florida already has a passenger train that goes from Miami to Orlando and no one rides it.  It’s called Amtrak. The All Aboard Florida passenger train proposal is really about adding a second track in order to add more freight.


 Sincerely,


 Micco Homeowner’s Association


Miccohomeowners@gmail.com





Copy: Governor Scott, Senator Nelson, Senator Rubio, Congressman Posey, State Senator Gardiner, State Senator Altman, Representative Tobia, Representative Goodman Representative Workman, Speaker Crisafulli, FDOT Sect’y Prasad, Micco Homeowners Board of Directors, Brevard County Board of County Commissioner and County Manager
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  (http://www.progressiverailroading.com/short_lines_regionals/article/Intermodal-will-
continue-to-be-a-big-traffic-driver-for-Florida-East-Coast-Railway--31135).   


 


Yet, today we’re writing you concerned about adding a second track (which the FECR
 removed in 1968 when they halted passenger service) supporting both passenger and
 freight service.  For nearly half a century residents and businesses along the FEC Railway
 had no expectation of ever having the deal with daily delays from more than 20 double
 stacked, two mile long freight trains PLUS, 32 high-speed passenger trains. Florida’s
 population in 1968 when the FEC second rail was removed was about 6.5 million.  Today,
 Florida’s population is reaching $19 million – all with no changes to the FEC Railway. 


It is our opinion that from the onset AAF, FEC Industries, FEC Railway, Flagler Investment
 Property Group and Fortress Investments have conspired to limit public awareness of the
 impacts of combining freight service with 32 high-speed passenger trains and the real
 consequences to those living or doing business along Florida’s Atlantic Coast
 communities. 


AAF representatives have steered the press, Florida elected officials, and the public away
 from any plans to increase freight.  However, freight is discussed more than 200 times
 within the Phase 2 DEIS.  Nevertheless, AAF representatives have consistently stated they
 could only provide information on their planned passenger service and knew little of the
 FECR freight operations – which were out of their control.  


The concerns of Micco Homeowner’s Association are as follows:


 


All Aboard Florida DEIS Page S-4 Scoping:   “Scoping – an early and open process for
 identifying significant issues related to a project. As part of the scoping process, agencies
 and the public are invited to participate and provide comment. A series of public scoping
 meetings for the Project were held in April and May 2013 in Orlando, Fort Pierce, West
 Palm Beach, Fort Lauderdale and Miami and an agency scoping meeting was held in April
 2013. Agencies and the public provided input that informed the scope and content of the
 environmental studies conducted for the DEIS, including concerns about noise and
 vibration impacts, impacts to navigation, impacts to wildlife and protected species, safety
 and traffic operations at grade crossings. The public comments also indicated in interest in
 additional stations and the opportunity to include a bicycle trail within the railroad
 right‐of‐way (ROW).” 


Scoping meetings are required under the Federal Railroad Administrations (FRA)
 Procedures for Considering Environmental Impacts.  Scoping meetings are also necessary
 as described by the Council of Environmental Quality (CEQ regulations, an integral part of
 the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process.


 


1.    AAF failed to hold Scoping meetings within three of the six Phase 2 counties of Martin,
 Indian River, and Brevard.  Only TWO Scoping meeting was held in a Phase 2, Fort Pierce
 (St. Lucie County) and Orlando (Orange County). 



http://www.progressiverailroading.com/short_lines_regionals/article/Intermodal-will-continue-to-be-a-big-traffic-driver-for-Florida-East-Coast-Railway--31135
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2.    AAF failed to follow the NEPA guidelines or CEQ regulations. 


3.    AAF failed to determine the full scope of issues and did not properly identify
 numerous significant issues related to their high-speed passenger rail service. 


4.    AAF failed to make any real attempt to contact or communicate with counties and
 cities which did not benefit directly from the project.  Five scoping meetings were held
 discussing the entire project from Miami to Orlando.  ONLY Fort Pierce (St. Lucie County)
 is located in a county that will not benefit from a station from the proposed AAF project. 


5.    AAF failed to directly contact ANY county governments or cities officials
 regarding any local impacts of this project. Appendix 8-1 Scoping report, B-1
 Agency/Tribal Mailing List includes NO city or county elected officials in Phase 2
 communities. Everyone was supposed to know about these meetings by reading the
 newspaper! 


6.    AAF has failed to provide more than a 30 percent safety and construction plan to
 residents while continuing to amend the project, make promises to civic leaders about
 possible amendments, and pursuing an RRIF loan, Private Equity Bonds and construction
 permits. 


7.    AFF failed to clearly explain how their proposed passenger service between Miami
 and Orlando would succeed when an existing service – Amtrak – is not self-sustaining and
 is not fully utilized. 


8.    AAF failed to identify their project as one corridor, traveling through eight counties
 divided into two phases with different transportation needs and divergent land use
 regulations, cultural requirements, business needs and environmental requirements.  By
 dividing the approval process, AAF has successfully distracted residents from the severe
 and damaging impacts of the increase in freight, the State’s involvement in granting funds
 to replace FEC/AAF bridges and sidings, while also encouraging limited debate from
 residents and pressuring local elected officials to “get on board” through promised
 concessions.  


Micco Homeowner’s Association is respectfully asking the Federal Railroad Administration
 to reject the flawed Draft Environmental Impact Statement and to direct All Aboard Florida
 to do their due diligence and provide needed facts that truly justify this proposal through a
 NEW DEIS PROCESS. 


AAF should also directly contact city and county officials through mailed notices, as well as
 newspapers and other media announcements of a NEW SCOPING PROCESS. 


Florida already has a passenger train that goes from Miami to Orlando and no one rides it. 
 It’s called Amtrak. The All Aboard Florida passenger train proposal is really about adding a
 second track in order to add more freight.


 Sincerely,


 Micco Homeowner’s Association


Miccohomeowners@gmail.com
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Copy: Governor Scott, Senator Nelson, Senator Rubio, Congressman Posey, State Senator
 Gardiner, State Senator Altman, Representative Tobia, Representative Goodman
 Representative Workman, Speaker Crisafulli, Micco Homeowners Board of Directors,


 Brevard County Board of County Commissioner and County Manager


 


 


 


 








From: George Stewart
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 9:28:19 AM


 
As long time residents of Stuart, Florida, and, currently Palm City, we want to express our
 strong objections to the plans to run high speed passenger trains through densely populated
 areas of Martin County. This would be environmentally unacceptable for all residents of
 Stuart living near the tracks and for all County residents who cross the tracks on a daily
 basis. For those of us who live in Martin County, there are no redeeming values. Please deny
 the requests of All Aboard Florida. Thank you.
 
        George and Mary Stewart
        1701 SW Capri St. 
        Palm City, FL 34990 
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From: Robin Makowski
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: I Vote No
Date: Tuesday, October 21, 2014 3:52:36 PM


We live a half-block from the railroad tracks and believe that our property value as well as our
 daily peace would be greatly affected by All Aboard Florida, which would not otherwise
 benefit the Treasure Coast community at all.  I also believe the whole project is being sold as
 something for commuters but is untimately an excuse to put in tracks in order to transport
 more gas and oil through our neighborhoods.  That remains to be seen.


We residents of the Treasure Coast are NOT on board.


-- 
Robin Lee Makowski
Art Studio Coordinator
The Elliott Museum
825 NE Ocean Boulevard
Stuart, FL 34996
772-225-1961, ex 121


Fall art classes for adults have begun!  Our new Fall schedule is online at www.elliottmuseum.org.  Sign up
 online, at the Front Desk, or call 772-225-1961.  Classes fill quickly - don't get left out!
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From: Donald McArthur
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:23:51 AM


Much has been stated and restated about the facts concerning passenger rail service around the world. It is
 historically a deep hole that government continues to pour cash into in the hope that it will be successful. This
 method has yet to prove a success. I need only point to the Einstein quote, “Insanity: doing the same thing over and
 over again and expecting different results”.


The AAF sponsors profess to be in favor of  high speed rail service for the benefit of Florida. I would say that they
 are in favor of adding rail capacity to the east coast of Florida to accommodate the anticipated increase in freight
 traffic that the new Panama Canal is projected to produce. Increases in freight rail traffic is not an attractive
 prospect and would be a hard sell. But if you can sell a high speed rail operation to the public along with the added
 but hidden freight capacity, it’s worth a shot to AAF.


The project is being sold as a tourist improvement. I contend it is anything but. It will provide no positive impact
 upon the counties through which it passes. Passengers cannot get on or off the trains except at the north and south
 ends of the system. So it may, I doubt it, be beneficial in the terminal areas, but it will cause only heartburn to those
 areas through which it passes. It will greatly impact upon the quality of life in the Treasure Coast with no concern
 for the area residents. I believe that AAF is only using the passenger service as a pretext to sell the route upgrade so
 that they can expand their freight operation when the passenger component fails. And they will simply use the
 premise that they need to expand their freight operation to pay back the money they borrow from the government or
 investors. Or in the worst case, they go belly up and hand another expense on the public.


It is like building a highway from New York to California. This highway can only be entered in NY or LA, but it is
 being sold as a benefit to those that live along its route. These same residents will be asked to contribute taxes to the
 route upkeep and live with the impact upon quality of life along the route with only the joy of watching the traffic
 pass.


Don McArthur
Sent from Sebastian, Florida


This e-mail and any attachments thereto, is intended only for use by the addressee(s) named herein and may contain
 legally privileged and/or confidential information. If you are not the intended recipient of this e-mail, you are
 hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this e-mail, and any attachments thereto, is strictly
 prohibited. If you receive this e-mail in error please immediately notify me at and permanently delete the original
 copy, any copy of this e-mail, and any printout thereof.
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From: Mary caverly
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard train
Date: Monday, November 10, 2014 9:31:59 AM


Gentlemen,  We are very concerned about this high speed train, not only for the disruptions it will create in the small
 towns along the way, but the environmental impact is enormous.  We strongly oppose approving this project and
 will fight it vigorously.
Mary and Dennis Caverly
191 Bermuda Bay Lane
Indian River Shores, Fl 32963
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From: Susan Smith
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: environmental impact on Stuart, FL
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:11:58 PM


To the attention of John Winkle:
Please have a realistic impact study done on the navigational impact of All Aboard Florida on
 the St. Lucie River bridge. I feel this bridge was evaluated during January because that is
 the slowest time of the year for boat traffic in the area and even though it was done at this
 time , I feel the study was inaccurate.
Thirty-two additional trains will in effect close the bridge to such an extent that navigation
 from the river to the ocean will be shut down. The economic and environmental impact
 would be catastrophic, not minimal.
The town of Stuart would be so negatively impacted that businesses would have to close,
 the local marine industry would suffer losses that would mean it was no longer viable, and
 the slowed emergency services to Martin Memorial Hospital would be endangering lives.
Some real estate agents are already reporting a loss in real estate value.
Sincerely,
Susan & Charles Smith
1269 SW Seahawk Way
Palm City, FL. 34990


-- 
Susan L. Smith
Social Studies
Wellington High School
susan.smith@palmbeachschools.org


Disclaimer: Under Florida law, e-mail addresses are public records. If you do not want your e-mail address released in response to a
 public records request, do not send electronic mail to this entity. Instead, contact this office by phone or in writing.
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From: Micco Home Owners
To: john.winkle@dot.gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com; bill@billnelson.senate.gov; Greg_Langowski@rubio.senate.gov;


 Congressman.Posey@mail.house.gov; gardiner.andy.web@flsenate.gov; Thad Altman;
 john.tobia@myfloridahouse.gov; steve.crisafulli@myfloridahouse.gov; ritch.workman@myfloridahouse.gov;
 tom.goodson@myfloridahouse.gov; ananth.prasad@dot.state.fl.us; Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil; Chelle
 Woods; Joan Legue; Jan Black; Sue Olson; jcstargate@att.net; Henriette Daulton; Gloria Fleming; Dick Gee;
 Joanne Paganelli; Barbara Reisert; Wilma Weglein; Lee Newell; Rita Poiet; atwellem@hotmail.com;
 brucemmicco@aol.com


Subject: 6 Comment on the ALL Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Endangered Environment
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:36:50 PM
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DATE:  December 3, 2014 


TO: John.Winkle@DOT.gov and AAF_comments@vhb.com
 (AAF_comments@vhb.com) 


FROM:  Micco Homeowner’s Association      Email address:
 miccohomeowners@gmail.com  


SUBJECT:  All Aboard Florida Comments on the Draft Environmental
 Impact Statement – Environmental Consequences


Micco is a community of more than 9,000 residents living in unincorporated
 Brevard County and includes the neighborhoods of Barefoot Bay, Fleming
 Grant, Little Hollywood, Pelican Bay, River Grove, and Snug Harbor Lakes
 & Village.  We are bounded on the south by the St. Sebastian River. 
  Micco residents awake in the morning to the sun rising in the east over the
 Indian River Lagoon, and evenings to the sun setting in the west on the
 Micco Scrub Conservation Area and St. Sebastian Buffer Preserve State
 Park.


 


Micco Homeowner’s Association is very alarmed that All Aboard
 Florida/Florida East Coast Railway passenger rail project inadequately
 addresses within their DEIS the vital transitional link between the Indian
 River Lagoon and the St. Sebastian River. These are not stand-alone water
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DATE:  December 3, 2014 


TO: John.Winkle@DOT.gov and AAF_comments@vhb.com (AAF_comments@vhb.com) 


FROM:  Micco Homeowner’s Association      Email address: miccohomeowners@gmail.com  


SUBJECT:  All Aboard Florida Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement – Environmental Consequences


Micco is a community of more than 9,000 residents living in unincorporated Brevard County and includes the neighborhoods of Barefoot Bay, Fleming Grant, Little Hollywood, Pelican Bay, River Grove, and Snug Harbor Lakes & Village.  We are bounded on the south by the St. Sebastian River.   Micco residents awake in the morning to the sun rising in the east over the Indian River Lagoon, and evenings to the sun setting in the west on the Micco Scrub Conservation Area and St. Sebastian Buffer Preserve State Park. 





Micco Homeowner’s Association is very alarmed that All Aboard Florida/Florida East Coast Railway passenger rail project inadequately addresses within their DEIS the vital transitional link between the Indian River Lagoon and the St. Sebastian River. These are not stand-alone water bodies.  The Indian River Lagoon is over one hundred fifty miles in length and serves as the “front door” of five of Florida’s Atlantic Coast counties.  The Lagoon is national recognized as an estuary of critical concern and of national importance due to its tremendous diversity of fish and rich marine life. The Indian River Lagoon region has five state parks, four federal wildlife refuges and a national seashore. More people visit Sebastian Inlet State Park than any other state park in Florida.





Another nationally recognized water body is located at our “back door,” the only American Heritage River in Florida, the St. Johns River.  The St. Johns begins its slow march north in the marshes and creeks of Blue Cypress Conservation Area and Three Forks Marsh Conservation Area.  Each conservation area contributes to the St. Johns River’s headwaters.  .





Linking the Atlantic Ocean and Indian River Lagoon to our western conservation marshes are the St. Sebastian River and C-54 Canal.  The C-54 canal once discharged directly from the St. Johns River to the lagoon. However, the canal now provides emergency flood relief by releasing water through the St. Sebastian River to the Indian River Lagoon.





The All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement totally fails to acknowledge the sensitive nature of our area’s water environment and water quality.  





As a result we are listing the following concerns. 





All aboard Florida DEIS Affected Environment Page 4-113 states: “Recreational boating activities bring revenue for local businesses and governments. According to the SFWMD and the Florida Center for Environmental Studies, fishing in the Indian River Lagoon brought in $82.1 million in Martin and St. Lucie Counties in 1995, with boating adding an additional $12.4 million (SFWMD and Florida Center for Environmental Studies 1999). According to the Recreational Marine Research Center, which conducted a study commissioned by the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission, the total spending on boat trips by boat owners registered in Martin County in 2006 is estimated to be over $65 million, and nearly $170 million in Palm Beach County. If the estimated annual spending on recreational boating, not including purchases of boats, is added to that, the economic significance of trip spending and annual boating spending by boats registered in Martin County is estimated to have a value of over $90 million. In Palm Beach County, these numbers are estimated with a value over $280 million (Recreational Marine Research Center). According to recreational boat traffic surveys, recreational boating in Broward County has an economic impact of approximately $8.8 billion (Mote 2005). These estimates include lodging, marina services, restaurants, groceries, boat fuel, auto fuel, marine supplies, recreation, entertainment, and shopping, and encompass an area much larger than the Project Study Area. Section 4.1.3, Navigation, provides additional information on the economics of the maritime industry.”





1. The DEIS failed to include any economic benefit from recreational boating, commercial fishing, scenic tour operators, or fishing guides in Indian River and Brevard Counties.  The annual economic impact for activities associated with the Indian River Lagoon is estimated to be $3.7 billion according to Florida Atlantic University.





2. The DEIS fails to discuss the importance of the Lagoon’s tributaries to maintaining the estuary. The transition from freshwater - to brackish water - to saltwater is unique as it provides life supporting habitat and nutrients to this spawning ground for numerous oceanic and Lagoonal fish and bird species.  





3. The DEIS fails to comment on the importance of the St. Sebastian River or any other identified tributary to the Lagoon as a transition zone between fresh and salt water sources. 





4. The DEIS fails to include on Page 4-52 and Figure 4.2.5-1 the St. Sebastian River as within Florida Coastal Zone and Aquatic Managed Areas.  





The St. Sebastian River is included as part of the Indian River Lagoon Estuary system as well as the Malabar to Vero Beach State Aquatic Preserve. Additionally, the river is managed by the state’s St. John’s River Water Management District as a watershed. 





5. The DEIS in Page 4-77 on Table 4.3.4-2 Floodway Crossings within the Project Study Area places the St. Sebastian River in St. Lucie County.  





Depending on which side of the St. Sebastian River you’re standing on you’re either in Indian River or Brevard County. 





6. The DEIS on Page 4-89 in Table 4.3.5-4 Essential Fish Habitat within the Project Study Area states that NO Habitat Areas of Particular Concern (HAPC) exist in the St. Sebastian River.  





On Nov. 16, 2014 the Indian River Press Journal, TCPalm newspaper reported in an article titled: Fish, wildlife return to St. Sebastian River after 3 years of dredging that, “Sea grass beds increased from 2.24 acres in 2011 to 8.56 acres in 2013 in the area where the St. Sebastian River enters the Indian River Lagoon, according to mapping by the St. Johns River Water Management District.”





7. The DEIS fails in the document and the appendices to report any critical essential fish habitat in the St. Sebastian River.  





The same news article referenced above quotes Richard Paperno a Marine Biologist with the Florida Fish and Wildlife Institute in Melbourne as saying in October (2014) “low but consistent numbers” of exotic species such as opossum pipefish and several types of gobies are showing up in monthly monitoring.”  





8. The DEIS fails in Appendix 4.3.5A Essential Fish Habitat to even discuss the St. Sebastian River’s connection to the Indian River Lagoon, Atlantic Ocean and freshwater watershed through the C-54 Canal.  





The Small Toothed Sawfish have been sighted in the Indian River Lagoon and St. Lucie Rivers in recent years (http://www.tcpalm.com/news/st-lucie-sawfish-may-have-died.   No effort has been made to determine if this or any other protected species is found in the St. Sebastian River.  Salt and freshwater species are found in the St. Sebastian River including mangrove snapper, red fish, black drum, tarpon, snook, varieties of shark, tilapia, largemouth bass, plecostomus as well as the American Alligator. 





9. The DEIS falsely states on Page 8-3 Summary of Public Involvement Paragraph 8.2 Agency Coordination that “AAF initially coordinated with federal, state, regional, and county agencies regarding the Project from March 2012 through April 2013. These preliminary efforts focused on satisfying requirements for the submittal of environmental permit applications. Through this process AAF identified concerns of stakeholders and requirements of regulatory agencies that are relevant to the NEPA process.”  





No county or city officials were contacted concerning the identification of endangered species, critical habitat or essential fish habitat in the St. Sebastian River or the Indian River Lagoon within Brevard and Indian River Counties. The list of counties and cities listed on Pages 8-3 and 8-4 does not match the list of agencies contacted regarding the Scoping Meetings listed within Appendix 8-1 Scoping report, B-1 Agency/Tribal Mailing List





10. The DEIS Appendix 4.3.6.A Rare Species Survey fails to identify any Bald Eagle nests in the community of Micco, in southern Brevard County.  





Local residents report Eagles flying above the area of the intersection of the St. Sebastian River and Indian River Lagoon and working the nearby shorelines.  The only survey of the area was taken by helicopter over two separate days while the helicopter was traveling from Orlando to Miami.  It would seem some pursuit of local knowledge or contact with local FWC or county naturalist would have been appropriate. 





11. DEIS Page 3-6 Alternatives – Threatened and Endangered Species states: “Potential direct and indirect impacts to federal and state-listed threatened and endanger species were evaluated based on information provided by the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission and included – Bald eagle nest locations – Florida Wood Stork nesting areas – Florida Scrub jay habitats, and recorded observations for additional federal and state listed species.  Impacts were assessed based on the number of listed species observations within or adjacent to the 300-foot corridor for each alternative.  The analysis did not include plant species or aquatic species such as the West Indian Manatee.” 





The DEIS clearly states it failed to analyze the number of Manatee’s that are residents in the St. Sebastian River and whether any endangered plant or aquatic species inhabit the river





The DEIS fails to discuss the annual winter migration of the West Indian Manatee in the St. Sebastian River and the C-54 canal. 





The DEIS fails to recognize the large number of Manatee’s that assemble at the weir on the C-54 Canal where freshwater stills into the brackish water of the St. Sebastian River. Manatees are seen in such large numbers that an overlook is provided for viewing within the St. Sebastian Buffer Preserve State Park. 





The DEIS fails to provide information on how wintering migrating manatees will be managed and protected through their migration period of November to March.  


	


12. DEIS Section 4(f) Page 6-5 paragraph 6.4.2 St. Sebastian River Bridge states: “The project requires that the St. Sebastian River Bridge, a structure located within the FECR right‐of‐way, be demolished to construct a new structurally‐sound bridge able to accommodate the future passenger and freight traffic.”





As a tributary to the Indian River Lagoon, any demolition and replacement construction  of the St. Sebastian River Railroad Bridge will cause unintended negative ecological consequences to the both the River and Lagoon.


	


The DEIS does not address the negative impacts to the area’s ecotourism 


industries.





	The DEIS fails to provide a construction plan or details on what steps will be taken 


	to mitigate environmental damage.





The DEIS does not provide information on how to protect the River and Lagoon from oil, grease and hazardous materials leaked or spilled from freight cars and/or passenger trains as well as during construction and demolition. 





The DEIS fails to describe any possible mitigation required due to loss of red, black or white mangroves found along the St. Sebastian River shoreline.  


	Any wetlands mitigation should occur – if possible – within the County that suffers the loss.  Contact should be made with local and nearby state park officials for appropriated improvements due to habitat destruction by AAF. 





The DEIS fails to outline how Manatees, endangered opossum pipefish, gobies and other resident breeding fish will be protected from the vibration and noise of driving new piling and disassembling the St. Sebastian River Bridge.  There is no plan. 


	


It is unacceptable that mitigation concerns for endangered Manatees, plants and other wildlife would only be considered at the time the St. Sebastian River Railroad Bridge is demolished and replaced. 





Certainly no permitting should occur before there is a construction plan and a complete explanation of what will be done to protect the fragile waterway environment of the St. Sebastian River and Indian River Lagoon.





13. The DEIS Appendix 4.3.6.! Page 4 AAF Scrub jay Survey – Brevard County (BTC file #676-03) states: “The Area South of Micco Road: This is an approximately 5,000 foot area of scrub and scrubby flatwoods (Figure 4). Scrub-jays responded at five of the 10 stations along this stretch. Habitat to the east of the tracks is overgrown or developed. At the southernmost station, Scrub-jays crossed the tracks on one occasion but were just searching for the source of the call”.





The DEIS fails to consider that an active colony of Scrub-jays exist even though their own consultant reported that within one 2-mile stretch of railway in Micco, Scrub-jays responded at HALF the stations placed in the area in a 5 day period.  Instead, the DEIS reports “scrub jays are not likely to be adversely affected.”  





The DEIS fails to categorize and properly inventory scrub-jays or any other endangered blue-tailed skink, Florida sand skink, wood stork, eastern indigo snake, gopher tortoise or gopher frog or manatee in the path of the FEC Railway. 


 Micco Homeowner’s Association is respectfully asking the Federal Railroad Administration to reject the flawed Draft Environmental Impact Statement and to direct All Aboard Florida to do their due diligence and provide needed facts that truly justify this proposal through a NEW DEIS PROCESS.  Additionally no permits should be granted until there is a complete construction plan available to Phase 2 residents as well as a detailed inventory of endangered species and a report on mitigation of these important environmental concerns.  For context we have provided an aerial photo attached of the St. Sebastian River and Indian River Lagoon.


Florida already has a passenger train that goes from Miami to Orlando and no one rides it.  It’s called Amtrak. The All Aboard Florida passenger train proposal is really about adding a second track in order to add more freight.


 Sincerely,


 Micco Homeowner’s Association 


Miccohomeowners@gmail.com


Attachment


Copy: Governor Scott, Senator Nelson, Senator Rubio, Congressman Posey, State Senator Gardiner, State Senator Altman, Representative Tobia, Representative Goodman Representative Workman, Speaker Crisafulli, FDOT Sect’y Prasad, Micco Homeowners Board of Directors, Brevard County Board of County Commissioner and County Manager
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Top picture includes the St. Sebastian River, FECR and Federal Highway Bridges and the confluence of St. Sebastian River & Indian River Lagoon.  





The bottom picture is the FECR bridge looking west.
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 bodies.  The Indian River Lagoon is over one hundred fifty miles in length
 and serves as the “front door” of five of Florida’s Atlantic Coast counties. 
 The Lagoon is national recognized as an estuary of critical concern and of
 national importance due to its tremendous diversity of fish and rich marine
 life. The Indian River Lagoon region has five state parks, four federal
 wildlife refuges and a national seashore. More people visit Sebastian Inlet
 State Park than any other state park in Florida.


 


Another nationally recognized water body is located at our “back door,” the
 only American Heritage River in Florida, the St. Johns River.  The St. Johns
 begins its slow march north in the marshes and creeks of Blue Cypress
 Conservation Area and Three Forks Marsh Conservation Area.  Each
 conservation area contributes to the St. Johns River’s headwaters.  .


 


Linking the Atlantic Ocean and Indian River Lagoon to our western
 conservation marshes are the St. Sebastian River and C-54 Canal.  The C-
54 canal once discharged directly from the St. Johns River to the lagoon.
 However, the canal now provides emergency flood relief by releasing water
 through the St. Sebastian River to the Indian River Lagoon.


 


The All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement totally fails to
 acknowledge the sensitive nature of our area’s water environment and
 water quality. 


 


As a result we are listing the following concerns.


 


All aboard Florida DEIS Affected Environment Page 4-113 states:
 “Recreational boating activities bring revenue for local businesses and
 governments. According to the SFWMD and the Florida Center for
 Environmental Studies, fishing in the Indian River Lagoon brought in $82.1
 million in Martin and St. Lucie Counties in 1995, with boating adding an
 additional $12.4 million (SFWMD and Florida Center for Environmental
 Studies 1999). According to the Recreational Marine Research Center,







 which conducted a study commissioned by the Florida Fish and Wildlife
 Conservation Commission, the total spending on boat trips by boat owners
 registered in Martin County in 2006 is estimated to be over $65 million, and
 nearly $170 million in Palm Beach County. If the estimated annual
 spending on recreational boating, not including purchases of boats, is
 added to that, the economic significance of trip spending and annual
 boating spending by boats registered in Martin County is estimated to have
 a value of over $90 million. In Palm Beach County, these numbers are
 estimated with a value over $280 million (Recreational Marine Research
 Center). According to recreational boat traffic surveys, recreational boating
 in Broward County has an economic impact of approximately $8.8 billion
 (Mote 2005). These estimates include lodging, marina services,
 restaurants, groceries, boat fuel, auto fuel, marine supplies, recreation,
 entertainment, and shopping, and encompass an area much larger than the
 Project Study Area. Section 4.1.3, Navigation, provides additional
 information on the economics of the maritime industry.” 


1.    The DEIS failed to include any economic benefit from recreational
 boating, commercial fishing, scenic tour operators, or fishing guides in
 Indian River and Brevard Counties.  The annual economic impact for
 activities associated with the Indian River Lagoon is estimated to be $3.7
 billion according to Florida Atlantic University. 


2.    The DEIS fails to discuss the importance of the Lagoon’s
 tributaries to maintaining the estuary. The transition from freshwater - to
 brackish water - to saltwater is unique as it provides life supporting habitat
 and nutrients to this spawning ground for numerous oceanic and Lagoonal
 fish and bird species.   


3.    The DEIS fails to comment on the importance of the St. Sebastian River
 or any other identified tributary to the Lagoon as a transition zone between
 fresh and salt water sources. 


4.    The DEIS fails to include on Page 4-52 and Figure 4.2.5-1 the St.
 Sebastian River as within Florida Coastal Zone and Aquatic Managed
 Areas.  


The St. Sebastian River is included as part of the Indian River Lagoon
 Estuary system as well as the Malabar to Vero Beach State Aquatic
 Preserve. Additionally, the river is managed by the state’s St. John’s River
 Water Management District as a watershed. 







5.    The DEIS in Page 4-77 on Table 4.3.4-2 Floodway Crossings within
 the Project Study Area places the St. Sebastian River in St. Lucie
 County. 


DDepending on which side of the St. Sebastian River you’re standing on
 you’re either in Indian River or Brevard County. 


6.    The DEIS on Page 4-89 in Table 4.3.5-4 Essential Fish Habitat
 within the Project Study Area states that NO Habitat Areas of
 Particular Concern (HAPC) exist in the St. Sebastian River.  


On Nov. 16, 2014 the Indian River Press Journal, TCPalm newspaper
 reported in an article titled: Fish, wildlife return to St. Sebastian River after 3
 years of dredging that, “Sea grass beds increased from 2.24 acres in
 2011 to 8.56 acres in 2013 in the area where the St. Sebastian River
 enters the Indian River Lagoon, according to mapping by the St.
 Johns River Water Management District.” 


7.    The DEIS fails in the document and the appendices to report any
 critical essential fish habitat in the St. Sebastian River.  


The same news article referenced above quotes Richard Paperno a Marine
 Biologist with the Florida Fish and Wildlife Institute in Melbourne as saying
 in October (2014) “low but consistent numbers” of exotic species such
 as opossum pipefish and several types of gobies are showing up in
 monthly monitoring.”  


8.    The DEIS fails in Appendix 4.3.5A Essential Fish Habitat to even
 discuss the St. Sebastian River’s connection to the Indian River
 Lagoon, Atlantic Ocean and freshwater watershed through the C-54
 Canal.  


The Small Toothed Sawfish have been sighted in the Indian River
 Lagoon and St. Lucie Rivers in recent years
 (http://www.tcpalm.com/news/st-lucie-sawfish-may-have-died. 
  No effort has been made to determine if this or any other protected
 species is found in the St. Sebastian River.  Salt and freshwater
 species are found in the St. Sebastian River including mangrove
 snapper, red fish, black drum, tarpon, snook, varieties of shark,
 tilapia, largemouth bass, plecostomus as well as the American
 Alligator. 



http://www.tcpalm.com/news/st-lucie-sawfish-may-have-died





9.    The DEIS falsely states on Page 8-3 Summary of Public
 Involvement Paragraph 8.2 Agency Coordination that “AAF initially
 coordinated with federal, state, regional, and county agencies regarding the
 Project from March 2012 through April 2013. These preliminary efforts
 focused on satisfying requirements for the submittal of environmental
 permit applications. Through this process AAF identified concerns of
 stakeholders and requirements of regulatory agencies that are relevant to
 the NEPA process.” 


 No county or city officials were contacted concerning the identification
 of endangered species, critical habitat or essential fish habitat in the St.
 Sebastian River or the Indian River Lagoon within Brevard and Indian River
 Counties. The list of counties and cities listed on Pages 8-3 and 8-4 does
 not match the list of agencies contacted regarding the Scoping Meetings
 listed within Appendix 8-1 Scoping report, B-1 Agency/Tribal Mailing List 


10.   The DEIS Appendix 4.3.6.A Rare Species Survey fails to identify any
 Bald Eagle nests in the community of Micco, in southern Brevard County.  


Local residents report Eagles flying above the area of the intersection of the
 St. Sebastian River and Indian River Lagoon and working the nearby
 shorelines.  The only survey of the area was taken by helicopter over two
 separate days while the helicopter was traveling from Orlando to Miami.  It
 would seem some pursuit of local knowledge or contact with local FWC or
 county naturalist would have been appropriate. 


11.  DEIS Page 3-6 Alternatives – Threatened and Endangered Species
 states: “Potential direct and indirect impacts to federal and state-listed
 threatened and endanger species were evaluated based on information
 provided by the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission and
 included – Bald eagle nest locations – Florida Wood Stork nesting areas –
 Florida Scrub jay habitats, and recorded observations for additional federal
 and state listed species.  Impacts were assessed based on the number of
 listed species observations within or adjacent to the 300-foot corridor for
 each alternative.  The analysis did not include plant species or aquatic
 species such as the West Indian Manatee.” 


The DEIS clearly states it failed to analyze the number of
 Manatee’s that are residents in the St. Sebastian River and whether
 any endangered plant or aquatic species inhabit the river







 


The DEIS fails to discuss the annual winter migration of the West
 Indian Manatee in the St. Sebastian River and the C-54 canal.


 


The DEIS fails to recognize the large number of Manatee’s that
 assemble at the weir on the C-54 Canal where freshwater stills into
 the brackish water of the St. Sebastian River. Manatees are seen in
 such large numbers that an overlook is provided for viewing within
 the St. Sebastian Buffer Preserve State Park.


 


The DEIS fails to provide information on how wintering migrating
 manatees will be managed and protected through their
 migration period of November to March


12.  DEIS Section 4(f) Page 6-5 paragraph 6.4.2 St. Sebastian River
 Bridge states: “The project requires that the St. Sebastian River Bridge, a
 structure located within the FECR right‐of‐way, be demolished to construct
 a new structurally‐sound bridge able to accommodate the future passenger
 and freight traffic.”


 


As a tributary to the Indian River Lagoon, any demolition and
 replacement construction  of the St. Sebastian River Railroad
 Bridge will cause unintended negative ecological consequences
 to the both the River and Lagoon.


           


The DEIS does not address the negative impacts to the area’s
 ecotourism


industries.


 


            The DEIS fails to provide a construction plan or details on what
 steps will be taken







            to mitigate environmental damage.


 


The DEIS does not provide information on how to protect the
 River and Lagoon from oil, grease and hazardous materials
 leaked or spilled from freight cars and/or passenger trains as
 well as during construction and demolition.


 


The DEIS fails to describe any possible mitigation required due
 to loss of red, black or white mangroves found along the St.
 Sebastian River shoreline. 


            Any wetlands mitigation should occur – if possible –
 within the County that suffers the loss.  Contact should be made
 with local and nearby state park officials for appropriated
 improvements due to habitat destruction by AAF.


 


The DEIS fails to outline how Manatees, endangered opossum
 pipefish, gobies and other resident breeding fish will be
 protected from the vibration and noise of driving new piling and
 disassembling the St. Sebastian River Bridge.  There is no plan.


           


It is unacceptable that mitigation concerns for endangered
 Manatees, plants and other wildlife would only be considered at
 the time the St. Sebastian River Railroad Bridge is demolished
 and replaced.


 


Certainly no permitting should occur before there is a
 construction plan and a complete explanation of what will be
 done to protect the fragile waterway environment of the St.
 Sebastian River and Indian River Lagoon. 


13.  The DEIS Appendix 4.3.6.! Page 4 AAF Scrub jay Survey – Brevard
 County (BTC file #676-03) states: “The Area South of Micco Road: This
 is an approximately 5,000 foot area of scrub and scrubby flatwoods (Figure







 4). Scrub-jays responded at five of the 10 stations along this stretch.
 Habitat to the east of the tracks is overgrown or developed. At the
 southernmost station, Scrub-jays crossed the tracks on one occasion but
 were just searching for the source of the call”. 


The DEIS fails to consider that an active colony of Scrub-jays exist
 even though their own consultant reported that within one 2-mile stretch of
 railway in Micco, Scrub-jays responded at HALF the stations placed in the
 area in a 5 day period.  Instead, the DEIS reports “scrub jays are not likely
 to be adversely affected.”  


The DEIS fails to categorize and properly inventory scrub-jays or any
 other endangered blue-tailed skink, Florida sand skink, wood stork,
 eastern indigo snake, gopher tortoise or gopher frog or manatee in the path
 of the FEC Railway.


 Micco Homeowner’s Association is respectfully asking the Federal Railroad
 Administration to reject the flawed Draft Environmental Impact Statement
 and to direct All Aboard Florida to do their due diligence and provide
 needed facts that truly justify this proposal through a NEW DEIS
 PROCESS.  Additionally no permits should be granted until there is a
 complete construction plan available to Phase 2 residents as well as a
 detailed inventory of endangered species and a report on mitigation of
 these important environmental concerns.  For context we have provided an
 aerial photo attached of the St. Sebastian River and Indian River Lagoon.


Florida already has a passenger train that goes from Miami to Orlando and
 no one rides it.  It’s called Amtrak. The All Aboard Florida passenger train
 proposal is really about adding a second track in order to add more freight.


 Sincerely,


 Micco Homeowner’s Association


Miccohomeowners@gmail.com


Attachment 2-


Copy: Governor Scott, Senator Nelson, Senator Rubio, Congressman



mailto:Miccohomeowners@gmail.com





 Posey, State Senator Gardiner, State Senator Altman, Representative
 Tobia, Representative Goodman Representative Workman, Speaker
 Crisafulli, FDOT Sect’y Prasad, Micco Homeowners Board of Directors,
 Brevard County Board of County Commissioner and County Manager;
 Andrew Phillips USACE








From: Judy Hindley
To: AAF_comments@vhb.com.
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 3:20:04 PM


I do NOT want to see All Aboard Florida ...it will make driving harder and very dangerous...ESP by Indian River
 BLvd.


Sent from my iPad



mailto:chipperjmh@aol.com

mailto:AAF_comments@vhb.com.






From: Ann Harris
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard train
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 2:16:20 PM


I would like to register my strong opposition to the creation of the 
All Aboard Train as planned.  The 32 trips a day whizzing up the Treasure Coast will be
 enormously damaging to this area.  Not enough attention has been paid to those of us who
 live from Jupiter through Vero and on to Cocoa.  These tracks should be moved much further
 west of this quiet population.


NO TO ALL ABOARD TRAIN.


Ann J. Harris
7655 Greenbrier Circle
Port St. Lucie, Florida
34986
772-467-1181



mailto:ajh504@gmail.com
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From: Eberhardt, Beverly
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL-ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:43:42 PM


We live east of A1A in Hobe Sound, about 100 yards from the tracks.  Currently, the trains pass by
 about every half hour.  If we are on the patio, we have to suspend conversation until it passes, and
 for a longer length of time when talking on a telephone.  We are very upset with the prospect of
 increased railroad noise and vibrations at our house as well as further delays at railroad crossings
 while traveling.


We respectfully request that this project be cancelled.
 
Thank you for consideration in this matter.
 
Regards,
 
Beverly Eberhardt
 
 



mailto:Beverly.Eberhardt@fpl.com
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From: Joan Dollinger
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: I am a supporter of this project.
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2014 4:23:32 PM


I am a supporter of this project. 


Sent from Joan Dollinger's iPhone. 



mailto:sdoll@bellsouth.net
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From: Susan Smith
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: environmental impact
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 12:46:57 PM


The FRA's Environmnetal Impact Statement concerning All Aboard Florida does not take into
 account the time required to close and open the bridge on the St. Lucie River. It also
 estimates a closing time of approx. 9 hours as if that is inconsequential in a 24 hour day.
 However, the 32 additional trains will run between morning and evening hours and will
 therefore mean the bridge will be closed 9 hours out of the approx. 12 hours of the busiest
 marine traffic. This will effectively close the marine industry located on the St. Lucie River
 & will result in a catastrophic loss of tax revenue for Martin County as the marine industry
 closes and the homes along the river and its canals lose value. None of these issues are
 addressed by this statement. It is as if Stuart, FL. does not exist.


-- 
Susan L. Smith
Social Studies
Wellington High School
susan.smith@palmbeachschools .org


Disclaimer: Under Florida law, e-mail addresses are public records. If you do not want your e-mail address released in response to a
 public records request, do not send electronic mail to this entity. Instead, contact this office by phone or in writing.
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From: Bonanti, Christopher
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Edwards, Julie; Soule, Ali; Bonilla, Yvelisse (Yve)
Subject: 609 comment letters to FRA
Date: Monday, November 24, 2014 11:32:51 AM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
image003.png
Letters to FRA 11-24-2014.pdf


Mr. Winkle,
Please find attached, 609 comment letters regarding the DEIS.
Thank you,
Chris
 
Christopher Bonanti
Director of Environmental Planning
All Aboard Florida


2855 Le Jeune Road | 4th Floor
Coral Gables, FL 33134
T: 305.520.2347 | C: 571.334.4807
Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com | allaboardflorida.com


Follow us:  


 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: The information contained in this transmission is privileged
 and confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or entity named
 above. No addressee should forward, print, copy, or otherwise reproduce this message in any
 manner that would allow it to be viewed by any individual not originally listed as a recipient.
 If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
 unauthorized disclosure, dissemination, distribution, copying of this transmission or the
 taking of any action in reliance on the information herein is strictly prohibited. If you have
 received this transmission in error, please immediately reply to sender that you have received
 this communication in error and then delete it. Thank you.



mailto:Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

mailto:Julie.Edwards@allaboardflorida.com

mailto:ali.soule@allaboardflorida.com

mailto:Yvelisse.Bonilla@allaboardflorida.com

mailto:Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com

http://www.allaboardflorida.com/

http://twitter.com/allaboardfla

http://facebook.com/AllAboardFlorida

http://www.feci.com/

http://www.feci.com/












Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Paul Komar 
ft lauderdale fl 33312 
komarpaul@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rose St Jean 
Fort Laud. Fl 33319 
rosestjean@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Hartlean Pryor 
oakland park fl 33334 
1234@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
 
 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Elizabeth Henriquez 
fort lauderdale 33301 
l.p.henriquez@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dawn Horne 
delray beach fl 33444 
hornedawna@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Heiko Dobrikow 
33138 
info@dobrikowgroup.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Fernando Calvo 
fort lauderdale florida 33301 
calvo1379@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jessica King 
pompano beach fl 33060 
bjznkings@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rafe Jacobs 
fort lauderdale florida 33301 
rjacobs@riversidehotel.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tracey Lambert 
fort lauderdale fl 33301 
lamberttracey9@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gigi Joseph 
miami fl 33138 
labellechoko@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michael Dimartino 
Oakland Park Fl 33334 
MDiMartino@riversidehotel.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Geana 
fort lauderdale fl33301 
kentuckygena@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alan Belt 
33055 
alanbelt@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Vann Padgett 
ft lauderdale fl 333011 
vpadgett@thelasolacompany.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 31, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Clifford Lewis 
port st lucie florida 34983 
cliffordpesttreatment@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shiran Schahaf 
los angels ca 90035 
shirans94@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Keishla Carrero 
Miami Florida 33161 
kei.carrero@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jordan Thomas 
poulsbo wa 98370 
jordan_thomas0516@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert Rodriguez 
new york 
rob.rod.16@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Claudia Hadjez 
miami fl 33173 
hadjezc@bellsouth.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shaniece Williams 
miami florida 33161 
shaniece326@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christopher Mathews 
miami shores fl 33161 
cdog165@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gael Sandra Francois 
Randolph Massachusetts 02368 
gsfrancois.2010@mymail.becker.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Danielli Esteva 
hialeah florida 33016 
danielli.esteva@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alana Hardy 
Grayson Georgia 30017 
alateena1@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kiyonna White 
west park fl 33023 
kiyonna.white@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brian Henriquez 
brandon fl 33511 
brianhenriquez@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adela Bradley 
33056 
delaweston@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kyle Brey 
miami fl 33857 
kyle.brey@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brendon Romero 
clifton nj 07011 
jayxz1@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
_King Guererro 
bronx new york 10459 
bugzy24nbh@aim.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Aude Tchie 
north miami, florida 33161 
tchesy06@yahoo.fr 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ericka Lyman 
North Miami Florida 33181 
ericka.lyman@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Victor Oriscar 
miami florida 
oriscarvictor@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Racheal Noble 
miami shores fl 33161 
rachealn0710@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tarang Patel 
miami fl 33138 
tarangpatel1000@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maureen 
miramar fl 33025 
mricketts44@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Latoya Murray 
miami florida 33161 
murray.toya@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kevin Dalia 
miami shores florida 33161 
kevin.dalia@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Riiah Durante 
33165 
riiah93@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jean Merzier 
miami fl 33015 
jipe14@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Annalliam Flores 
mian 
nanalliam@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rebekah Jourdain 
1405 ne 137th street 
sexygurl4428@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Obafemi Olokodana 
north miami florida 33161 
cooldown093@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Natalie Orta 
hialeah fl 33014 
natorta0817@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Danielle Liberal 
miami florida 33162 
danielleliberal@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stefan Morris 
miami FL  
stemarmor@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shiran Schahaf 
los angels ca 90035 
shirans94@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Keishla Carrero 
Miami Florida 33161 
kei.carrero@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jordan Thomas 
poulsbo wa 98370 
jordan_thomas0516@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert Rodriguez 
new york 
rob.rod.16@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Claudia Hadjez 
miami fl 33173 
hadjezc@bellsouth.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shaniece Williams 
miami florida 33161 
shaniece326@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christopher Mathews 
miami shores fl 33161 
cdog165@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gael Sandra Francois 
Randolph Massachusetts 02368 
gsfrancois.2010@mymail.becker.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Danielli Esteva 
hialeah florida 33016 
danielli.esteva@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alana Hardy 
Grayson Georgia 30017 
alateena1@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kiyonna White 
west park fl 33023 
kiyonna.white@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brian Henriquez 
brandon fl 33511 
brianhenriquez@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adela Bradley 
33056 
delaweston@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kyle Brey 
miami fl 33857 
kyle.brey@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brendon Romero 
clifton nj 07011 
jayxz1@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
_King Guererro 
bronx new york 10459 
bugzy24nbh@aim.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Aude Tchie 
north miami, florida 33161 
tchesy06@yahoo.fr 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shiran Schahaf 
los angels ca 90035 
shirans94@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Keishla Carrero 
Miami Florida 33161 
kei.carrero@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jordan Thomas 
poulsbo wa 98370 
jordan_thomas0516@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shiran Schahaf 
los angels ca 90035 
shirans94@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert Rodriguez 
new york 
rob.rod.16@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Keishla Carrero 
Miami Florida 33161 
kei.carrero@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ericka Lyman 
North Miami Florida 33181 
ericka.lyman@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jordan Thomas 
poulsbo wa 98370 
jordan_thomas0516@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert Rodriguez 
new york 
rob.rod.16@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Victor Oriscar 
miami florida 
oriscarvictor@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Claudia Hadjez 
miami fl 33173 
hadjezc@bellsouth.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Racheal Noble 
miami shores fl 33161 
rachealn0710@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shaniece Williams 
miami florida 33161 
shaniece326@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tarang Patel 
miami fl 33138 
tarangpatel1000@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christopher Mathews 
miami shores fl 33161 
cdog165@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maureen 
miramar fl 33025 
mricketts44@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gael Sandra Francois 
Randolph Massachusetts 02368 
gsfrancois.2010@mymail.becker.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Latoya Murray 
miami florida 33161 
murray.toya@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kevin Dalia 
miami shores florida 33161 
kevin.dalia@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Riiah Durante 
33165 
riiah93@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Danielli Esteva 
hialeah florida 33016 
danielli.esteva@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jean Merzier 
miami fl 33015 
jipe14@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alana Hardy 
Grayson Georgia 30017 
alateena1@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kiyonna White 
west park fl 33023 
kiyonna.white@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brian Henriquez 
brandon fl 33511 
brianhenriquez@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adela Bradley 
33056 
delaweston@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kyle Brey 
miami fl 33857 
kyle.brey@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brendon Romero 
clifton nj 07011 
jayxz1@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
_King Guererro 
bronx new york 10459 
bugzy24nbh@aim.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Aude Tchie 
north miami, florida 33161 
tchesy06@yahoo.fr 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ericka Lyman 
North Miami Florida 33181 
ericka.lyman@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Victor Oriscar 
miami florida 
oriscarvictor@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Racheal Noble 
miami shores fl 33161 
rachealn0710@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tarang Patel 
miami fl 33138 
tarangpatel1000@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maureen 
miramar fl 33025 
mricketts44@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Latoya Murray 
miami florida 33161 
murray.toya@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kevin Dalia 
miami shores florida 33161 
kevin.dalia@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Riiah Durante 
33165 
riiah93@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jean Merzier 
miami fl 33015 
jipe14@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Claudia Hadjez 
miami fl 33173 
hadjezc@bellsouth.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shaniece Williams 
miami florida 33161 
shaniece326@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christopher Mathews 
miami shores fl 33161 
cdog165@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gael Sandra Francois 
Randolph Massachusetts 02368 
gsfrancois.2010@mymail.becker.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Danielli Esteva 
hialeah florida 33016 
danielli.esteva@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alana Hardy 
Grayson Georgia 30017 
alateena1@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kiyonna White 
west park fl 33023 
kiyonna.white@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brian Henriquez 
brandon fl 33511 
brianhenriquez@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adela Bradley 
33056 
delaweston@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kyle Brey 
miami fl 33857 
kyle.brey@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brendon Romero 
clifton nj 07011 
jayxz1@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
_King Guererro 
bronx new york 10459 
bugzy24nbh@aim.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Aude Tchie 
north miami, florida 33161 
tchesy06@yahoo.fr 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ericka Lyman 
North Miami Florida 33181 
ericka.lyman@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Victor Oriscar 
miami florida 
oriscarvictor@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Racheal Noble 
miami shores fl 33161 
rachealn0710@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tarang Patel 
miami fl 33138 
tarangpatel1000@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maureen 
miramar fl 33025 
mricketts44@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Latoya Murray 
miami florida 33161 
murray.toya@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kevin Dalia 
miami shores florida 33161 
kevin.dalia@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Riiah Durante 
33165 
riiah93@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jean Merzier 
miami fl 33015 
jipe14@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shiran Schahaf 
los angels ca 90035 
shirans94@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Keishla Carrero 
Miami Florida 33161 
kei.carrero@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jordan Thomas 
poulsbo wa 98370 
jordan_thomas0516@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert Rodriguez 
new york 
rob.rod.16@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Claudia Hadjez 
miami fl 33173 
hadjezc@bellsouth.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shaniece Williams 
miami florida 33161 
shaniece326@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christopher Mathews 
miami shores fl 33161 
cdog165@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gael Sandra Francois 
Randolph Massachusetts 02368 
gsfrancois.2010@mymail.becker.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Danielli Esteva 
hialeah florida 33016 
danielli.esteva@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alana Hardy 
Grayson Georgia 30017 
alateena1@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shiran Schahaf 
los angels ca 90035 
shirans94@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kiyonna White 
west park fl 33023 
kiyonna.white@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Keishla Carrero 
Miami Florida 33161 
kei.carrero@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brian Henriquez 
brandon fl 33511 
brianhenriquez@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adela Bradley 
33056 
delaweston@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kyle Brey 
miami fl 33857 
kyle.brey@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brendon Romero 
clifton nj 07011 
jayxz1@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
_King Guererro 
bronx new york 10459 
bugzy24nbh@aim.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Aude Tchie 
north miami, florida 33161 
tchesy06@yahoo.fr 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ericka Lyman 
North Miami Florida 33181 
ericka.lyman@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Victor Oriscar 
miami florida 
oriscarvictor@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Racheal Noble 
miami shores fl 33161 
rachealn0710@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tarang Patel 
miami fl 33138 
tarangpatel1000@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maureen 
miramar fl 33025 
mricketts44@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Latoya Murray 
miami florida 33161 
murray.toya@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jordan Thomas 
poulsbo wa 98370 
jordan_thomas0516@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert Rodriguez 
new york 
rob.rod.16@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Claudia Hadjez 
miami fl 33173 
hadjezc@bellsouth.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shaniece Williams 
miami florida 33161 
shaniece326@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christopher Mathews 
miami shores fl 33161 
cdog165@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gael Sandra Francois 
Randolph Massachusetts 02368 
gsfrancois.2010@mymail.becker.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Danielli Esteva 
hialeah florida 33016 
danielli.esteva@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alana Hardy 
Grayson Georgia 30017 
alateena1@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kiyonna White 
west park fl 33023 
kiyonna.white@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brian Henriquez 
brandon fl 33511 
brianhenriquez@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adela Bradley 
33056 
delaweston@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kyle Brey 
miami fl 33857 
kyle.brey@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brendon Romero 
clifton nj 07011 
jayxz1@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
_King Guererro 
bronx new york 10459 
bugzy24nbh@aim.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Aude Tchie 
north miami, florida 33161 
tchesy06@yahoo.fr 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ericka Lyman 
North Miami Florida 33181 
ericka.lyman@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Victor Oriscar 
miami florida 
oriscarvictor@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Racheal Noble 
miami shores fl 33161 
rachealn0710@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tarang Patel 
miami fl 33138 
tarangpatel1000@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maureen 
miramar fl 33025 
mricketts44@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Latoya Murray 
miami florida 33161 
murray.toya@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kevin Dalia 
miami shores florida 33161 
kevin.dalia@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Riiah Durante 
33165 
riiah93@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jean Merzier 
miami fl 33015 
jipe14@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kevin Dalia 
miami shores florida 33161 
kevin.dalia@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Riiah Durante 
33165 
riiah93@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jean Merzier 
miami fl 33015 
jipe14@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shiran Schahaf 
los angels ca 90035 
shirans94@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Keishla Carrero 
Miami Florida 33161 
kei.carrero@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jordan Thomas 
poulsbo wa 98370 
jordan_thomas0516@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert Rodriguez 
new york 
rob.rod.16@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Claudia Hadjez 
miami fl 33173 
hadjezc@bellsouth.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shaniece Williams 
miami florida 33161 
shaniece326@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christopher Mathews 
miami shores fl 33161 
cdog165@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gael Sandra Francois 
Randolph Massachusetts 02368 
gsfrancois.2010@mymail.becker.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Danielli Esteva 
hialeah florida 33016 
danielli.esteva@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alana Hardy 
Grayson Georgia 30017 
alateena1@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kiyonna White 
west park fl 33023 
kiyonna.white@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brian Henriquez 
brandon fl 33511 
brianhenriquez@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adela Bradley 
33056 
delaweston@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kyle Brey 
miami fl 33857 
kyle.brey@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brendon Romero 
clifton nj 07011 
jayxz1@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
_King Guererro 
bronx new york 10459 
bugzy24nbh@aim.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Aude Tchie 
north miami, florida 33161 
tchesy06@yahoo.fr 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ericka Lyman 
North Miami Florida 33181 
ericka.lyman@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Victor Oriscar 
miami florida 
oriscarvictor@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Racheal Noble 
miami shores fl 33161 
rachealn0710@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tarang Patel 
miami fl 33138 
tarangpatel1000@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maureen 
miramar fl 33025 
mricketts44@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Latoya Murray 
miami florida 33161 
murray.toya@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kevin Dalia 
miami shores florida 33161 
kevin.dalia@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Riiah Durante 
33165 
riiah93@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jean Merzier 
miami fl 33015 
jipe14@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Clay Saunders 
33027 
clayr.saunders@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brittni Bent 
miami shores fl 33161 
briitni_bent92@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Keysha Juste 
tampa florida 33609 
keyshajuste@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shenika Hutcheson 
33167 
shenikahutcheson@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kaila Moore 
miami fl 33138 
kai.moore@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Vincent Silvanio 
aventura fl 33180 
jdjshfcund@comcast.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kiara Pavon 
north miami fl 33181 
kiara.pavon@mymail.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
King Gurerro 
miami shores fl 33161 
king.gurrero@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jandayia Lubin 
boston ma 02126 
jay.slubin@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Zujeyd Jarquin 
miami shores fl 33161 
zujeydjarquin@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Justin Peterson 
hallandale fl 33009 
justin.peterson@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Fuquan Whitfield 
33138 
sandomen123@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eulond Kelly 
Miami Shores 
ejay010@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Imen Aouida 
33161 
mens-92i@hotmail.fr 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nastassja Epps 
20187 
nasepps95@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stacie Day 
Miami FL 33161 
stacie.day@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Catherine Romero 
hialeah fl 33012 
prityeyescat@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexander Linares 
miami shores fl 33161 
alexander.linares@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rodriguez 
33009 
praisehim33@ymail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniel Rosenberg 
33139 
dannyz57@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shan Barnett 
miami fl 33161 
sh@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Monique Mccreary 
Derwood, MD 20877 
whateveritmeans@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jandayia Lubin 
boston ma 02126 
jay.slubin@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Zujeyd Jarquin 
miami shores fl 33161 
zujeydjarquin@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Justin Peterson 
hallandale fl 33009 
justin.peterson@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Fuquan Whitfield 
33138 
sandomen123@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shiran Schahaf 
los angels ca 90035 
shirans94@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Keishla Carrero 
Miami Florida 33161 
kei.carrero@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shuyang Xie 
miami fl 33161 
applexsy@126.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jordan Thomas 
poulsbo wa 98370 
jordan_thomas0516@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert Rodriguez 
new york 
rob.rod.16@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Claudia Hadjez 
miami fl 33173 
hadjezc@bellsouth.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shaniece Williams 
miami florida 33161 
shaniece326@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christopher Mathews 
miami shores fl 33161 
cdog165@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Annette Thompson 
hialeah fl 33013 
athompson@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gael Sandra Francois 
Randolph Massachusetts 02368 
gsfrancois.2010@mymail.becker.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Danielli Esteva 
hialeah florida 33016 
danielli.esteva@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alana Hardy 
Grayson Georgia 30017 
alateena1@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kiyonna White 
west park fl 33023 
kiyonna.white@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brian Henriquez 
brandon fl 33511 
brianhenriquez@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adela Bradley 
33056 
delaweston@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kyle Brey 
miami fl 33857 
kyle.brey@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brendon Romero 
clifton nj 07011 
jayxz1@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
_King Guererro 
bronx new york 10459 
bugzy24nbh@aim.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Aude Tchie 
north miami, florida 33161 
tchesy06@yahoo.fr 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ericka Lyman 
North Miami Florida 33181 
ericka.lyman@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Victor Oriscar 
miami florida 
oriscarvictor@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Raymond Chetram 
miami shores fl 33161 
r_chetram@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Racheal Noble 
miami shores fl 33161 
rachealn0710@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tarang Patel 
miami fl 33138 
tarangpatel1000@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maureen 
miramar fl 33025 
mricketts44@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Latoya Murray 
miami florida 33161 
murray.toya@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kevin Dalia 
miami shores florida 33161 
kevin.dalia@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Riiah Durante 
33165 
riiah93@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jean Merzier 
miami fl 33015 
jipe14@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jandayia Lubin 
boston ma 02126 
jay.slubin@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Zujeyd Jarquin 
miami shores fl 33161 
zujeydjarquin@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Justin Peterson 
hallandale fl 33009 
justin.peterson@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Fuquan Whitfield 
33138 
sandomen123@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eulond Kelly 
Miami Shores 
ejay010@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Imen Aouida 
33161 
mens-92i@hotmail.fr 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nastassja Epps 
20187 
nasepps95@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stacie Day 
Miami FL 33161 
stacie.day@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Catherine Romero 
hialeah fl 33012 
prityeyescat@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexander Linares 
miami shores fl 33161 
alexander.linares@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rodriguez 
33009 
praisehim33@ymail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniel Rosenberg 
33139 
dannyz57@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shan Barnett 
miami fl 33161 
sh@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Monique Mccreary 
Derwood, MD 20877 
whateveritmeans@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eulond Kelly 
Miami Shores 
ejay010@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Imen Aouida 
33161 
mens-92i@hotmail.fr 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nastassja Epps 
20187 
nasepps95@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stacie Day 
Miami FL 33161 
stacie.day@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Catherine Romero 
hialeah fl 33012 
prityeyescat@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexander Linares 
miami shores fl 33161 
alexander.linares@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rodriguez 
33009 
praisehim33@ymail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniel Rosenberg 
33139 
dannyz57@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shan Barnett 
miami fl 33161 
sh@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Monique Mccreary 
Derwood, MD 20877 
whateveritmeans@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Majd Alsakloull 
miami florida 33161 
majd7down@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Peter Rodriguez 
oakland park florida 33334 
peter.rodriguez@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Calvin Graham 
miami fl 33142 
calvindavis103@gmsil.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cloudine Almonor 
miami fl 33161 
cloudinealmonor1@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alyssa Pina 
charlotte nc 28273 
alyssa.pina@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tiffany Nunez 
sunny isles beach fl 33160 
tiffanunez@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Armani 
02115 
armanisoto55@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jayde Rosser 
miami fl 33161 
jayderosser@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michael Scheraldi 
Geneva Florida 32732 
mcscheraldi@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Desmont Jones 
miami shores fl 33161 
desmont.jones@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stacy Napoleon 
north miami beach florida 33162 
stacynet94@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
B Willis 
miami shores fl 33150 
playada4593@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gaston Arellano 
coral gables fl 33134 
garellano@barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rachel Ferrera 
miami fl 33157 
rachel.ferrera@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Majd Alsakloull 
miami florida 33161 
majd7down@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Peter Rodriguez 
oakland park florida 33334 
peter.rodriguez@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Calvin Graham 
miami fl 33142 
calvindavis103@gmsil.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cloudine Almonor 
miami fl 33161 
cloudinealmonor1@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alyssa Pina 
charlotte nc 28273 
alyssa.pina@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tiffany Nunez 
sunny isles beach fl 33160 
tiffanunez@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Armani 
02115 
armanisoto55@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jayde Rosser 
miami fl 33161 
jayderosser@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ian Harkins  
miami shores florida 34219 
iahrkins1@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Danny Levons 
33161 
danny.levons@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gabriela Brubaker 
20007 
gabriela.brubaker@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Darielle Newton 
hollywood fl 33023 
darielle.newton@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dominique Brown Smith 
miami shores florida 33161 
d.brownsmith@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karrie Garcia 
boynton beach florida 33437 
kgarcia969@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ellen Carrero 
pembroke pines fl 33024 
ellen.carrero@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andrew Sadek 
33161 
andrew.sadek@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Molly Flynn 
miami fl 33162 
lilmoe240@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ziyad Kirby 
Jacksonville Florida 32209 
kirby.ziyad@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Courtlyn Heard 
Cahokia IL 62206 
courtlynheard@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Valentina Monteleon 
hallandale florida 33009 
vmonteleon@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Magda Acreus 
fort lauderdale fl 33311 
magdaacreus@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jasmine Young 
miami fl 33054 
mariposamukey@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lanai Lopez 
ocoee, fl 34761 
lanailopez@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shyaira Dineen 
Miami florida 33161 
shyairadineen@icloud.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kat Mena 
miami fl 33183 
katsilva9432@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lori Siino 
Kissimmee Florida 34758 
lorimarsiino@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ashontae’ Mcelveen 
Garfield NJ 07026 
mcelveenashontae@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Montaha Abdallah 
miami fl 33161 
vi_beauty422@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Marie Dieng 
miami florida 33161 
carlene.dieng@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kai Pigott 
miami fl 33161 
kai.pigott@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Caitlyn Eddy 
miami shores florida 33161 
ceddy0401@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Devontie Edwards 
33168 
vontie3055@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
 
 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Steven Jaccobs 
33161 
sjacc22@pepsi.org 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Amanda Jones 
miami, fl, 33138 
aj74888@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Betsy F Perez 
miami fl 33054 
betsy393prz@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chocolate Thunder 
miami forida 33169 
andre.phanord@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jonathan Bernabe 
miami FL 33179 
jonathan.bernabe-rivera@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Davi Arron 
33125 
daviarrom@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rebekka Greenwalt 
Palm Bay florida 32909 
bexsoccer31@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ashley Lugo 
miami fl 33161 
ashleysworld26@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Aimmee Pollard 
33056 
pollard.aimmee@live.jobcorps.org 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Roxanne Davies 
miami shores fla  
rdavies@barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Darian Haseltine 
Miami FL 33161 
darianhaseltine@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Davalous Wynn 
lake mary florida 32746 
davalous.wynn@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephanie Meskauskas 
north miami fl 33168 
stephanie.meskauskas@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Martina Grigio 
miami FL 33149 
martugrigio@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
D’andra Beal 
Pembroke Park, Florida, 33023 
annalbeal@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michael Barroso 
miami fl 33177 
michael.barroso@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sydney Ingram 
miami shores fl 33161 
sydney.ingram96@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Aminatta Sillah 
silver spring  maryland 20904 
b.aminatta@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephen Mills 
miami florida 
stephenmills1995@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shanna Suttington 
33180 
ssuttington@barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mike Anderson 
miami florida  
mikeycolombia_17@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
James Simon 
33161 
jamessimon96@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Atina Halliday 
miami florida 33162 
atinahxx24@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Reginald Lewis 
baltimore md 21117 
reginald.lewis@barry.mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andrew Mcnally 
weston florida 33327 
andrewmcnally06@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Samuel Campbell 
north miami beach florida 33181 
samuel.allton@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sophonie Dagrin 
miami fl 33168 
sophonie.dagrin@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eunorick Duncan 
Miami FL 33162 
eunorick305@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Regine Exalan 
Miami Florida 33168 
regineexalan@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karla Govea 
miami shores, FL, 33161 
krlsoccer@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Laura Gagliardi  
Miami, Fl, 33141  
laura.gagliardi@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michael Scheraldi 
Geneva Florida 32732 
mcscheraldi@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Desmont Jones 
miami shores fl 33161 
desmont.jones@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stacy Napoleon 
north miami beach florida 33162 
stacynet94@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
B Willis 
miami shores fl 33150 
playada4593@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gaston Arellano 
coral gables fl 33134 
garellano@barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rachel Ferrera 
miami fl 33157 
rachel.ferrera@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tashawn Colbert 
baltimore md 21216 
tashawn.colbert@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Danny Levons 
 
 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ian Harkins  
miami shores florida 34219 
iahrkins1@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Amanda Jones 
miami, fl, 33138 
aj74888@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Betsy F Perez 
miami fl 33054 
betsy393prz@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chocolate Thunder 
miami forida 33169 
andre.phanord@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jonathan Bernabe 
miami FL 33179 
jonathan.bernabe-rivera@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Davi Arron 
33125 
daviarrom@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rebekka Greenwalt 
Palm Bay florida 32909 
bexsoccer31@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ashley Lugo 
miami fl 33161 
ashleysworld26@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Aimmee Pollard 
33056 
pollard.aimmee@live.jobcorps.org 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Roxanne Davies 
miami shores fla  
rdavies@barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Darian Haseltine 
Miami FL 33161 
darianhaseltine@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Davalous Wynn 
lake mary florida 32746 
davalous.wynn@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephanie Meskauskas 
north miami fl 33168 
stephanie.meskauskas@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Martina Grigio 
miami FL 33149 
martugrigio@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
D’andra Beal 
Pembroke Park, Florida, 33023 
annalbeal@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michael Barroso 
miami fl 33177 
michael.barroso@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sydney Ingram 
miami shores fl 33161 
sydney.ingram96@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Aminatta Sillah 
silver spring  maryland 20904 
b.aminatta@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephen Mills 
miami florida 
stephenmills1995@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shanna Suttington 
33180 
ssuttington@barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mike Anderson 
miami florida  
mikeycolombia_17@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
James Simon 
33161 
jamessimon96@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Atina Halliday 
miami florida 33162 
atinahxx24@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Reginald Lewis 
baltimore md 21117 
reginald.lewis@barry.mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andrew Mcnally 
weston florida 33327 
andrewmcnally06@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Samuel Campbell 
north miami beach florida 33181 
samuel.allton@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sophonie Dagrin 
miami fl 33168 
sophonie.dagrin@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eunorick Duncan 
Miami FL 33162 
eunorick305@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Regine Exalan 
Miami Florida 33168 
regineexalan@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karla Govea 
miami shores, FL, 33161 
krlsoccer@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Laura Gagliardi  
Miami, Fl, 33141  
laura.gagliardi@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tashawn Colbert 
baltimore md 21216 
tashawn.colbert@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shashana Fiedler 
33160 
shashana.fiedler@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ellerie Dawson 
33161 
libralove93@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert Valentin 
Oviedo Florida 32765 
robval95@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Hector Pizarro 
miami shores fl 33161 
hector.pizarro@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eulond Kelly 
Miami Shores 
ejay010@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Catherine Romero 
hialeah fl 33012 
prityeyescat@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Zujeyd Jarquin 
miami shores fl 33161 
zujeydjarquin@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nastassja Epps 
20187 
nasepps95@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jandayia Lubin 
boston ma 02126 
jay.slubin@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stacie Day 
Miami FL 33161 
stacie.day@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Monique Mccreary 
Derwood, MD 20877 
whateveritmeans@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Patricia Martinez 
miramar fl 33029 
pmart0219@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rodriguez 
33009 
praisehim33@ymail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniel Rosenberg 
33139 
dannyz57@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cynthia Davis 
boynton beach fl 33437 
cdavis@barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Arielle Whipple 
claremont nh 03743 
ariellewhipple@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexander Linares 
miami shores fl 33161 
alexander.linares@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Joshua Tapia 
Miami FL 33184 
joshua.tapia@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Imen Aouida 
33161 
mens-92i@hotmail.fr 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ruth Germain 
33162  
ruthgermain8@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shan Barnett 
miami fl 33161 
sh@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Selin Ozturk 
nuremberg 
selin.ozturk@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Laura Finlet 
plantation fl 33324 
lauraleefinley@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Justin Peterson 
hallandale fl 33009 
justin.peterson@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nikia Martinez 
miami shores florida 33161 
nikia.martinez@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Franklin Benoit 
miami fl. 33162 
benfranklin744@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Margaret Orsik 
miami fl 33161 
bloodywish@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Francois Jieumo 
miramar fl 33029 
fjieumo@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brittney Mordan 
miramar fl 33023 
brittney1128mordan@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Caitlin Connor 
Miami Florida 33161 
caitlin.connor2@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Fuquan Whitfield 
33138 
sandomen123@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Francesco Scimonelli 
naples fl 34120 
fscimonelli@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, November 5, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Zeger 
33444 
donald.zeger@marriott.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, November 5, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Steve Parsons 
33414 
trendar@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, November 5, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Clayton Idle 
delray beach fl 33445 
cidle@thehondaclassic.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, November 5, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Heinrich Rose 
west palm beach fl 33401 
rick.rose@grandview-gardens.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, November 5, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Humberto Rivera 
deerfield beach fl 33441 
humberto8705@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, November 5, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gregory T Bohan 
pompano beach florida 33062 
gregorytbohan@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, November 5, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Katherine Russell 
Palm beach Gardens FL 33418 
katielyn@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, November 5, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ashley Mileschkowsky 
West Palm Beach florida 33413 
ashley@cranesbeachhouse.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, November 5, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stella Quintero 
Boca Raton FL 33428 
stellaquintero@ordyx.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, November 5, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexis Gibler 
delray beach fl 33445 
dlgibler@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, November 5, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michael Haerting 
fort lauderdale 
michael@cycleparty.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, November 5, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Richard Czarasty 
34957  
richard_czarasty@us.aflac.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, November 5, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sammy Caban 
wellington fl 33414 
sammy@innov8events.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, November 5, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Greg Kaylor 
boca raton fl 33432 
gkaylor@waterstoneboca.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, November 5, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michaela Walker  
boynton beach florida 33436 
mwalker@palmbeachfl.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, November 5, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Elena Peroulakis 
pbg 33418 
eperoulakis@wyndham.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alyssa Pina 
charlotte nc 28273 
alyssa.pina@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
B Willis 
miami shores fl 33150 
playada4593@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, November 6, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Viviana Posso 
n. miami beach florida 33160 
vivi_balbi@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rachel Ferrera 
miami fl 33157 
rachel.ferrera@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Peter Rodriguez 
oakland park florida 33334 
peter.rodriguez@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, November 6, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Anthony Fils_Aime 
miami fl 33179 
filstony_@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gaston Arellano 
coral gables fl 33134 
garellano@barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Armani 
02115 
armanisoto55@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tiffany Nunez 
sunny isles beach fl 33160 
tiffanunez@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, November 6, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Immacula Aristhene 
nort miami beach florida 33179 
immaculaaristhene@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, November 6, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Hilma Newell 
miramar fl 33025 
hilmnewe@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jayde Rosser 
miami fl 33161 
jayderosser@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stacy Napoleon 
north miami beach florida 33162 
stacynet94@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cloudine Almonor 
miami fl 33161 
cloudinealmonor1@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Majd Alsakloull 
miami florida 33161 
majd7down@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michael Scheraldi 
Geneva Florida 32732 
mcscheraldi@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, November 6, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kathy Molnar 
nm fl 33179 
kathy.molnar@comcast.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Desmont Jones 
miami shores fl 33161 
desmont.jones@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Calvin Graham 
miami fl 33142 
calvindavis103@gmsil.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Danny Levons 
33161 
danny.levons@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Valentina Monteleon 
hallandale florida 33009 
vmonteleon@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ashontae’ Mcelveen 
Garfield NJ 07026 
mcelveenashontae@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kat Mena 
miami fl 33183 
katsilva9432@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shyaira Dineen 
Miami florida 33161 
shyairadineen@icloud.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andrew Sadek 
33161 
andrew.sadek@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karrie Garcia 
boynton beach florida 33437 
kgarcia969@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Marie Dieng 
miami florida 33161 
carlene.dieng@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Molly Flynn 
miami fl 33162 
lilmoe240@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Caitlyn Eddy 
miami shores florida 33161 
ceddy0401@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
 
 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Steven Jaccobs 
33161 
sjacc22@pepsi.org 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Montaha Abdallah 
miami fl 33161 
vi_beauty422@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Darielle Newton 
hollywood fl 33023 
darielle.newton@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Reynaldo Rodriguez 
miami fl 33160 
reynald.rodriguez005@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gabriela Brubaker 
20007 
gabriela.brubaker@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lori Siino 
Kissimmee Florida 34758 
lorimarsiino@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lanai Lopez 
ocoee, fl 34761 
lanailopez@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ellen Carrero 
pembroke pines fl 33024 
ellen.carrero@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ziyad Kirby 
Jacksonville Florida 32209 
kirby.ziyad@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Courtlyn Heard 
Cahokia IL 62206 
courtlynheard@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kai Pigott 
miami fl 33161 
kai.pigott@mymail.barry.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Magda Acreus 
fort lauderdale fl 33311 
magdaacreus@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Devontie Edwards 
33168 
vontie3055@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, November 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dominique Brown Smith 
miami shores florida 33161 
d.brownsmith@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, November 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jasmine Young 
miami fl 33054 
mariposamukey@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jose Segurola 
miami fl 33145 
alesegurola@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andre 
33161 
tamie0963@yahoo.fr 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Antwon Everett 
miami florida 33131 
tonyemmanuel7712@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Letoya Gonzalez 
miami fl 33147 
letoya.gonzalez001@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jemims Alteme 
33168 
altemejemima@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eliezer Santos 
miami FL 33145 
eliezersantos50@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carl Miller 
miami fl 33132 
cmiller@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Johanna Oviedo 
miami fl 
jovie004@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Angel Nieves 
33136 
angel.nieves006@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Thasianna Pierre 
miami fl 33161 
thssnn_pierre@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Anthony Leslie 
miami fl 33150 
aleslie1993@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karen Baltodano 
33135 
karen_baltodano@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Noel Membreno 
hialeah fl 33010 
noelorlando@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bianca Woodall 
miami fl 
bianca.woodall@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Justin Washington 
miami florida 33179 
jwashngton1521@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Humberto Iglesias 
miami fl 33131 
martinregne@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kevim Tabouduia 
miami fl 33132 
kevinyok@yahoo.fr 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shuntoria Leonard 
miami Fl 33150 
shuntorialeonard@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eduardo Delgado 
Miami Fl 33016 
eduardo.delgado012@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ivanna Buraye 
hialeah fl 33018 
burayeivanna@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Muhammad Sajjad 
miami fl 33126 
umargul666@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carlton Peterson 
miami fl 33127 
cpterson@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Isaac Babalola 
miami, fl 33157 
isaacbabalola46@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Khali Ostanne 
miami fl 33179 
linda1brown@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Monica Gonzalez 
Miami FL 33156 
monizalez@icloud.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ronel Espinosa 
miami florida 33170 
smith.tsmith.ted@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Douglas Levy 
miami florida 33179 
dougielovesme@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eliezer Jules 
miami fl 33169 
eliezerjules1@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shavanna Douglas 
Miami Fl 33150  
sdouglas18@outlook.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maria Reyes 
Miami florida 33128 
maria.reyes3499@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Wilson G Rojas 
Miami . fl 33130 
wilsongrojas@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Erick On-Sang 
north miami fl 33161 
onsang.erick@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stefanie Arriera 
miami fl 33162 
stefaniearriera@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alberto Ramirez 
Coral Gables FL 33145 
alberto.ramirez006@mymdc.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Giovan Lucas 
pembroke pines fl 33025 
vlucas0610@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jackie Francois 
miami fl 33138 
jackiefrancois46@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alain Gonzalez 
Miami Florida 33165 
alain.gonzalez020@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert Marks 
opalocka fl 33054 
ramarks@miamidade.gov 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
JC 
miami fl  
jc123@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jurgen Hidalgo 
miami Fl 33126 
jurgenhidalgo@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ted Davis 
Pembroke Pines, FL, 33025 
tdavis31us@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Frantzcise Henry 
miami fl 33137 
frantzcisehenry@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Genola Jones 
north miami beach 33162 
genolajones@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Timmalyna Torres 
miami.fl 33181 
torres1timmalyna@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Amber Mcclain 
miami fl 33125 
amberamcc@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jolina Charles 
miami fl 33137 
jolina_charles@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Paulo Uribe 
miami, florida, 33143 
paulo3135@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kender Benoit 
miami florida 33160 
benoitkender@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Denise Pierre 
miami fl 33168 
denisepierre766@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sebastian Holsvik-Garcia 
miami fl 33143 
swaggy9909@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jessica Verne 
miami fl 33168 
jessica.verne011@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Simeon Anderson 
miami fl 33127 
simeonanderson8@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Paola Espinosa 
hialeah,fl,33018 
sayutakashin18@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Theresa Hammett 
cutler bay fl 33189 
theresa.hammett@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Necusl Belcombe 
mmiami fl 33137 
necuelbelcombe@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Francisco Ortega 
Miami FL 33177 
agetrofox23f@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sabrina Eustache 
miami fl 33161 
sabrinaeustache@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Erick Jean 
miami Fl 33168 
erickjeanlouis1609@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Woody Merilus 
miami 33162 
woodymer@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ashley Simpreux 
33150 
asimpreux@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Samuel Pita 
miami fl 33126 
sammy_ale10109@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jasmine Theophil 
miami fl 33162 
jasminetheophil@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Hanen 
miami fl 33136 
shehadehmuad@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Miguel Moreno 
miami fl 33145 
mighks@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Diana Pierre 
fort lauderdale fl 33312 
diana.pierre14@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jefferson Quishpe 
33127 
jeffersonquishpe17@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Luis Fontanez 
Miami FL 
LFontanez305@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jeanide Bessard 
miami fl 
bessard.jeanide@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shayaa Donson 
miami 
sdobson5@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lesly Thomas Santos 
miami florida 33128 
leslythomas55@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Erik Heatter 
miami florida 33161 
erikheatter@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Wusthania Fondoit 
33162 
wusthania.fondoit@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rosniel Castro 
miami fl 33125 
rosnielc@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kristen Casanas  
33018 
kristencasanas@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
John Beltre 
33150 
johnbeltre1995@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Samantha Pino 
miami, FL, 33144 
pinosamantha22@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Santiago  
miami fl  
sg1001@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dianne Gonzalez 
hialeah gardens, fl, 33018 
diannegonzalez512@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lucia Cedano 
miami fl 33127 
lucycedano1213@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Raul Rodriguez 
miami florida 33172 
arpa691970@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, November 6, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sheila Gainer 
miami beach fl 33139 
sheilagainer@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, November 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cynthia Lynn 
Hollywood Florida. 33024 
cynthiaalynn121@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, November 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dana Herndon 
miami fl 33137 
herndondana@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, November 6, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Peterson Warburton 
33020 
peterson.w@netzero.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, November 6, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Liliana Agudelo 
hallandale 33009 
anagudelo2000@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, November 6, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Leonne Jean 
florida 33138 
j@gmzil.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, November 6, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Patrick Morancy 
aventura fl 33180 
patrickmorancy@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, November 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Orlie Jedwab  
33159 
orlie@key-transportation.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, November 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nelly Rubio 
miami fl 33174 
nrubio21@cbs.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, November 9, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Susan Labarbiera 
hollywood fl 33021 
slabarbiera@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rafael Tavares 
miami 
rafamtavares94374738@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eduardo Alzona 
miami fl  
ecalzona@joimail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Erika Valencia 
miami FL 33160 
erikav@prodisfood.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brian 
miami 
byuanpietr@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Johanna Piard 
miami fl 33179 
jopiard@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Juan Padilla 
Miami Fl 33131 
juancruzpadilla@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Edward Castillo 
miami florida 
ecastillo2217@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Angelo Lopez 
maimi fl 
angelo9648@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kimberly Casanas 
33018 
kimberlycasanas3@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Genesis Briceno 
north miami beach florida 33162 
genesisbriceno@outlook.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Angel Montalvo 
miami, fl, 33145 
angel.montalvo001@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Roberto Altonaga 
miami fl 33144 
program0595@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kristy Zamora 
florida 
kristy.star@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shitavia Hankereon 
7741 nw 16ave 
shitavia97@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jessica Louis 
miami fl 33167 
louisjessica641@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Diana Nunez 
north miami beach fl 33162 
cherrycupcake90@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Marcell Guillen 
miami florida 33155 
mrcgle@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adriana Olmos 
miami florida 33130 
adriana.olmos001@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Olivia Martinez 
miami springs fl 33166 
olivia.martinez@michigandrill.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tatiana Lopez 
miami florida 33134 
lopeztati818@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Joseph Kierski 
miami florida 33132 
Jackrsk@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Vaneza Morales 
33142 
vanilovesyou@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jesenia Mosqueda 
Miami Beach, FL 33141 
jesenia_mosqueda@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Raquel Martinez 
Hialeah FL 33013 
raquel.martinez006@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cindy Cuadra 
miami Fl 33162 
cindy.cuadra001@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Edward Hoyos 
Miami Beach FL 33140 
edwrad.royos@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, November 7, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cassandra Joseph 
miami 
joseph.cassandra18@yahoo.com 
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			12543293-YES-TS-CHRISTOPHER MATHEWS


			12543295-NO-TSHE-GAEL SANDRA FRANCOIS


			12543296-YES-THE-DANIELLI ESTEVA


			12543298-SKIP-T-ALANA HARDY


			12543299-YES-T-KIYONNA WHITE


			12543302-YES-T-BRIAN HENRIQUEZ


			12543303-YES-T-ADELA BRADLEY


			12543305-NO-T-KYLE BREY


			12543307-NO-T-BRENDON ROMERO


			12543308-NO-T-_KING GUERERRO


			12543310-YES-T-AUDE TCHIE


			12543535-YES-T-SHIRAN SCHAHAF


			12543536-YES-TSHE-KEISHLA CARRERO


			12543576-NO-T-JORDAN THOMAS


			12543577-YES-T-SHIRAN SCHAHAF


			12543578-YES-T-ROBERT RODRIGUEZ


			12543579-YES-TSHE-KEISHLA CARRERO


			12543583-YES-T-ERICKA LYMAN


			12543584-NO-T-JORDAN THOMAS


			12543588-YES-T-ROBERT RODRIGUEZ


			12543589-NO-T-VICTOR ORISCAR


			12543590-YES-T-CLAUDIA HADJEZ


			12543591-YES-T-RACHEAL NOBLE


			12543592-YES-T-SHANIECE WILLIAMS


			12543593-YES-T-TARANG PATEL


			12543594-YES-TS-CHRISTOPHER MATHEWS


			12543595-YES-T-MAUREEN


			12543596-NO-TSHE-GAEL SANDRA FRANCOIS


			12543597-NO-T-LATOYA MURRAY


			12543598-YES-T-KEVIN DALIA


			12543599-YES-TH-RIIAH DURANTE


			12543600-YES-THE-DANIELLI ESTEVA


			12543602-NO-T-JEAN MERZIER


			12543603-SKIP-T-ALANA HARDY


			12543605-YES-T-KIYONNA WHITE


			12543606-YES-T-BRIAN HENRIQUEZ


			12543607-YES-T-ADELA BRADLEY


			12543610-NO-T-KYLE BREY


			12543611-NO-T-BRENDON ROMERO


			12543612-NO-T-_KING GUERERRO


			12543613-YES-T-AUDE TCHIE


			12543616-YES-T-ERICKA LYMAN


			12543619-NO-T-VICTOR ORISCAR


			12543620-YES-T-RACHEAL NOBLE


			12543621-YES-T-TARANG PATEL


			12543623-YES-T-MAUREEN


			12543731-NO-T-LATOYA MURRAY


			12543732-YES-T-KEVIN DALIA


			12543733-YES-TH-RIIAH DURANTE


			12543734-NO-T-JEAN MERZIER


			12543890-YES-T-CLAUDIA HADJEZ


			12543891-YES-T-SHANIECE WILLIAMS


			12543892-YES-TS-CHRISTOPHER MATHEWS


			12543894-NO-TSHE-GAEL SANDRA FRANCOIS


			12543897-YES-THE-DANIELLI ESTEVA


			12543899-SKIP-T-ALANA HARDY


			12543900-YES-T-KIYONNA WHITE


			12543901-YES-T-BRIAN HENRIQUEZ


			12543903-YES-T-ADELA BRADLEY


			12543905-NO-T-KYLE BREY


			12543907-NO-T-BRENDON ROMERO


			12543908-NO-T-_KING GUERERRO


			12543909-YES-T-AUDE TCHIE


			12543910-YES-T-ERICKA LYMAN


			12543915-NO-T-VICTOR ORISCAR


			12543916-YES-T-RACHEAL NOBLE


			12543917-YES-T-TARANG PATEL


			12543918-YES-T-MAUREEN


			12543919-NO-T-LATOYA MURRAY


			12543920-YES-T-KEVIN DALIA


			12543921-YES-TH-RIIAH DURANTE


			12543922-NO-T-JEAN MERZIER


			12544000-YES-T-SHIRAN SCHAHAF


			12544001-YES-TSHE-KEISHLA CARRERO


			12544007-NO-T-JORDAN THOMAS


			12544008-YES-T-ROBERT RODRIGUEZ


			12544009-YES-T-CLAUDIA HADJEZ


			12544010-YES-T-SHANIECE WILLIAMS


			12544011-YES-TS-CHRISTOPHER MATHEWS


			12544013-NO-TSHE-GAEL SANDRA FRANCOIS


			12544015-YES-THE-DANIELLI ESTEVA


			12544114-SKIP-T-ALANA HARDY


			12544120-YES-T-SHIRAN SCHAHAF


			12544121-YES-T-KIYONNA WHITE


			12544122-YES-TSHE-KEISHLA CARRERO


			12544123-YES-T-BRIAN HENRIQUEZ


			12544124-YES-T-ADELA BRADLEY


			12544129-NO-T-KYLE BREY


			12544130-NO-T-BRENDON ROMERO


			12544131-NO-T-_KING GUERERRO


			12544132-YES-T-AUDE TCHIE


			12544134-YES-T-ERICKA LYMAN


			12544138-NO-T-VICTOR ORISCAR


			12544140-YES-T-RACHEAL NOBLE


			12544141-YES-T-TARANG PATEL


			12544142-YES-T-MAUREEN


			12544143-NO-T-LATOYA MURRAY


			12544147-NO-T-JORDAN THOMAS


			12544148-YES-T-ROBERT RODRIGUEZ


			12544149-YES-T-CLAUDIA HADJEZ


			12544150-YES-T-SHANIECE WILLIAMS


			12544151-YES-TS-CHRISTOPHER MATHEWS


			12544152-NO-TSHE-GAEL SANDRA FRANCOIS


			12544154-YES-THE-DANIELLI ESTEVA


			12544155-SKIP-T-ALANA HARDY


			12544156-YES-T-KIYONNA WHITE


			12544159-YES-T-BRIAN HENRIQUEZ


			12544161-YES-T-ADELA BRADLEY


			12544163-NO-T-KYLE BREY


			12544164-NO-T-BRENDON ROMERO


			12544165-NO-T-_KING GUERERRO


			12544167-YES-T-AUDE TCHIE


			12544168-YES-T-ERICKA LYMAN


			12544170-NO-T-VICTOR ORISCAR


			12544172-YES-T-RACHEAL NOBLE


			12544177-YES-T-TARANG PATEL


			12544178-YES-T-MAUREEN


			12544180-NO-T-LATOYA MURRAY


			12544181-YES-T-KEVIN DALIA


			12544182-YES-TH-RIIAH DURANTE


			12544183-NO-T-JEAN MERZIER


			12544291-YES-T-KEVIN DALIA


			12544301-YES-TH-RIIAH DURANTE


			12544303-NO-T-JEAN MERZIER


			12625372-YES-T-SHIRAN SCHAHAF


			12625394-YES-TSHE-KEISHLA CARRERO


			12625413-NO-T-JORDAN THOMAS


			12625416-YES-T-ROBERT RODRIGUEZ


			12625419-YES-T-CLAUDIA HADJEZ


			12625421-YES-T-SHANIECE WILLIAMS


			12625422-YES-TS-CHRISTOPHER MATHEWS


			12625424-NO-TSHE-GAEL SANDRA FRANCOIS


			12625428-YES-THE-DANIELLI ESTEVA


			12625430-SKIP-T-ALANA HARDY


			12625431-YES-T-KIYONNA WHITE


			12625434-YES-T-BRIAN HENRIQUEZ


			12625437-YES-T-ADELA BRADLEY


			12625441-NO-T-KYLE BREY


			12625444-NO-T-BRENDON ROMERO


			12625447-NO-T-_KING GUERERRO


			12625448-YES-T-AUDE TCHIE


			12625449-YES-T-ERICKA LYMAN


			12625453-NO-T-VICTOR ORISCAR


			12625454-YES-T-RACHEAL NOBLE


			12625455-YES-T-TARANG PATEL


			12625457-YES-T-MAUREEN


			12625459-NO-T-LATOYA MURRAY


			12625461-YES-T-KEVIN DALIA


			12625465-YES-TH-RIIAH DURANTE


			12625469-NO-T-JEAN MERZIER


			12630410-NO-TSE-CLAY SAUNDERS


			12630478-NO-T-BRITTNI BENT


			12630479-YES-S-KEYSHA JUSTE


			12630482-SKIP-T-SHENIKA HUTCHESON


			12630483-YES-TSHE-KAILA MOORE


			12630491-NO-T-VINCENT SILVANIO


			12630492-SKIP-H-KIARA PAVON


			12630493-YES-E-KING GURERRO


			12630568-NO-T-JANDAYIA LUBIN


			12630723-NO-T-ZUJEYD JARQUIN


			12630725-NO-T-JUSTIN PETERSON


			12630726-YES-TSE-FUQUAN WHITFIELD


			12630728-YES-S-EULOND KELLY


			12630730-NO-H-IMEN AOUIDA


			12630732-NO-T-NASTASSJA EPPS


			12630733-NO-S-STACIE DAY


			12630735-NO-H-CATHERINE ROMERO


			12630740-YES-T-ALEXANDER LINARES


			12630743-NO-T-RODRIGUEZ


			12631145-YES-TE-DANIEL ROSENBERG


			12631147-NO-T-SHAN BARNETT


			12631181-NO-TSHE-MONIQUE MCCREARY


			12632211-NO-T-JANDAYIA LUBIN


			12632212-NO-T-ZUJEYD JARQUIN


			12632215-NO-T-JUSTIN PETERSON


			12632217-YES-TSE-FUQUAN WHITFIELD


			12632263-YES-T-SHIRAN SCHAHAF


			12632264-YES-TSHE-KEISHLA CARRERO


			12632271-YES-S-SHUYANG XIE


			12632272-NO-T-JORDAN THOMAS


			12632275-YES-T-ROBERT RODRIGUEZ


			12632277-YES-T-CLAUDIA HADJEZ


			12632279-YES-T-SHANIECE WILLIAMS


			12632280-YES-TS-CHRISTOPHER MATHEWS


			12632283-NO-H-ANNETTE THOMPSON


			12632285-NO-TSHE-GAEL SANDRA FRANCOIS


			12632286-YES-THE-DANIELLI ESTEVA


			12632287-SKIP-T-ALANA HARDY


			12632289-YES-T-KIYONNA WHITE


			12632291-YES-T-BRIAN HENRIQUEZ


			12632292-YES-T-ADELA BRADLEY


			12632298-NO-T-KYLE BREY


			12632300-NO-T-BRENDON ROMERO


			12632301-NO-T-_KING GUERERRO


			12632303-YES-T-AUDE TCHIE


			12632305-YES-T-ERICKA LYMAN


			12632308-NO-T-VICTOR ORISCAR


			12632310-NO-TSHE-RAYMOND CHETRAM


			12632313-YES-T-RACHEAL NOBLE


			12632314-YES-T-TARANG PATEL


			12632316-YES-T-MAUREEN


			12632317-NO-T-LATOYA MURRAY


			12632319-YES-T-KEVIN DALIA


			12632320-YES-TH-RIIAH DURANTE


			12632323-NO-T-JEAN MERZIER


			12632587-NO-T-JANDAYIA LUBIN


			12632854-NO-T-ZUJEYD JARQUIN


			12632855-NO-T-JUSTIN PETERSON


			12632856-YES-TSE-FUQUAN WHITFIELD


			12632862-YES-S-EULOND KELLY


			12632863-NO-H-IMEN AOUIDA


			12632864-NO-T-NASTASSJA EPPS


			12632865-NO-S-STACIE DAY


			12633131-NO-H-CATHERINE ROMERO


			12633133-YES-T-ALEXANDER LINARES


			12633135-NO-T-RODRIGUEZ


			12633137-YES-TE-DANIEL ROSENBERG


			12633140-NO-T-SHAN BARNETT


			12633240-NO-TSHE-MONIQUE MCCREARY


			12634452-YES-S-EULOND KELLY


			12634453-NO-H-IMEN AOUIDA


			12635330-NO-T-NASTASSJA EPPS


			12635332-NO-S-STACIE DAY


			12635335-NO-H-CATHERINE ROMERO


			12635338-YES-T-ALEXANDER LINARES


			12635341-NO-T-RODRIGUEZ


			12635342-YES-TE-DANIEL ROSENBERG


			12635344-NO-T-SHAN BARNETT


			12635346-NO-TSHE-MONIQUE MCCREARY


			12684355-NO-T-MAJD ALSAKLOULL


			12684362-NO-T-PETER RODRIGUEZ


			12684363-YES-T-CALVIN GRAHAM


			12685544-YES-T-CLOUDINE ALMONOR


			12685545-YES-T-ALYSSA PINA


			12685546-YES-TSHE-TIFFANY NUNEZ


			12687514-YES-T-ARMANI


			12687515-YES-TSHE-JAYDE ROSSER


			12687519-NO-T-MICHAEL SCHERALDI


			12687520-YES-T-DESMONT JONES


			12687522-YES-T-STACY NAPOLEON


			12687524-NO-T-B WILLIS


			12687525-NO-T-GASTON ARELLANO


			12687526-YES-S-RACHEL FERRERA


			12701932-NO-T-MAJD ALSAKLOULL


			12701935-NO-T-PETER RODRIGUEZ


			12701936-YES-T-CALVIN GRAHAM


			12701937-YES-T-CLOUDINE ALMONOR


			12701938-YES-T-ALYSSA PINA


			12701939-YES-TSHE-TIFFANY NUNEZ


			12702281-YES-T-ARMANI


			12702282-YES-TSHE-JAYDE ROSSER


			12702374-NO-TE-IAN HARKINS 


			12702476-NO-T-DANNY LEVONS


			12702527-NO-TE-GABRIELA BRUBAKER


			12702528-YES-H-DARIELLE NEWTON


			12702529-NO-T-DOMINIQUE BROWN SMITH


			12702530-NO-S-KARRIE GARCIA


			12702531-YES-TH-ELLEN CARRERO


			12702534-YES-T-ANDREW SADEK


			12702552-YES-H-MOLLY FLYNN


			12702553-NO-T-ZIYAD KIRBY


			12702558-NO-S-COURTLYN HEARD


			12702560-NO-H-VALENTINA MONTELEON


			12702561-SKIP-T-MAGDA ACREUS


			12702562-YES-T-JASMINE YOUNG


			12702563-NO-T-LANAI LOPEZ


			12702564-YES-HE-SHYAIRA DINEEN


			12702566-NO-T-KAT MENA


			12702567-YES-T-LORI SIINO


			12702568-YES-T-ASHONTAE' MCELVEEN


			12702569-NO-TSHE-MONTAHA ABDALLAH


			12702571-NO-T-MARIE DIENG


			12702572-YES-T-KAI PIGOTT


			12702573-NO-S-CAITLYN EDDY


			12702574-YES-E-DEVONTIE EDWARDS


			12702575-NO-S-STEVEN JACCOBS


			12702639-NO-TS-AMANDA JONES


			12702642-YES-T-BETSY F PEREZ


			12702643-NO-THE-CHOCOLATE THUNDER


			12702645-NO-T-JONATHAN BERNABE


			12702797-NO-T-DAVI ARRON


			12702822-NO-T-REBEKKA GREENWALT


			12702824-NO-T-ASHLEY LUGO


			12702825-NO-TS-AIMMEE POLLARD


			12702900-NO-TSE-ROXANNE DAVIES


			12702902-NO-T-DARIAN HASELTINE


			12702904-YES-T-DAVALOUS WYNN


			12702906-YES-TSHE-STEPHANIE MESKAUSKAS


			12702909-NO-T-MARTINA GRIGIO


			12702912-NO-H-D'ANDRA BEAL


			12702913-YES-S-MICHAEL BARROSO


			12702914-SKIP-T-SYDNEY INGRAM


			12702915-YES-T-AMINATTA SILLAH


			12702916-NO-SE-STEPHEN MILLS


			12702920-NO-T-SHANNA SUTTINGTON


			12702921-NO-T-MIKE ANDERSON


			12702922-NO-E-JAMES SIMON


			12702923-NO-T-ATINA HALLIDAY


			12702925-NO-T-REGINALD LEWIS


			12702926-SKIP-TS-ANDREW MCNALLY


			12702927-NO-T-SAMUEL CAMPBELL


			12702928-YES-TS-SOPHONIE DAGRIN


			12702930-YES-TH-EUNORICK DUNCAN


			12702932-NO-TSH-REGINE EXALAN


			12702934-NO-TH-KARLA GOVEA


			12702937-YES-TSHE-LAURA GAGLIARDI 


			12703896-NO-T-MICHAEL SCHERALDI


			12703897-YES-T-DESMONT JONES


			12703898-YES-T-STACY NAPOLEON


			12703899-NO-T-B WILLIS


			12703900-NO-T-GASTON ARELLANO


			12703901-YES-S-RACHEL FERRERA


			12707309-YES-TS-TASHAWN COLBERT


			12712878-SKIP--DANNY LEVONS


			12778843-NO-TE-IAN HARKINS 


			12778846-NO-TS-AMANDA JONES


			12778848-YES-T-BETSY F PEREZ


			12778849-NO-THE-CHOCOLATE THUNDER


			12778850-NO-T-JONATHAN BERNABE


			12778874-NO-T-DAVI ARRON


			12778875-NO-T-REBEKKA GREENWALT


			12778876-NO-T-ASHLEY LUGO


			12778878-NO-TS-AIMMEE POLLARD


			12778880-NO-TSE-ROXANNE DAVIES


			12778881-NO-T-DARIAN HASELTINE


			12778883-YES-T-DAVALOUS WYNN


			12778884-YES-TSHE-STEPHANIE MESKAUSKAS


			12778886-NO-T-MARTINA GRIGIO


			12778888-NO-H-D'ANDRA BEAL


			12778889-YES-S-MICHAEL BARROSO


			12778890-SKIP-T-SYDNEY INGRAM


			12778891-YES-T-AMINATTA SILLAH


			12778893-NO-SE-STEPHEN MILLS


			12778894-NO-T-SHANNA SUTTINGTON


			12778896-NO-T-MIKE ANDERSON


			12778897-NO-E-JAMES SIMON


			12778898-NO-T-ATINA HALLIDAY


			12778900-NO-T-REGINALD LEWIS


			12778901-SKIP-TS-ANDREW MCNALLY


			12778902-NO-T-SAMUEL CAMPBELL


			12778903-YES-TS-SOPHONIE DAGRIN


			12778905-YES-TH-EUNORICK DUNCAN


			12778906-NO-TSH-REGINE EXALAN


			12778907-NO-TH-KARLA GOVEA


			12778909-YES-TSHE-LAURA GAGLIARDI 


			12778912-YES-TS-TASHAWN COLBERT


			12785384-YES-SH-SHASHANA FIEDLER


			12785386-YES-H-ELLERIE DAWSON


			12785387-NO-T-ROBERT VALENTIN


			12785388-YES-TSHE-HECTOR PIZARRO


			12785431-YES-S-EULOND KELLY


			12785432-NO-H-CATHERINE ROMERO


			12785433-NO-T-ZUJEYD JARQUIN


			12785435-NO-T-NASTASSJA EPPS


			12785436-NO-T-JANDAYIA LUBIN


			12785441-NO-S-STACIE DAY


			12785443-NO-TSHE-MONIQUE MCCREARY


			12785444-NO-E-PATRICIA MARTINEZ


			12785445-NO-T-RODRIGUEZ


			12785447-YES-TE-DANIEL ROSENBERG


			12785448-YES-T-CYNTHIA DAVIS


			12785449-NO-T-ARIELLE WHIPPLE


			12785452-YES-T-ALEXANDER LINARES


			12785454-YES-S-JOSHUA TAPIA


			12785455-NO-H-IMEN AOUIDA


			12785456-YES-H-RUTH GERMAIN


			12785458-NO-T-SHAN BARNETT


			12785459-NO-T-SELIN OZTURK


			12785460-NO-TSHE-LAURA FINLET


			12785463-NO-T-JUSTIN PETERSON


			12785464-YES-E-NIKIA MARTINEZ


			12785466-YES-TS-FRANKLIN BENOIT


			12785467-YES-SE-MARGARET ORSIK


			12785471-YES-S-FRANCOIS JIEUMO


			12785472-YES-S-BRITTNEY MORDAN


			12785473-YES-S-CAITLIN CONNOR


			12785475-YES-TSE-FUQUAN WHITFIELD


			12785477-NO-T-FRANCESCO SCIMONELLI


			12804034-YES-T-ZEGER


			12804046-NO-T-STEVE PARSONS


			12804047-YES-TS-CLAYTON IDLE


			12804048-NO-H-HEINRICH ROSE


			12804049-YES-TE-HUMBERTO RIVERA


			12804051-YES-T-GREGORY T BOHAN


			12804052-NO-T-KATHERINE RUSSELL


			12804053-NO-S-ASHLEY MILESCHKOWSKY


			12804054-NO-TSE-STELLA QUINTERO


			12804057-NO-T-ALEXIS GIBLER


			12804058-NO-E-MICHAEL HAERTING


			12804059-NO-T-RICHARD CZARASTY


			12804060-YES-T-SAMMY CABAN


			12804061-YES-T-GREG KAYLOR


			12804062-NO-T-MICHAELA WALKER 


			12804063-NO-S-ELENA PEROULAKIS


			12877163-YES-T-ALYSSA PINA


			12877164-NO-T-B WILLIS


			12877167-YES-T-VIVIANA POSSO


			12877168-YES-S-RACHEL FERRERA


			12877169-NO-T-PETER RODRIGUEZ


			12877170-YES-T-ANTHONY FILS_AIME


			12877171-NO-T-GASTON ARELLANO


			12877172-YES-T-ARMANI


			12877173-YES-TSHE-TIFFANY NUNEZ


			12877174-YES-T-IMMACULA ARISTHENE


			12877175-YES-T-HILMA NEWELL


			12877176-YES-TSHE-JAYDE ROSSER


			12877179-YES-T-STACY NAPOLEON


			12877181-YES-T-CLOUDINE ALMONOR


			12877182-NO-T-MAJD ALSAKLOULL


			12877183-NO-T-MICHAEL SCHERALDI


			12877184-YES-T-KATHY MOLNAR


			12877185-YES-T-DESMONT JONES


			12877186-YES-T-CALVIN GRAHAM


			12965991-NO-T-DANNY LEVONS


			12965994-NO-H-VALENTINA MONTELEON


			12965995-YES-T-ASHONTAE' MCELVEEN


			12965996-NO-T-KAT MENA


			12965997-YES-HE-SHYAIRA DINEEN


			12965999-YES-T-ANDREW SADEK


			12966000-NO-S-KARRIE GARCIA


			12966001-NO-T-MARIE DIENG


			12966002-YES-H-MOLLY FLYNN


			12966004-NO-S-CAITLYN EDDY


			12966005-NO-S-STEVEN JACCOBS


			12966006-NO-TSHE-MONTAHA ABDALLAH


			12966009-YES-H-DARIELLE NEWTON


			12966011-YES-TSE-REYNALDO RODRIGUEZ


			12966013-NO-TE-GABRIELA BRUBAKER


			12966014-YES-T-LORI SIINO


			12966016-NO-T-LANAI LOPEZ


			12966017-YES-TH-ELLEN CARRERO


			12966018-NO-T-ZIYAD KIRBY


			12966019-NO-S-COURTLYN HEARD


			12966020-YES-T-KAI PIGOTT


			12966022-SKIP-T-MAGDA ACREUS


			12966023-YES-E-DEVONTIE EDWARDS


			12966024-NO-T-DOMINIQUE BROWN SMITH


			12966026-YES-T-JASMINE YOUNG


			12994240-YES-TSHE-JOSE SEGUROLA


			12994241-NO-T-ANDRE


			12994242-YES-S-ANTWON EVERETT


			12994243-NO-T-LETOYA GONZALEZ


			12994244-NO-T-JEMIMS ALTEME


			12994245-YES-T-ELIEZER SANTOS


			12994246-YES-T-CARL MILLER


			12994247-YES-TSHE-JOHANNA OVIEDO


			12994248-YES-TSHE-ANGEL NIEVES


			12994249-YES-T-THASIANNA PIERRE


			12994251-SKIP-T-ANTHONY LESLIE


			12994252-YES-T-KAREN BALTODANO


			12994253-NO-T-NOEL MEMBRENO


			12994254-YES-TSE-BIANCA WOODALL


			12994256-NO-T-JUSTIN WASHINGTON


			12994257-YES-T-HUMBERTO IGLESIAS


			12994258-YES-T-KEVIM TABOUDUIA


			12994260-YES-T-SHUNTORIA LEONARD


			12994261-YES-T-EDUARDO DELGADO


			12994262-YES-S-IVANNA BURAYE


			12994263-YES-T-MUHAMMAD SAJJAD


			12994264-NO-T-CARLTON PETERSON


			12994265-YES-T-ISAAC BABALOLA


			12994266-YES-T-KHALI OSTANNE


			12994267-YES-THE-MONICA GONZALEZ


			12994268-NO-T-RONEL ESPINOSA


			12994269-YES-TSHE-DOUGLAS LEVY


			12994270-YES-T-ELIEZER JULES


			12994272-YES-TS-SHAVANNA DOUGLAS


			12994273-YES-TSHE-MARIA REYES


			12994274-YES-TSHE-WILSON G ROJAS


			12994276-YES-TSHE-ERICK ON-SANG


			12994277-NO-T-STEFANIE ARRIERA


			12994278-NO-E-ALBERTO RAMIREZ


			12994281-NO-T-GIOVAN LUCAS


			12994286-NO-T-JACKIE FRANCOIS


			12994287-YES-TSHE-ALAIN GONZALEZ


			12994288-NO-T-ROBERT MARKS


			12994289-NO-TSHE-JC


			12994290-NO-E-JURGEN HIDALGO


			12994291-YES-T-TED DAVIS


			12994292-NO-T-FRANTZCISE HENRY


			12994294-YES-T-GENOLA JONES


			12994296-NO-H-TIMMALYNA TORRES


			12994297-YES-TS-AMBER MCCLAIN


			12994298-NO-TSHE-JOLINA CHARLES


			12994299-NO-HE-PAULO URIBE


			12994300-NO-H-KENDER BENOIT


			12994301-NO-E-DENISE PIERRE


			12994302-NO-T-SEBASTIAN HOLSVIK-GARCIA


			12994303-NO-T-JESSICA VERNE


			12994304-NO-T-SIMEON ANDERSON


			12994305-YES-HE-PAOLA ESPINOSA


			12994306-NO-TH-THERESA HAMMETT


			12994307-NO-T-NECUSL BELCOMBE


			12994308-YES-TSHE-FRANCISCO ORTEGA


			12994309-NO-T-SABRINA EUSTACHE


			12994311-SKIP-T-ERICK JEAN


			12994312-YES-T-WOODY MERILUS


			12994313-YES-TS-ASHLEY SIMPREUX


			12994314-NO-T-SAMUEL PITA


			12994316-YES-T-JASMINE THEOPHIL


			12994317-YES-T-HANEN


			12994319-YES-T-MIGUEL MORENO


			12994320-NO-TSH-DIANA PIERRE


			12994321-NO-T-JEFFERSON QUISHPE


			13228852-YES-TSHE-LUIS FONTANEZ


			13228854-NO-S-JEANIDE BESSARD


			13228855-NO-S-SHAYAA DONSON


			13228857-YES-T-LESLY THOMAS SANTOS


			13228859-YES-T-ERIK HEATTER


			13228860-YES-T-WUSTHANIA FONDOIT


			13228861-NO-T-ROSNIEL CASTRO


			13228862-SKIP-TSHE-KRISTEN CASANAS 


			13228864-NO-E-JOHN BELTRE


			13228865-YES-T-SAMANTHA PINO


			13228868-NO-SH-SANTIAGO 


			13228870-SKIP-H-DIANNE GONZALEZ


			13228871-YES-T-LUCIA CEDANO


			13228873-YES-E-RAUL RODRIGUEZ


			13236577-YES-TE-SHEILA GAINER


			13236582-NO-T-CYNTHIA LYNN


			13236583-NO-TE-DANA HERNDON


			13236585-YES-T-PETERSON WARBURTON


			13236586-NO-TH-LILIANA AGUDELO


			13236588-NO-T-LEONNE JEAN


			13236589-NO-E-PATRICK MORANCY


			13236591-NO-T-ORLIE JEDWAB 


			13236592-YES-H-NELLY RUBIO


			13236594-NO-H-SUSAN LABARBIERA


			13244815-NO-T-RAFAEL TAVARES


			13244816-NO-T-EDUARDO ALZONA


			13244817-SKIP-TE-ERIKA VALENCIA


			13244818-NO-T-BRIAN


			13244819-NO-E-JOHANNA PIARD


			13244820-NO-TE-JUAN PADILLA


			13244821-NO-T-EDWARD CASTILLO


			13244822-NO-T-ANGELO LOPEZ


			13244823-SKIP-SHE-KIMBERLY CASANAS


			13244825-YES-T-GENESIS BRICENO


			13244826-YES-E-ANGEL MONTALVO


			13244827-NO-TSHE-ROBERTO ALTONAGA


			13244829-YES-THE-KRISTY ZAMORA


			13244831-NO-THE-SHITAVIA HANKEREON


			13244832-NO-T-JESSICA LOUIS


			13244833-NO-E-DIANA NUNEZ


			13244834-NO-TS-MARCELL GUILLEN


			13244835-NO-TSHE-ADRIANA OLMOS


			13244837-SKIP-T-OLIVIA MARTINEZ


			13244838-SKIP-T-TATIANA LOPEZ


			13244839-SKIP-TSHE-JOSEPH KIERSKI


			13244840-NO-T-VANEZA MORALES


			13244841-YES-T-JESENIA MOSQUEDA


			13244842-YES-TE-RAQUEL MARTINEZ


			13244845-NO-T-CINDY CUADRA


			13244846-NO-S-EDWARD HOYOS


			13244847-NO-T-CASSANDRA JOSEPH










From: Gerry
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 3:26:44 PM


The beautiful town of  Port Salerno and downtown Stuart will be no more. I am against All Aboard Florida.  The
 intersections especially In downtown Stuart are a mess now and will cut off traffic all along the highway. It will cut
 off downtown Stuart plus all the resturants  fishing and assess to the intercostal all the way to Port Salerno.


Geraldin Kinney of Port Salerno


Down with All Aboard Florida



mailto:gerryandcal@gmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: PAT GUSTAITIS
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard train
Date: Thursday, October 30, 2014 3:17:43 PM


As a resident of North Hutchinson Island, Fort Pierce FL, I must ask you to reconsider
 going through our area. We already wait for trains and a drawbridge that goes up
 often for tall boats. I can imagine many safety issues arising if we also must wait for a
 high speed train. There will be numerous car accidents for sure, not to mention
 possible car/train collisions. What happens if there is an emergency or ambulance
 trying to get past that bridge? Please visit our area before you make your final
 decision.
Than you,
Patricia Gustaitis
3120 North Highway A1A, Apt. 1405
Fort Pierce, FL 34949



mailto:gustaitis@sbcglobal.net
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From: scubatsa
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: scubatsa@aol.com
Subject: ALLABOARDFLORIDA
Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 1:19:57 AM


This project will send too many trains through Florida's coastal towns, creating increased
 noise levels in peaceful areas. The increase in trains through towns will slow many workers
 on their way to work.
Respectfully,
Sara K. Allen


Sent via the Samsung Galaxy Mega™, an AT&T 4G LTE smartphone



mailto:scubatsa@aol.com
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From: Jane
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: I am not All Aboard
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:25:36 AM


Why tie up all the boat and car traffic an addition 32 times a day to take a FEW passengers to Orlando?  After
 departing West Palm Beach, cut west and use existing tracks that run up through the center of the State. 


How can you make a profit?  I know Amtrack and TriRail aren't. 


Justine Jane Ball
Stuart, Fl



mailto:janehobesound@bellsouth.net
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From: Robert A. Gay
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: fenton303@me.com
Date: Saturday, November 22, 2014 3:36:19 PM


My Name: Robert A. Gay


My Email: fenton303@me.com


My Address:


414 South Beach Road
Hobe sound, FL 33455


I am totally against the Train. It is financially unsound, not safe. noisy, upsetting to boaters
 and school children….and improperly being paid for….by the very same tax payers who are
 against it. I am one of them.


Please fail.



mailto:fenton303@me.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Jay Koerber
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: A Bad Idea
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 3:54:35 PM


To cause noise and traffic congestion in our towns with a government subsidized rail service we can't afford and
 don't want is unconscionable.


Please stop AAF in its present form.  As a private venture kept out of our towns, OK fine.  It will fail, but that's
 private enterprise.  To spend nonexistent public funds on this boondoggle is government waste at its worst.


Jay Koerber
Sent from my iPad



mailto:jak1421@gmail.com
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From: Liz Piel
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 3:40:01 PM


To John Winkle,


Here in Stuart Florida, putting the new rail for All Aboard Florida through the town would be  disaster for those
 living here.
I have waited over a half hour in line for a freight train of 140 cars to get over the tracks to the hospital.
To add trains on the present line would make living here dangerous and impossible.
All Aboard Florida does not plan to stop it's passenger service in our town.


Please consider moving the tracks to run along the I-95 where it will not be interfering in the ambulance service and
other emergency vehicles going to Martin County hospital.


Thank you,
Liz Piel
Stuart, Fl 34996



mailto:lbhpiel@gmail.com
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From: Kirtis Douglas
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: I am not aboard the new trains....
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:16:33 AM


We live close to the railroad tracks and do not want more trains running through our
 neighborhood. Let them take their trains to the west. Makes more sense!
Thank you,
Kirtis Douglas



mailto:douglaskirtis@yahoo.com
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From: Town Manager
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ATTN: Mr. John Winkle
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:53:48 PM
Attachments: RESOLUTION 2014-08 AAF.pdf


Mr. Winkle –
 
Please see the attached Resolution 2014-08 in reference to the Town of Orchid’s position on All
 Aboard Florida.
 


 
Deb C. Branwell
Town Manager
Town of Orchid
7707-1 US Hwy 1
Vero Beach, FL  32967
772.581.2770 P 
772.581.2771 F  
www.townoforchid.com
 
For evil to flourish, all that is needed is for good people to do nothing.  Edmund Burke
 
Under Florida law, e-mail addresses are public records.  If you do not want your e-mail address released
 in response to a public-records request, do not send electronic mail to this entity.  Instead, contact this
 office by phone or in writing.
 
 


This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus
 protection is active.



mailto:townmanager@townoforchid.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
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From: Fred Purello
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 2:37:09 PM


An example of government and business collaborating on a project the people do not want and is
 not in their best interest……..



mailto:fredpurello@comcast.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: paul sweetnam
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: freight line
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:46:41 AM


My name is Paul Sweetnam and I live in a retirement community called Pelican Pointe in Sebastian, FL.  We bought
 this home as our forever home after many years of hard work.  All this is now threatened by the "all aboard"
 proposal to add passenger service to Miami.  I believe this is all a ploy to use this set of rails for the  transport of
 freight after the Panama Canal is widened.  Please do not allow "all aboard" to disrupt our lives!  Paul Sweetnam,
 5835 Marina Drive #5, Sebastian, Fl  722-918-8845



mailto:sweetnampaul@yahoo.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Steve Holcomb
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: A debacle waiting to happen
Date: Saturday, October 11, 2014 1:07:38 PM


Dear Mr. Wilnkle,
 I live in Vero Beach and I vote there. If I had a vote to cast regarding All Aboard
 Florida I would paint the NO box black with permanent magic marker. While I am
 a supporter of our Governor Rick Scott, he is so far out in left field on this issue
 that he might as well be in the nosebleed bleachers. That's all to say that I think
 this project is a dumb ass way for us taxpayers to loose money, because that is
 what will happen if this foolish plan gets implemented. The key issue for me is the
 very real possibility of a waste of taxpayer money. This project will be DOA
 because the ridership is NOT there, notwithstanding the inane projections of paid
 "professionals" who are guessing with hot air. There is no way people will ride
 the rails when they can ride their own wheels or rent them. Please stop this pink
 elephant in its tracks. Shoot it.  Respectfully, Steve Holcomb



mailto:sfh3@hotmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Greg Pierce
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 4:08:09 PM


I strongly oppose it for several very good reasons, mostly traffic issues, both vehicle and marine. It is
 a VERY bad idea whose time has NOT come.
 
 
Gregory J. Pierce
United Yacht Sales
Old Port Cove Plaza
1200 US Highway 1
Suite E
North Palm Beach, Fl. 33408
561-385-4564
www.unitedyacht.com
Exclusive East Coast dealer for Salish Sea Yachts
www.salishyachts.com
 



mailto:greg@unitedyacht.com
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From: Fleetwood Chesnutt
To: AAF_Comments_Reply
Subject: I am speaking up against the All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, December 4, 2014 5:43:30 PM


My husband and I are Floridians.  Born and raised on the East Coast.  We have raised a family here,
 are local business owners and still have a large family living in Vero Beach Florida.  My husband and I
 are against All Aboard Florida.  Our address is 6466 55th Square, Vero Beach, Fl.  The closest fire
 station is on the other side of the tracks from our home as well as the beach, the river and closest
 grocery store, post office and several of our family members.  We will not benefit from this venture
 and it will have a serious negative impact of our everyday lives.   It is my opinion that to be a success
 the tracks should be west of the major population centers along the river on the east coast.
 
Fleetwood and Jan L. Chesnutt
FleetwoodChesnutt@att.net
Home office 772-562-8921
Cell 772-913-1380
 



mailto:fleetwoodchesnutt@att.net
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From: Town Manager
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: townclerk@townoforchid.com
Subject: ATTN: Mr. John Winkle
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 1:40:28 PM
Attachments: Mayor Letter 11-24-14.pdf


Mr. Winkle –
 
Attached please find a letter from Mayor Harold Ofstie of the Town of Orchid, Florida.
 


 
Deb C. Branwell
Town Manager
Town of Orchid
7707-1 US Hwy 1
Vero Beach, FL  32967
772.581.2770 P 
772.581.2771 F  
www.townoforchid.com
 
For evil to flourish, all that is needed is for good people to do nothing.  Edmund Burke
 
Under Florida law, e-mail addresses are public records.  If you do not want your e-mail address released
 in response to a public-records request, do not send electronic mail to this entity.  Instead, contact this
 office by phone or in writing.
 
 


This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus
 protection is active.
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From: Rodney Loper
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:41:43 PM


Hello,
I am writing to voice my concern about the proposed addition of the All Aboard Florida train. 
 I live in Hobe Sound right beside the rail way.  (I live at 8007 SE Coconut St. Hobe Sound 
33455)  
1.  I have four children who enjoy playing in the yard.  I am Very concerned that the number 
and the speed of the trains pose a hazard to children, who might be attracted to the fast moving
 object.  (How many children put coins on the track to see it smashed…?)
2. I am concerned about the noise proliferation caused by the addition of these trains. No 
matter how quiet the enjoins are there is still “track noise”.  Further, what about the whistle at 
every crossing?
3. What about the Pollution of these trains - yes I am aware that they are “ energy efficient”.  
But what about all the dust that is stirred up, the cars that have to wait at the tracks for the 
trains to pass, and a host of other issues just like these that I have cited. 
4. What about the drop in home values that those along the track will no doubt sustain.  
In a fragile housing market we need all the value we can get from our homes. 


I believe you should at least erect a fence to protect kids or even a foliage barrier would 
suffice.  Further, I believe that some kind of sound barrier should be placed to eliminate the 
noise pollution that will be generated.  Lastly, I believe an assessment of the impact on home 
values should be carefully considered by an outside firm, and a settlement offered to 
homeowners within an impact zone.


I would be happy to discuss these issues further if you choose.


blessings,


Rodney Loper



mailto:rodneyloper@hobesoundbiblechurch.com
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From: JOANN LIEBERMAN
To: AAF-comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@DOT.Gov; wdavis@ircgov.com; jflescher@ircgov.com;


 tzorc@ircgov.com; pobryan@ircgov.com; bsolari@ircgov.com
Cc: Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: from Joann Lieberman
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:26:34 AM


I am a resident of Indian River County and I also own a condo in Laguna Condominiums that I rent out.  This
 complex faces  Indian River Blvd. but the development goes west and approaches US1 near 41st St. in Vero Beach. 
 That makes it quite close to the RR tracks that are being considered for the high speed rail from Miami to Orlando.
I was looking into buying another condo in this area as a rental property but will not do this if the train being
 proposed is allowed.  That is just ONE of the many reasons why I am against this proposal.
  I lived in Miami for 20 some years and we moved to Vero because of the small town atmosphere, the quiet and the
 quaintness.  I believe that all the results of this proposal passing have not been completely researched.
I also want to know why Vero should have this brought through  our community when we receive None of the
 benefits.
  I would like a moratorium on this until more information about the specific effect this will have on our town and
 county.
Joann Lieberman
8580 Seacrest Dr.
Vero Beach, FL 32963
772-589-6054



mailto:ellen@flap.tv
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From: jerryohio@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AA ABOARD FLORIA
Date: Monday, November 24, 2014 10:40:32 PM


I AM AMAZED THAT "ALL ABOARD  FLORIDA"  would care so little of the Treasure
 Coast to want to ruin our communities..
    There have many efforts of local people to keep  the Treasure Coast cities vibrant. 
 
Please, locate the train more West instead right down the middle of Vero Beach, Fort Pierce
 and Stuart.
 
Thank You.  Mary J. Felton, Stuart, FL



mailto:jerryohio@comcast.net
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From: Lee
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 4:55:46 PM


All Aboard FL has not even begun addressing the problems that will be caused  on the water by closing the RR
 bridge in Stuart for 36 passenger trains plus freight trains.  In addition the Fed. RR Administration seems to just
 ignore the prospect of the damage to land values in Stuart, Pt. St. Lucie, and Vero Beach along the route. It sounds
 as though they want to just push this through Gestapo style.
Lee Morrison,      Stuart 


Sent from my iPad



mailto:morrisonjrw@comcast.net
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From: David Dale
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: I object to AAF
Date: Wednesday, November 12, 2014 1:35:12 PM


Words can hardly express how angry I am that the men behind AAF knowingly and willingly intend to damage me, my family and my neighbors. To
 add insult to injury they even have the effrontery to want me, as a taxpayer, to pay for the damage.  This is like forcing prisoners to dig their own
 graves.


If the FRA approves this loan it will simply prove that, once again,  the wealthy control the government and that the FRA is just a tool of the wealthy. 
 In this case you are just as guilty as the people behind AAF in having no sense of community and no sense of decency.


David Dale
4701 S. Indian River Drive
Ft. Pierce, FL 34982
772-595-0929



mailto:ddale1st@gmail.com
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From: Gibbons4Vero@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Gibbons4Vero@aol.com
Subject: ATTN: Mr John Winkle
Date: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 8:51:17 PM


I am writing to oppose the All Aboard Florida Project.  I cross the railroad tracks at least 8 times a week,
 often more than that, and I feel the increased traffic would increase my wait time/commute time.  I also
 am opposed to the increased noise that the trains would create, as my place of work is very close to the
 train tracks in Sebastian.  I do not believe that the rail service will be self sustaining and will not require
 tax dollars from the government. Finally I do not believe there is a true NEED for this service, at this time,
 in Florida.
Kay Gibbons
4465 62nd Court
Vero Beach, FL 32967
772-569-5164
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From: Cathy Hess
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:59:10 AM


We are very concerned about the trains coming through our area....Port St Lucie
 ...Fort Pierce...Jensen Beach...Stuart.


We have grandchildren on school buses...who will have to sit while the trains pass. 
 The traffic is challenging already in the areas of the tracks...and with the trains it will
 be unnerving.  Our environment....the impact of the trains will be life long damage.


Our towns will never be the same....
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From: RickCoroniti@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: greed
Date: Monday, November 10, 2014 2:54:11 PM


anyone who votes for the train issue is either making money off of it, or is nuts
 
RSCoroniti
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From: Reliantjeff
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AA Florida
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 6:24:26 AM


Im excited about the new rail service !
Hope it gets here sooner than later ,


Jeff S. FTL, Flo.
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From: Dixie
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 9:30:55 AM


Dear Sir, I want to voice my concern about the proposed All Aboard Florida.
I live in Hobe Sound and am vehemently opposed to the increased rail traffic that is projected to come thru our area.
 And I think we all know the supposed passenger rail is just a rouse to gain access to increased freight traffic. This
 will greatly decrease my personal property value and I think it unconscionable to do this to tax paying citizens.
 Dixie Bailey.
Sent from my iPhone
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From: Sharon Ferina
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, September 23, 2014 9:38:32 AM


I am writing to protest the proposed increase of rail traffic on the
 East Coast tracks.  Our little towns of Jensen Beach and Stuart are
 going to be negatively affected by the passing of 32 extra trains per
 day.  This means 32 more closings at the gates, 32 more noisy trains
 and whistle warnings and 32 more delays for the individuals living in
 these communities.
Every single person, business, school and more will be the victim of
 these extra train passings.
Please reconsider figuring out a way to use the tracks west of the
 turnpike to carry this rail traffic.
Sharon Ferina
Jensen Beach FL
772-692-4733
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From: Tom Daly
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Tom Daly
Subject: ATTN: Mr. John Winkle
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:58:47 PM


Mr. Winkle,


The DEIS addresses intensity and occurrence of noise and vibration events. It does not address the duration of these
 events. An accurate measure of the impact of these events must include all three metrics: intensity, occurrence, and
 duration.


The DEIS estimated impact of noise and vibration events is deficient.


Tom Daly
Vero Beach, FL
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From: Michael Underwood
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: guardians of martin co, letter re: AAF
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 6:58:01 PM


I support 100%
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From: Janet Coane
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAA
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:54:20 AM


All Aboard Florida will severely affect the quality  of life on the Treasure Coast. Noise,
 safety,property values, and the impact on the ecology must be taken into account.  The
 project may be beneficial to some interests but the negative consequences to others must be
 taken into account.
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From: Tom Keller
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 8:59:23 PM


The impact of additional trains will be more noise and vibration to an already nuisance train.
Not sure what benefits are obtained with more train traffic ?


Tom 
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From: Tracy Humston
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ATT: John Winkle
Date: Thursday, November 20, 2014 7:05:15 AM


Hello,


As a lifelong Brevard County resident who commutes to Orlando, like so many of us so from here, I am asking that
 the high speed train make stops in Orlando.


Sincerely,
Tracy Humston


Sent from my iPhone
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From: Peter Larrabee
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 5:07:02 PM


We wish to express our strong opposition to this proposed fiasco.  There is absolutely NO benefit to the Treasure
 Coast communities and its residents while creating enormous problems for the same.  We live on one side of the
 proposed tracks in Vero Beach but would have to cross these same tracks to get to emergency medical care.  The
 proposed number and frequency of  trains presents very real possible obstructions preventing such access for all
 those in a same or similar situation.  This alone is sufficient adverse impact to prevent this proposal from going
 forward.


Secondly, the same level of activity presents exponentially the potential for accidents with vehicles and pedestrians
 along the route.  The negative impact on the safety of the traveling public weighs heavily in opposition to such a
 proposal.


Thirdly, the delays experienced by vehicles waiting for trains to pass increases the amount of fuel burned and
 exhaust emissions dumped into the atmosphere.  In many parts of the country efforts are underway to prevent idling
 in a number of situations to try to reduce green house gases yet this increased level of forced vehicular idling, while
 small in individual doses, becomes significant when magnified by the number and frequency of the proposed train
 traffic.


Finally, the published proposed speed at which these trains will supposedly run does not compute.  Simple math
 (miles traveled divided by published times) clearly shows these trains will have to travel at a much greater speed
 then suggested.  This again imposes additional hazards and risk to all, including the traveling public.


All of this is based on a false estimate of demand and need.  There is no public passenger train service in the United
 States that is profitable and nothing suggests this will be the first.  The taxpayer will ultimately be on the hook for
 the loan default when these idiots fail.


Peter and Diane Larrabee
5985 Venetto Way
Vero Beach, FL  32967
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From: Terry
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: high speed rail
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 2:33:11 PM


As a long time resident of the Treasure Coast a I must express my concern for the proposed 32 per day trains
 running from Orlando to Miami. This country was founded on the premiss of For the People, By the People and Of
 the People. The residents of the Treasure Coast have spoken and voiced that this rail service is a major detriment to
 our communities. Locating the tracks through the less populated center of the state would make the most sense.
 Theresa Wood, Port St Lucie, Fl


Sent from my iPad
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From: Mort Mazer
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF & Freight Rail
Date: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 4:45:11 PM


I have difficult time finding a justification for continuing to push for approval of this project.


I'm sure you have read all the negatives including the huge financial loss due to lack of ridership
as is true of AMTRAC and all other rail services. 


The impact study quotes 2 1/2 minute delays at crossings.
So false. The 100 plus freight RR cars cause delays in excess of five minutes from rail
down to rail up. Very easy to verify.  The commuter trains will be quicker.


The movable bridges must be addressed.  They are a serious impediment
to water navigation.


Pages have been written on all the negatives.


Who will prevail?   ----   The politicians or the public.  Remains to be seen.
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From: Cathie Teal
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:37:43 AM


I am AGAINST the high speed unless if it goes WEST of our hometown of Jensen Beach. 
 Please don't ruin our beautiful town, lifestyle that we so enjoy.
We are boaters & it is difficult enough now waiting for the train bridge - I can't imagine the
 confusion/wait with 32 additional trains per day.


Move the train out west, have ONE am & pm train going both directions, STOP somewhere
 on the Treasure Coast.


Cathie Teal
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From: Chris & Denise Hatch
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ATT:JOHN WINKLE--Railroad Traffic-Jensen Beach
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:32:40 PM


Hi John


Jensen Beach is a”relatively quiet" River Front community-however the TRACKS run right thru down town-which
 impacts the local businesses & the nearby Residential Community!


We & our Community would be adversely affected by the major increase traffic much of which is dangerously set
 up like the intersection in RIO! As well as nearby Stuart!


We would Object to this proposal and would like you to take appropriate action to keep this from happening. Thank
 you so much. Chris & Denise Hatch & neighbors as well!
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From: Suebscott2@aol.com
To: aaaaaaa@aaa.aaa
Cc: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 5:15:50 PM


I am writing to express my opposition to the All Aboard Florida
 Proposal.  As an Indian River County resident living near the Barber
 Street crossing, I hear the horns and noise from the trains.
 
I drove a bus for twelve years crossing the tracks four times daily and
 have experienced many delays and I've seen Fire Trucks, Ambulances
 and Police Cars with lights activated waiting for the tracks to clear.
 
At 49th Street in Vero Beach many times I've waited over twenty
 minutes because cars were being shifted to a concrete plant.
 
I don't think the person that thought up this nightmare cares what
 kind  of a mess they create. They have not been honest or thoughtful.
 
There is a need for rail service in the midsection of our country. 
 Farmers cannot get their crops to market and are forced to pay
 storage fees until service is available.  They should attack that
 problem rather than creating a problem for us by wanting to transfer
 Miami's Cubans to Disney and Fantasy Land.
 
Please reject their application.
 
Sincerely
Dempsey C Scott
103 Arcadia Dr
Sebastian FL 32958
772 589 4673
suebscott2@aol.com
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From: Sheila Ledbetter
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: high speed trains
Date: Thursday, October 23, 2014 11:41:08 AM


I would like to register my objection - in the strongest possible terms - to the proposed high
 speed trains passing through The Treasure Coast in general, and Vero Beach in particular. If
 approved, this would go against EVERY aspect of this community and my reasons for
 choosing to live in and invest in Vero Beach for the past twenty years or so. Sheila Ledbetter
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From: rcrawfor
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF - Bad for Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 11:54:46 AM


Dear Sir/Madam,


I am writing to express my concerns with all aboard Florida. I believe the project will harm
 many of the residents in the areas that will be affected by the 32 additional trains that will
 pass through our community each day. There are many places where I live in Jupiter where
 we already experienced traffic delays and noise pollution and in some cases the train delays
 are exacerbated by bridge delays nearby. The idea of 32 additional trains passing through our
 community each day will have a hugely negative effect on our quality of life. I also do not
 believe that there is a significant number of citizen that are interested in commuter rail from
 Miami to Orlando Airport. I believe that Florida East Coast Industries is simply trying to
 finance the improvement of their existing infrastructure by sellin everybody on a commuter
 train Time and time again these types of trains are very expensive and underutilized. In this
 case the people who live along the rail lines will pay a huge price for what will be under
 utilized asset. All of this not to mention the major disruption that these trains will inflict on
 the boating communities which are already dealing with old and very slow bridges that have
 to open and close for each train.


Please do not support this project. Thank you for your consideration. 


Sincerely,


Rod Crawford
Jupiter, Fl


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone
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From: Lee Horninger
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: DON"T want fla railroad
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:27:46 PM


I feel this would be a huge mistake and we are totally against building a high speed railroad. It
 will only create more problems in Florida and be a detriment to our environment . We already
 are fighting enough battles with our environment and we are losing most of them, The
 problems with the Everglades, The Port St Lucie River, Okeechobee Lake, The water wars
 between GA and Florida, The Oil Spill in the Panhandle, I could go on and on.  Its time we take
 a stand and stop doing more damage to our state, Someone has got to put their foot down,
 and get their hands our of the pockets of the government and take a stand for the
 environment, not ruin it for the sake of getting from one place to another faster.  We already
 have that covered, we have buses, trains and planes and cars,
enough pollution, we don’t want anymore.
Lee Horninger
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From: Cline, Robert
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 5:19:55 PM


Absolutely NOT! I am a resident of Stuart, Fl, a voter, a boater and a full time resident.


This plan is short-sighted, politically and RR motivated and skewed.


The report is pure fantasy and arrogance and I will garner any and all resources to ensure that those who continue to
 push this travesty on the residents are voted out of office!


Absolutely one-sided towards Orlando and south Florida but a horrible injustice to all in between!


Stop now!


Bob Cline
2825 SE Paramount Place
Stuart, FL


Registered Republican
Cell: 561-412-9403
Sent from my iPhone
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From: Marc
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:32:58 AM


I want to express that I am against all Aboard
The noise and distraction to the Treasure Coast would be devastating to the area.
Should you detour it more inland And service people in Martin and St Lucie counties as opposed to just
 negatively affecting them I would be open to discussion. 
Please do not disturb our area.


Marc Gittleman
838 SW Palm Cove Dr.
Palm City Fl.


CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail and any files attached may contain confidential
 and proprietary information. Access by the intended recipient only is authorized. Any liability
 arising from any party acting, or refraining from acting, on any information contained in this
 e-mail is hereby excluded. If you are not the intended recipient, please notify the sender
 immediately, destroy the original transmission and its attachments and do not disclose the
 contents to any other person, use it for any purpose, or store or copy the information in any
 medium.  
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From: tombalch@live.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Aaf
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:34:07 PM


Sent from my iPAll Aboard Florida would be a disaster for the Treasure Coast. The eventual cost of replacing it
 with further west route will at least double the cost of doing it right the first time! A boondoggle taking shape. 772-
569-6741
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From: Csunny34932
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: in regards to this high speed train
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:45:41 AM


The high speed train would have numerous bad effects on Stuart , FL and on Jensen Beach, FL.   There
 are a number of dangerous intersections and a very old draw bridge this train with go over.
 
Put this thing out west by the turnpike!!!    DO NOT PUT IN ON THE TRACKS THAT GO THRU THESE
 CHARMING CITIES.  YOU WILL RUIN THEM.
 
Carole Kugler
7965 Horned Lark Cir
Port St Lucie, FL 34952
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From: Richard Erth
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF - Comments
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 6:44:39 AM


I live in Palm City, Florida which is within the metropolitan Stuart Florida area.
 
I have two major concerns:


1)        What I believe to a significant error in the evaluation of the impact of boat traffic through
 the St.Lucie railroad bridge.


2)        The inappropriate utilization of the existing historic railroad tracks
 
Significant errors in the evaluation of boat traffic
The analysis appears to be based on “two way” “average” flow of boats through the St. Lucie railroad
 bridge.
Both the assumption of “two way” and “average” do not reflect the realities of the situation.
 
Due to the significant currents in the area and the narrowness of the railroad bridge water opening,
 it is difficult and dangerous for two boats to pass under the bridge simultaneously. The vast majority
 of boaters line up and wait for traffic from the other direction to clear before passing through the
 opening. The more the bridge is closed, the more boats will back up waiting their turn to pass under
 the bridge. Also due to the river currents common in the area and the fact that boats due not “stand
 still” in these currents, multiple opportunities will be created for boat incidents.
 
A second concern is that boat traffic in the area peaks on the weekends, when perhaps 85 to 90% of
 the recreational boaters chose to be on our waterways. A more careful analysis would show the 
 real picture of the traffic situation.
 
My recommendation is that a “worst” case analysis be conducted. This would assume one way
 passage under the bridge and the peak traffic levels at various periods during the weekend.  I’m
 sure the picture would be very much different than the “average” 5 minute wait presented to the
 public.
 
Inappropriate Utilization of Existing Railroad Tracks
While I have no objection to the concept of AAF, my concern is that the infrastructure (tracks,
 intersections and bridges) is grossly outdated and inadequate for the proposed utilization. The
 result will be a seriously endanger the safety of our citizens, cause unmitigatable traffic congestion
 on our streets and seriously impede traffic on our waterways.
 
All of the infrastructure in our area dates back to a time when Stuart was a small community and
 train service both for passengers and freight was limited and moved at a slow pace.  To seek to use
 this infrastructure for a modern high speed rail train, while possible is ludicrous.
 
If high speed rail of significant frequency is to be viable, we must develop an appropriate
 infrastructure to support it.
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I urge the Federal Railway Administration not to allow this dangerous misuse of our rails to not
 proceed. It will endanger our citizens and paralyze our city and waterways.
 
Please recognize the reality of the obsolescence of our infrastructure, reconsider this proposal and if
 justifiable, plan and develop a modern and appropriate infrastructure to support modern rail
 utilization.
 
Thank you for your consideration,
 
Richard and Norma Erth
1546 NW Buttonbush Circle
Palm City, Florida








From: Bonanti, Christopher
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Edwards, Julie; Soule, Ali; Bonilla, Yvelisse (Yve)
Subject: Additional 200 support letters for the AAF project
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:27:42 PM
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Hello Mr. Winkle,
Attached are an additional 200 support letters for the All Aboard Florida project.
Thank you,
Chris
 
 
Christopher Bonanti
Director of Environmental Planning
All Aboard Florida


2855 Le Jeune Road | 4th Floor
Coral Gables, FL 33134
T: 305.520.2347 | C: 571.334.4807
Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com | allaboardflorida.com


Follow us:  


 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: The information contained in this transmission is privileged
 and confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or entity named
 above. No addressee should forward, print, copy, or otherwise reproduce this message in any
 manner that would allow it to be viewed by any individual not originally listed as a recipient.
 If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
 unauthorized disclosure, dissemination, distribution, copying of this transmission or the
 taking of any action in reliance on the information herein is strictly prohibited. If you have
 received this transmission in error, please immediately reply to sender that you have received
 this communication in error and then delete it. Thank you.
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Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Anne Severe 



Homestead FL 33033 



naggie900@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Sean Dulcio 



miami fl 33138 



sean.dulcio@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Jessica Louis 



33161 



louisjessica64@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



David Paez 



north miami florida 



mauro9607@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Aron L 



33168 



aron.lora001@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Tatiana Morejon 



miami. florida 33179 



tmorejon619@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Gary Meme 



33150 



gary.meme001@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Luis Lopez 



north miami fl 33181 
luis.lopez050@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Anna Alvarez 



miami, FL ,33179 



annanjoao@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Joshua Scott 



miami florida 33150 



jay4758407@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Stephanie Zambrana 



hialeah, fl, 33012 



uxiie@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Gretchen Joan 



33126 
joan.gretchen@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Lisabeth Rodriguez 



miami fl 33125 



lipujols12@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Naomi Desrosiers 



miami fl 



desro@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Alex Duarte 



Miami FL 33125 



AlexDuarte123@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Katherine Lorenzo 



33142 miami fl 



thekarnash@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Milienne Bonenfant 



miami fl 33161 



miliennebonenfant@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Emely Guerra 



doral FL 33166 



emelygraceguerra@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Bogdana Ocheret 



miami florida 33137 



bogdano4ka92@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Maria Vellon 



hallandale beach Florida 33009 



maria_192030@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



 
 



 



 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Volmy Gelin 



miami fl 33150 



topgelin09@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



 



 



 



 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



 



 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Ronaldo Desinor 



miami florida 33137 
ronaldodesinor1995@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Diana Desir 
miami fl 33150 



dianadesir@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 
 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Eve Johnson 



miami florida 33143 
nancycobb68@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Stacey Pierre 



miami fl 33134 



ms_sexy@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Allan Kahar 



miami. fl. 33157 
allan.kahar@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Britney Maxwell 
miami fl 33169 



britneymaxwell77@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Monnereau 
33023 



zagrebay@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Brittaney Webster 



33150 



brittaneyywebster@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Kassandra Green 



miami florida 33136 



gkassandra13@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Christopher Lentz 



miami florida 33141 



kissrockz13@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Lamont Christophe 
miami florida 33138 



lamontkchristophe@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Shelly Dessources 
miami fl 33128 



sheilda123@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Tautvydas Andrulevicius 



Miami  



tautvis3184@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Bernard Dorval 
miami fl 33161 



dorvalbernard@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Nixon 



33128 



benjaminnixon@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Masy Nisbett 



33132 



teenprincess_21@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Omar Elnomany 



surfside fl 33154 



omarelnomany1@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



David Duthil 



miami fl 33145 



miamifd372@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Eberth Talavera 
miami florida 33133 



aletalavi26@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Brandon Carter 
miami fl 33162 



mrbcarter21@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Austin Anthony 



n miami 33054 



aaustin@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Guyson Liberal 



33181 



liberalgulson@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Kenneth Morris 
33150 



p-mdarkmattah_km@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Mijail Orozco 
miami, Fl, 33172 



mijail13dsm@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Efren Vanegas 
miami fl 33010 



efren.vanegas001@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Rochelle Ortoz 
miami fl 33179 



rochelle.ortiz001@outlook.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Jonas Kurnamis 



kaunas 



jouunas@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Adrian Romero 



33015 



rom0014@mail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Fernando Garcia 



33137 



fernipel1@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Jeffrey Acosta 
hialeah fl 33010 



jeffrey.acosta001@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



 
 



 



 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Steevens 



miami fl 33138 



stevens.cadet927@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 13, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Debra Rash 



pompano beach fl 33062 



debr740@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 13, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Ken Steffes 



peonix az 85021 



kmapqd@q.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 13, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Boomhower Gaile &Carl 



33312 ft lauderdale fl 



ggboomer2@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 13, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



John Ramirez 



hallandale florida 33009 



castro.q.acedawg@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 13, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Mel Fickas 



sanford florida 32771 



webuy@fickas.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 13, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Pat Reina 



ft laud fl 33304 



patvicpk@att.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 13, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Jeffrey Aaron 



boca raton 33496 



hh@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Steven Joseph 



north miami beach fl 33162 



stevenjoseph717@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 13, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Carl Hutcheson 
hollywood fl 33023 



hutch182@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 13, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Gloria Wetherington 



fort lauderdale fl. 33306 



gloriawe@earthlink.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 13, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Dmitriy Yakovenko 
Ft. Lauderdale 33312 



ydmitriy@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 13, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Gerard Nanton 



lauderhill fl 33319 



gnanton7@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 13, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Asheley Kosinski 



wilton manors fl 33305 



ashe1229@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 13, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Clint Thompson 



ocala. fl 34476 



bigcet242@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 13, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Ace Nova 



33316 



amit.suer@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 13, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Lucy Conenna 



fort lauderdale. fl. 33312 



lucyjayne713@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 13, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Stephanie Dougan 



ft lauderdale fl 33312 



steph.dougan@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Martin Gross 



33128 



martin.gross002@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Tiffany Sarcos 



2425 NE 135th St #408 Miami Fl 33181 



tiffanysarcos@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Lloyd Mcclinton Jr 



miami fl 33150 



lmcclinton@bxp1.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 13, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 



 
Sincerely, 



Jenifer Ramirez 



hallandale beach fl 33009 



jenifer0026@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 13, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Ashley Turner 
33315 



ashleyturnerfl@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Gavilano 



miami beach FL 33139 



bguitar91@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Jean Thermoris 



north miami beach 33162 
jbonieck85@yahoo.fr 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



David Garcon 



north miqa 



davidgrcon@ymil.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Lee Causey 
miami fl 33127 



leecausey786@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Richard Santana 



miami fl 33134 



richard.santana58@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Ida Caproon 
miami fl 



darkenedcrystals@aim.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Joshua Lara 



miami fl 33126 



joshua.e.lara@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 12, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Gabriela Rodriguez 



33133 



geezgaby@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Krista Skeen 



Miami Lakes Florida 33014 



krista.skeen@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Jason Barkley 



miami florida 33167 



jason@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Sarai Louis 



miami 
sarai.louis@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Dodly Louis 



Miami Fl 3361  



dodly.louis@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Bianca Vazquez 



Miami Florida 33125 



bvazquez1995@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Cristhian D. Ortiz 



Miami FL 33179 



cris1hian@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Carlos Daniel 
1347 ne 147Th ST 



bobcarlos56@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Derell Denton 



miami fl 33179 



derelld@msn.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Jhon Bayard 



miami florida 33168 



wilfridbayardfather@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 



 
Sincerely, 



Leandera Williams 



miami fl 33142 



gloglo1955@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Charline Cetoute 
fl  



shashou24@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Noemi Gonzalez-Quevedo 
miami fl 33147 



n.gonzalez-queved001@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Carpenter, Vicky 



miami Fl 33147 



carpenterV1@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Jazmine Drummer 



Miami Gardens Florida 33055 



jdrummer_7@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Thomas Horton 



Miami Fl 33167 



thorton1096@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Kedna Innocent 
Miami florida 33150 



kednainnocent@yahoo.fr 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 



Sincerely, 
Jesica Guerrier 



miami fl 33169 



guerrierjesica@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Orland Rivera 



hialeah,florida,33015 



orland929@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Darius Young 



miami gardens fl 



darius.young305@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



 Laura Echevarria 



miami fl 33055 



lauraechevarria151@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Andre Louis Bourbon 



miami fl. 



andr.bourbon@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



May Amador 
miami, fl 33167 



princess_mayda13@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Keyarer Howard 



miami gradens ,fl 33054 



keyarer.howard@rocketmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Errick Patterson 



miami florida 33142 



patterson.errick@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Jason Rosaldo 



miami gardens fl 33025 



jason227@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Felix Polanco 



33168 



felixpuello1@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Tibrishajarrett 



 33169 



mz.brishaboo@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Jelicia Bell  



Miami Florida 33169 



jeliciab21@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Amani Adams  



miami fl 33179 



amani_adams@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Caryl Celestin 



15620 NE 4ct 33162 



carlalex20@yahoo.cp 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Ariel Rocco 



hialeah fl 33012 



arieljrocco@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Michelle Suau 
33185 



michelle.suau001@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Jephthe Laguerre 



moam 



jephthelaguerre@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Wills Compere 



miami fl 33169 



Wills.Compere001@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Kevin Torres 



Hialeah Fl 33010 



kevin33010@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 
 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Marcus Isaac 



miami,fl. 33150 



misaac@mdc.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Stevens Bonhomme 
miami fl 33179 



stevens.bonhomme001@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Najuawa Daniels 



miami fl 33169 



nahnah0507@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Micah Rivera 



doral fl 33178 



rivermicah@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Ben Paul 



miami fl 33023 



focused111@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Laceann Archer 



miami fl 33179 



laceann.archer001@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Yaohua Hu 



hialeah fl 33015 



alexexcl@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Sara Robles 
Miami FL 33142 



saraaka@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Amanda Bazil 



miami, florida, 33168 



manda_1995jb@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Nilton Ruiz 



hialeah, florida, 33018 



nilton-2008-13@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Monday, November 17, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Wollam Katherine 



waldo fl 32694 



katwollam@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Joseph Cameron 



maimi fl 33169 



joseph31923@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 



 
Sincerely, 



Kyle Roth 



davie 



rothk@mail.broward.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Tatiana Noel 



miramar fl 33027 



tatiana_f_noel@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Christian Lopez 



hialeah florida 33012 



chris.lopez1103@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Brandon Singletary 



miami gardens fl 33054 



brandonsingletary19@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Shakerea Burke 



lauderdale lakes fl 33319 



shakereab@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Estevon Walker 



Lauderhill 



rushard32@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Rachel Pappalardo 



hialeah,fl 33011 



Rachel.Pappalardo001@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Kendrea Clarke 



Lauderhill FL 33319 



clarke.kendrea@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Harry Pierre 



North Miami, florida,33161 



pierreh5518@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Tianna Thompson 
miramar fl 



sweettia9115@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Nicolle Lafosse 
Plantation fl 33322 



nicolle_lafosse@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Jameel Reid 



miami gardens fl 33055 



jashav345@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Keyvon Patterson 
miami florida 33142 



shanklive@rocketmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Shairis Paris 



33312 



llmsshairisparis@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Abigail Chavez 



miramar fl 33023 



abigail00292@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Nathalie Momplaisir 
miami fl 33167 



nathal.momplaisir001@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Imani Joseph 



miami fl 33169 



imanijoseph206@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Kimberlee Gray 



sunrise fl 33323 



gkimmy10@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Vivian Moore 



miami florida 33127 



gatorhater797@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Pamela Valverde 



miramar fl 33027 



pamheezy@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Zedrekonx 



miami 



zedreknox@aim.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Kristen Andersen 



miami. fl 



ksolololol@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Lacarol Kellie 



dania 



haruhitamaki@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Isaac Timmer 



pompano beach fl 33064 



ittoootall@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 
 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



 



 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Ancy Duval 



miami florida 33161 



duval.ancy@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Reshma Thomas 



cooper city florida 33026 



reshmathomas27@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Wilmore Kemp 



miamifl33054 



bigmen@1964bm.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Cortney Brooks 



ft.lauderdale fl 33312 
lilcortney102@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Juan Guerrero 
miramar fl 33025 



cazh_flow11@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Caroline Baxendale 



33149 
baxendale.caroline@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Laquita Sartin 



miami fl 33147 



qt_benjamin@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Albert F. Mccall 



miami fl 33147 



bunchpark157@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Taylor-Dayne Lawrence 



miramar fl 33027 



taylor.dayne@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Jeffery Rodriguez 



33065 
rodrj289@mail.broward.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Kayvon Calaman-Hall 



Miami Fl 33014 



Coffeehypedchaos@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Regina Reed 



opa locka fl 33054 



regina.reed001@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Jasiel  



hialeah 



jesterjake20@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Erby Mortimer 



fort luaderdale florida 33312 



erby100@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Alicia Jaramillo 



fort lauderdale florida 33325 



gatorhater11@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Rebecca Grolitzer 



miami florida 33179 



rebeccagrolitzer@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Huey  



ft. lauderdale fl 33311 



hu.harris@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Abby-Gayle Dunkley 



Sunrise 3313 



abby.dunkley13@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Benny Desir 



Miami florida 33167 



benny.desir001@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Ambresha Griffin 



Fort Lauderdale FL 33311 



breshagriffin@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Clara Louissaint 



33147 



clara.louissaint@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Creshelle Whitehead 



miami. fl 33056 



luluwhite444@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Maurice Cossy 



miami,FL 33147 



blackmoi12@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Omari Tomlinson 



33025 
twix46@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



 



 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Sharon Vetoshnikova 



miami fl 33180 



svetoshnikova@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Aubrie Nelson 



sunrise fl 33351 



aubbrieek6991@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Henry Hernandez 
miramar florida 33029 



henrydabidhs@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Christian Van 



pembroke pines fl 33029 



coolkidchrix@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Juan Salinas 
33029 



pablosalinase@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Ivrose Milien 



platation fl 33324 



evros01@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Akeem Robinson 



33319 



jermin1018@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Alex Corso 
33305 



alexcors130@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



April Mathis 
Water park, fl 33023 



aprilmathis10@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Paul Levigne 



lauderdale lakes. fl. 33319 



levignepaul@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 



 
Sincerely, 



Alex Corso 



33317 



scorso@broward.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Trevor Hansen 



Hollywood, FL 33021 



johnch3verse16@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Diandre Dawkins 
hollywood fl. 33020 



diandre.dawkins@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Michael Malcolm 
Margate Florida 33063 



mikerocketboy@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Shawn Hill 



coral springs fl 33071 



shawn.hill47@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Destino Roman 



hollywood florida 33024 



dromanscholarships@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Thaddeus Brown 



sunrise fl 33313 



thaddeusbrown985@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 
 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Cristina Durand 



cooper city florida 33026 



gymnastxx95@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 



 
Sincerely, 



Shaqua Anderson 



Miramar FL 33025 



yq.bookings.features@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Franco Fruggiero 



weston fl 33327 



francojf3@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



 



 



 



 
Sincerely, 



Uroosa Ullah 



33331 



uroosaullah14@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 
 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 
 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Tylim Mack 



tamarac 



tylimmack@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Sanique Collins 



lauderhill fl 33313 



snqcollins28@gmail.com 
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			13813895-YES-T-TIBRISHAJARRETT


			13813896-YES-TH-JELICIA BELL 


			13813897-NO-TH-AMANI ADAMS 


			13813898-YES-T-CARYL CELESTIN


			13823129-NO-T-ARIEL ROCCO


			13823138-YES-TSH-MICHELLE SUAU


			13823139-SKIP-T-JEPHTHE LAGUERRE


			13823140-YES-THE-WILLS COMPERE


			13823141-YES-TH-KEVIN TORRES


			13823142-YES-TSHE-MARCUS ISAAC


			13823143-YES-S-STEVENS BONHOMME


			13823144-YES-T-NAJUAWA DANIELS


			13823145-YES-T-MICAH RIVERA


			13823146-NO-T-BEN PAUL


			13823148-YES-T-LACEANN ARCHER


			13823150-NO-E-YAOHUA HU


			13823151-NO-H-SARA ROBLES


			13823152-YES-T-AMANDA BAZIL


			13823154-NO-T-NILTON RUIZ


			13876032-NO-E-WOLLAM KATHERINE


			13920682-NO-T-JOSEPH CAMERON


			13920683-SKIP-HE-KYLE ROTH


			13920684-NO-T-TATIANA NOEL


			13920685-NO-T-CHRISTIAN LOPEZ


			13920686-YES-T-BRANDON SINGLETARY


			13920687-NO-T-SHAKEREA BURKE


			13920688-NO-T-ESTEVON WALKER


			13920689-YES-TSE-RACHEL PAPPALARDO


			13920692-YES-T-KENDREA CLARKE


			13920694-SKIP-T-HARRY PIERRE


			13920695-NO-H-TIANNA THOMPSON


			13920697-YES-S-NICOLLE LAFOSSE


			13920698-NO-TS-JAMEEL REID


			13920699-YES-S-KEYVON PATTERSON


			13920700-NO-T-SHAIRIS PARIS


			13920701-SKIP-T-ABIGAIL CHAVEZ


			13920702-SKIP-H-NATHALIE MOMPLAISIR


			13920703-NO-THE-IMANI JOSEPH


			13920704-NO-T-KIMBERLEE GRAY


			13920705-NO-T-VIVIAN MOORE


			13920707-YES-THE-PAMELA VALVERDE


			13920708-YES-TSHE-ZEDREKONX


			13920710-YES-T-KRISTEN ANDERSEN


			13920712-NO-T-LACAROL KELLIE


			13920713-YES-T-ISAAC TIMMER


			13920714-YES-SHE-ANCY DUVAL


			13920716-NO-T-RESHMA THOMAS


			13920717-NO-T-WILMORE KEMP


			13920719-SKIP-S-CORTNEY BROOKS


			13920720-NO-H-JUAN GUERRERO


			13920722-NO-TE-CAROLINE BAXENDALE


			13920736-NO-T-LAQUITA SARTIN


			13920737-YES-T-ALBERT F. MCCALL


			13920739-YES-T-TAYLOR-DAYNE LAWRENCE


			13920741-YES-H-JEFFERY RODRIGUEZ


			13920743-YES-THE-KAYVON CALAMAN-HALL


			13920745-YES-TSHE-REGINA REED


			13920748-NO-E-JASIEL 


			13920749-NO-T-ERBY MORTIMER


			13920752-NO-E-ALICIA JARAMILLO


			13920755-NO-TSHE-REBECCA GROLITZER


			13920756-NO-T-HUEY 


			13920760-SKIP-TH-ABBY-GAYLE DUNKLEY


			13920761-YES-T-BENNY DESIR


			13920762-YES-T-AMBRESHA GRIFFIN


			13920763-NO-T-CLARA LOUISSAINT


			13920765-YES-T-CRESHELLE WHITEHEAD


			13920766-YES-TH-MAURICE COSSY


			13934530-NO-H-OMARI TOMLINSON


			13934531-NO-H-SHARON VETOSHNIKOVA


			13934532-NO-E-AUBRIE NELSON


			13934534-NO-TH-HENRY HERNANDEZ


			13934535-NO-T-CHRISTIAN VAN


			13934536-YES-H-JUAN SALINAS


			13934537-YES-T-IVROSE MILIEN


			13934538-YES-T-AKEEM ROBINSON


			13934539-YES-S-ALEX CORSO


			13934540-NO-H-APRIL MATHIS


			13934541-YES-TSE-PAUL LEVIGNE


			13934542-SKIP-TSHE-ALEX CORSO


			13934543-YES-T-TREVOR HANSEN


			13934544-NO-S-DIANDRE DAWKINS


			13934545-NO-S-MICHAEL MALCOLM


			13934569-NO-T-SHAWN HILL


			13934570-NO-T-DESTINO ROMAN


			13934571-YES-T-THADDEUS BROWN


			13934572-NO-SHE-CRISTINA DURAND


			13934573-NO-THE-SHAQUA ANDERSON


			13934574-YES-T-FRANCO FRUGGIERO


			13934575-SKIP-E-UROOSA ULLAH


			13934577-YES-TSHE-TYLIM MACK


			13934578-YES-T-SANIQUE COLLINS










From: DGrooms
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 5:31:13 PM


I am sending this email to voice my concerns over the planned rail service. As a lifelong resident of Palm Beach
 County and of Palm Beach Gardens for 19 years, my concerns focus on traffic tie-ups, overuse of crossing arms,
 and lack of convenience to the majority of potential users of this service from northern Palm Beach and more
 northern communities through the Treasure Coast. This service has failure written all over it from the private
 funding (for now until they can see it is a failure then the public will be saddled with the responsibility), too much
 noise with train whistles blowing all if the time, more interruptions in traffic flow, and more maintenance costs for
 crossings as well as the rails (how will this be "divvied up"). Of great concern would be emergency vehicle
 response time reduction!  Why not just  use buses??


Donna Grooms
1402 Springdale Court
Palm Beach Gardens, FL 33403


Greetings -- Sent from my iPhone
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From: ann podd
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: DOWNTOWN STUART......
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 7:18:32 AM


What are you thinking....as it is now that area is congested with cars and
 trains, not to mention people....people that aren't always used to or
 familiar with that circle ( confusion circle ) there is a reason for them
 calling it just that, confusion....This area attracts many seasonal visitors
 that aren't used to roundabouts let alone coming that close to trains on the
 ground...(where I came from the trains were over head or underground)...it
 can be a nightmare.!!!!  And AAF wants to add additional trains, not a good
 idea.  What are you thinking.!!!!  Come and spend an afternoon here and see
 for yourself what congestion there is now...This area is our little piece of
 heaven to stroll and look into windows and have lunch out on the side walk
 or shop with the kids or with the elderly.  Leave it as it is please, don't
 destroy what is there now, people love it as it is.  Thank you for reading
 this, if anyone reads it at all!
 



mailto:annf731@hotmail.com
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From: Kelly Tidwell
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: john winkle
Date: Wednesday, November 19, 2014 6:05:44 PM


Please put a station in Brevard County.
As a flight attendant based out of OIA, I make that drive twice a week and this would not only
 save gas, helping the enironment it would take traffic off of I-95.


My self along with my husband who drives to Disney Headquarters on a daily basis would use
 this service regulary along with at least 100 other Southwest Airlines employees I know that
 live in Melbourne Beach, Indialantic, Satellite Beach, Melbourne, Indian Habour Beach, Coca
 Beach, Merritt Island and Viera.


-- 
Kelly Tidwell
Inflight Beverage Specialist



mailto:ktidwell622@gmail.com
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From: Elaine Kwan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; uscgd7dpbpubliccomment@uscg.mil
Subject: AAF - Draft Environmental Impact Statement Response
Date: Monday, November 10, 2014 10:46:33 AM


High speed trains are a good idea but not at the cost of destroying the
 established communities of the Treasure Coast (N-S Corridor).  


Solution: Use the existing CSX corridor, Amtrak line.


If the AAF is completed, as planned ...


Residents of the Treasure Coast will be inconvenienced with delays and safety hazards
 of 52 trains; 32 high speed and 20 freight trains.


Coordinating 52 trains of different speeds during daylight hours will be a
 logistical nightmare.


Our boating community will cease to exist. 
By your assessment, bridge down time:  2 high speed trains (AAF/15 min x 2 ) +
 1 freight (FEC/26 min)  per hour = a mitigated wait time of 56 min/hour
56 of 60 minutes per hour, bridges will be down.  There will be NO boat traffic. 
 This does not allow for weather or human/mechanical delays.


There will be no stops along the N-S Corridor. There will be no benefits for these
 communities.


Please note:  AAF claims it will have a 9,500 ridership per day from stops which will benefit:


Miami - Cruise ship port
Ft Lauderdale - Cruise ship port
Palm Beach - Cruise ship port
Orlando - Disney World


Please reconsider the sanity of the current AAF Plan. 


Glenn and Elaine Kwan Geist
8022 SE Osprey St
Hobe Sound, FL  33455
Martin County/ Treasure Coast, FL
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From: Jeff Ream
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Additional Statement of Public Comment to AAF DEIS
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:46:31 AM


Unfortunately the AAF DEIS was released while most snowbirds were still up north, and the
 response period ends just after the Thanksgiving holiday. As a result, many folks including
 myself had no opportunity or limited time to respond. I have sent two previous responses, one
 that I had prepared in advance of the DEIS, and I am now sending a final supplemental response.
 Basically the DEIS period should have been extended another 60 days, so unfortunately I had to
 do my response in pieces.


The overall conclusion is that the DEIS is completely inadequate in addressing the facts of life
 and the impact of rail operations on the Treasure Coast of Florida. In fact, local input, data and
 concerns in Indian River County are completely missing. There are many concerns stated in
 hundreds of individual responses and from local communities, authorities and organizations.
 They are all valid and IF read by those with reasonable, un-biased and un-paid open minds and
 considered as an entirety they draw attention to literally hundreds of valid issues that prove the
 DEIS is inadequate and the negative impact to our lifestyle, safety, and property values (and
 other environmental impacts) are substantial. My comments herein are related to safety.


The following new threats combine in their totality to create an unprecedented increased risk of
 grave harm to the general population between Miami and Cocoa as a result of double track, FEC
 freight growth and the entire AAF plan.


1) Increase of 370% and more in numbers of trains in 2016 (14 to 52 AVERAGE) per day


2) Vast majority of increase ( 600%) occurs during peak hours (7 to 42 trains day and evening, 10
 over night by 2016)


3) Planned freight growth 5% to 10% per year well into the future (20 in 2016, 22 in 2019+++++).
 FEC predicts double the freight volume in 10 years due to panamax ships


4) More than doubling of train speeds Miami to West Palm Beach (around 30 mph to around 79
 mph)


5) More than tripling train speeds West Palm Beach to Cocoa (around 30 mph to around 100 mph)


6) Nearly doubling freight train speeds (around 30 mph to above 50 mph)


7) Extremely large numbers of daily high speed passenger trains greater than any other
 passenger rail service route in the US


8) Up to 2 ½ mile long freight trains at least doubling current lengths (average will be 8150 ft)


9) The combination of very large numbers of slower longer freight trains and very large numbers
 of faster HSR on the same tracks at the same time. This situation is totally unique to AAF and
 does not and will not exist in any other combined freight and passenger rail corridor anywhere in
 the US.


10) Highly developed corridor with concentrated population density very near the tracks
 consisting of greater than normal numbers of seniors and tourists who are most vulnerable to
 dangers from HSR. The Treasure Coast is not a rural wasteland as the DEIS implies and then
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 ignores, but a continuously developed urban extension of South Florida and a major world
 tourist/retirement destination with a highly valued special identity far different from Miami and
 Orlando


11) The extremely large numbers of at-grade crossings (349) in the entire corridor between Miami
 and Cocoa and 143 in the high speed zone (about 1.2 crossings per mile over 120 miles). This
 situation is totally unique to AAF and does not and will not exist in any other high speed rail
 corridor anywhere in the US.


12) The close proximity of tracks to major highways (especially US 1), intersections, businesses,
 residences, schools, recreational facilities and other dense urban development


13) Even with sealed corridor quad gates can be breached; FRA would recommend gate barriers
 for train speeds of 111 MPH which are resistant to vehicle impact. AAF will run ONE MPH less to
 avoid that FRA recommendation, as if one MPH makes any difference to safety in our situation


14) Increase in crossing closing times of 60 minutes per day and 40 minutes in peak hours is a
 significant increase in potential delays to first responders and to out entire population in
 communities which are all bisected by the rail


15) Positive train control is implied to improve safety, but will not stop trains if crossings are
 breached. Nothing will save you if you are somehow pushed into or trapped in a crossing


16) Increased destructive derailment potential and collateral damage due to much greater energy
 and lighter passenger cars


17) Hazmat concerns mixing HSR and freight


18) Even more passenger trains are planned between Miami and West Palm Beach (32 more AAF
 commuter and/or up to 75 more Tri-Rail on FEC track). Is there no limit to how many trains can
 be run each day on FEC tracks through major cities and towns? This potentially "extreme"
 concern is never addressed in the DEIS, and worst case train traffic volume for the next 30 years
 should have been considered in FUTURE environmental impacts along the entire 195 mile
 route. This situation is totally unique to AAF and does not and will not exist in any other
 combined freight and passenger rail corridor anywhere in the US.


19) Double track is always a higher risk than single track because people get hit by a second train
 they did not see coming


20) Trespasser accidents will increase substantially due to numbers of trains and much higher
 speeds. At 100 MPH a train travels ¼ mile in less than 8 seconds, there will be mere seconds of
 horn warning time which will be impossible to react to in time. No trespasser safety risk
 mitigation is planned


 


No current HSR in the US is remotely comparable in terms of cumulative risk factors. No HSR
 operation at 110 MPH combined with any significant numbers of freight trains and large numbers
 of grade crossings exists in the US. The AAF plan is unique and well beyond any current or
 planned HSR experience. The only significant combined freight and 110 MPH HSR in the US is 15
 miles in Illinois, where a very small number of concurrent freight operates (a total of 13 trains per
 day including 5 freight, 6 HSR and 2 Amtrak low speed trains). Even when that route is expanded
 it will be vastly less threatening to public safety than AAF when all factors are considered.


Union Pacific, CSX, NS, BSNF and in the past Conrail have or are now blocking HSR on their
 freight tracks, citing safety and other issues. The simple fact is that combined freight and
 passenger rail are in large numbers are not compatible with the basic business objectives of







 either operation.


AAF has not committed in any verifiable way to incorporating any of the FRA safety
 recommendations contained in their On-Site Engineering Field Reports, Part 1 and 2. These are
 the minimum things that must be done in the view of the FRA, but even they do not adequately
 mitigate the combination of hazards unique to the AAF plan.


The AAF plan is completely unprecedented in introducing new, severe and compounded threats
 that create in their totality significant potential to cause grave harm to the general public along
 the entire AAF route. The only comparable US HSR is Acela, which has no high speed grade
 crossings (only 11 small local dead end crossings in 456 miles) and no freight mixed with Acela
 trains.


The fact is that over the past 15 years of slow FEC freight operations on the AAF portion of the
 route, there have been 235 crossing events, 50 crossing deaths, 70 crossing injuries, 171
 trespasser deaths and 85 trespasser injuries. How will 32 AAF trains plus significantly more and
 faster freight trains reduce those statistics? How much will the AAF plan INCREASE those
 statistics? Who is looking out for public safety when AAF ignores FRA safety recommendations
 and both FRA and FDOT seem not very concerned and AAF says "nothing can stop us" because
 we are a private company?


The bottom line is that no-one within the DEIS process, no-one within FRA and certainly no-one
 within AAF has expressed any respect for or given any attention to the concerns of residents in
 120 miles in the high speed zone, and especially on the Treasure Coast. No-one is looking out for
 the big picture, which is fundamentally whether uncontrolled rail expansion of a single track
 class II freight route totally contained within a unique Florida coastal urban corridor a few miles
 from the ocean makes any sense or is compatible with future growth and development of this
 prime real estate, certainly among the most desirable in the world. We do not want the I-95 of
 freight and passenger rail here. It is about the big things that have been pointed out in great
 detail. More importantly it is about each and every personal thing. What AAF and FEC are
 planning, with apparently full blind unwavering support of FRA and FDOT, is incomprehensible,
 reprehensible and unconscionable.


Jeffrey Ream


6570 Caicos Ct


Vero Beach, FL 32967








From: Doug Whitney
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 5:31:42 PM


Dear Sir/Madam- I am a resident of Stuart, Florida and am very concerned regarding
 the All Aboard Florida proposal to develop high speed rail travel between Miami and
 Orlando. There is absolutely no benefit to the residents of Florida that live North of
 West Palm Beach. The fact that AAF is proposing passenger service that is patently
 unprofitable is a smoke-screen to double track the FEC tracks in order to increase
 freight capacity in the future when the Panama Canal is able to handle ships twice as
 big as they currently able to. Those ships will dock at the new Port of Miami and send
 more freight North on the existing and new tracks. This will be profitable but again
 will not benefit anyone North of Miami and will burden all population centers on the
 East Coast with more frequent, longer trains.
Please consider and propose a route that will go towards the center of the State to go
 to Orlando. There will not be as much disruption to as large a population as going up
 the East coast. It makes more sense to either build a second track parallel to the
 CSX tracks West of West Palm Beach to have both companies share tracks, and/or,
 a set of tracks paralleling the turnpike to Orlando. Costs would probably be similar.
Thank You
Douglas J. Whitney
Turbine & Power Plant Solutions, Inc.
TAPPS
turbodoug@aol.com
561-308-2496
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From: GERALD M. WARD
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT - All Aboard Florida--Orlando to Miami -- Intercity Passenger Rail


 Project
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 11:07:48 PM
Attachments: 1403FRAAAFDEIS1.docx


PROVIDED HEREWITH IN A WORD 2013 ATTACHMENT ARE MY INITIAL COMMENTS ON THE DEIS:


G.M. WARD
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GERALD M. WARD, P.E.


Consulting Engineer


Coastal - Environmental


P.O. Box 10441


Riviera Beach, Florida 33419


561/863-1215


wardgm@gate.net


Office Location: 


2135 Broadway, #5


Riviera Beach, Florida 33404





VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS and EMAIL:  AAF_comments@vhb.com


7720 4118 8102                02 December 2014


Federal Rail Administration


1200 New Jersey Avenue


Washington, D.C. 20590


Attn:  John Winkle, W38-311





7720 5024 3549


Council on Environmental Quality


722 Jackson Place


Washington, D.C. 20503


Attn:  Michael Boots, Chief of Staff





Re:  DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT


	All Aboard Florida –Orlando to Miami, Florida


  	Intercity Passenger Rail Project





Gentlemen:





We became aware of the proposal to reestablish intercity rail service from Miami to Cocoa (w/o stop) and then build a new rail line to Orlando (40 miles) in latter August 2012.  It was touted as “a purely” private rail line which did not trigger my thoughts of regulatory actions.  Even in early 2013 when an environmental assessment was being converted to a Finding of No Significant Impact for the Miami to West Palm Beach segment we were unaware of the significance because of the “piecemeal” approach for approvals being taken by Florida East Coast Industries and it’s All Aboard Florida, LLC.  





SCOPING:   Yes, on April 15, 2012 the publication occurred of a Notice of Intent which then resulted in an Agency Scoping meeting 1 May 2013 for which no Palm Beach County governments attended including the locally headquartered 16 county South Florida Water Management District which has prime regulatory responsibility for environmental permitting in almost all of the length of the track to Orlando McCoy Airport.  
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Re:  DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT


	All Aboard Florida –Orlando to Miami, Florida


  	Intercity Passenger Rail Project


2 December 2014





Public Scoping occurred with five Scoping meetings “following publication of advertisements in local newspapers”.  Note on page 5 & 6 of the VHB, Inc. half inch thick report dated June 28, 2013 that of the eleven advertisement insertions (twice each except two) that five of the publications were in a foreign language. This is America and English is our language!  Newspaper insertions are certainly a means to avoid public knowledge, particularly for user groups interfacing with the railroad!





The Palm Beach County meeting 7 May 2013 was not held in a notable public assembly facility.   Locally based agencies such as the Florida Inland Navigation District, Jupiter Inlet District and South Florida Water Management District interfacing with the FEC railroad were unaware of the meeting.   What is even worse is that only five federal agencies ultimately submitted written comments (page 7 of the Scoping Report),  





Regardless, at least two attendees of the Public Scoping Meetings did raise on point issues relating to obstructive railroad bridges and including bridge clearances requiring modifications (See 2.4.9, page 15 of the Scoping Report).   These issues are poorly or not addressed in the DEIS because of the Alternatives deficiencies resulting in the applicant and/or the consultant (VHB) structuring Alternatives as extremely limited or nil for the N-S Corridor(sic).  





The reason this DEIS is so poor goes to the Scoping and limited Alternatives.  We suggest the FRA require re-Scoping.  A further revised DEIS would then be published to fully vet the issues of routes, bridges and stations.  Selection of another route would likely eliminate the Station controversy as well as most bridge controversies.  Table S-1 DEIS Alternatives (Page S-7) clearly shows the “lack” of Alternatives!  What action is FRA going to take on a Re-Scoping?





NEPA REGULATION COMPLIANCE:   As a person responsible for numerous Environmental Assessments and a number of Environmental Impact Statements over the last four and half decades I am appreciative of the Council on Environmental Quality Regulations.  CEQ has just about a half dozen Parts to their regulations in large type, only one of which is into double digit pages which is Part 1502 Environmental Impact Statement of just eleven pages.





Section 1502.7 sets Page Limits!   This is a limited width linear facility which seems quite simple or such should normally be less than 150 pages for the four paragraphs restricted!  Instead this DEIS has some 380 pages.  Now the regulation goes on to say if this proposal was of “unusual scope or complexity” these paragraphs should be normally less than 300 pages!   A train track in this world is not “unusual”!!!  FRA (and the USCG) has established considerable regulations, so we see nil “complexity”!!!!   As such the FRA oversight should have rejected the excessive verbiage and required rewrite.  
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Re:  DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT


	All Aboard Florida –Orlando to Miami, Florida


  	Intercity Passenger Rail Project


2 December 2014





(Now in the 26 September 2013 meeting facilitated by the Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council in Jupiter, the DEIS was expected to be released by the end of 2013!  Its ultimate release was ¾ year later!  With public perception getting worse each day, we can only assume that FRA’s oversight was colored by time (See 1502.5 Timing).)





We note that even the Summary which is specified “will not normally exceed 15 pages” is 24 pages.  Even the List of Preparers is specified (1502.17) as “normally the list will not exceed two pages.”   This DEIS has six pages (granted one is blank)!!!  





The DEIS when and if converted to a FEIS is an “action forcing” document to last for years as guidance to the agency(s) and the implementers.  This document amasses needless detail apparently to cover up the real issues.  The only action for FRA is to send back to the FECI/AAF to develop a document consistent with the CEQ Regulations (Parts 1500-6).  All parties to the EIS need to read and remember the provisions of these CEQ Regulations.  As we suggested earlier probably the most efficient process would be to Re-Scope with adequate notice to agencies and the public.  FRA would then set strict time limits for return of a Revised DEIS to the public.  





HOW TO READ THIS DOCUMENT:   This title (pages xiv to xvii (4 pages)) caught my attention and ultimately close reading.  In reality, the four pages explain the authors apparently knew the correct way to write and document an EIS!  Why was such not followed?  Why did not FRA enforce its own regulations adopting the CEQ Regulations?





TREASURE COAST REGIONAL PLANNING COUNCIL:   At that entity’s 21 November 2014 Regular Meeting, the Board rendered a 30 some page report which we expect you will answer and incorporate for them and me most all of that government’s opinions into a revised DEIS.   This is another higher level government that was left out of your Scoping Process!  





US ARMY:  The Public Notice Comment period of Regulatory Functions ends with this DEIS comment period.  Federal environmental permitting should not be ignored, however, I do not have time to respond to the Corps.   I do note that the Cocoa Office of the Jacksonville District Engineer Corps of Engineers understands the broadness of its permitting.  Coordination needs to occur by FRA to assure that whatever final documentation results, fits multi-jurisdictions.





US COAST GUARD:  On 1 December 2014, the Commander District 7 Miami closed receipt of comments and recommendations for public thoughts and requests on the three movable bridges on the existing FEC system subject of this DEIS.  Each movable span bridge has serious unreasonably obstructive features which are now to be addressed.   Yes, railroads again obtained fiscal provisions from Congress in 1940 that can solve the obstructions.  Yet, this DEIS must address in its documentation resolve of each of these bridges obstruction problems.
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  	Intercity Passenger Rail Project


2 December 2014











FRA - OFFICE OF RAIL SAFETY:  One more reason for returning this EIS to first, the Re-Scoping Process is the work evidenced by your agency in rendering reports on 20 March 2014 and 23 September 2014 signed by Frank A. Fey, General Engineer.  These types of reports demonstrate why this country has a Federal Rail Administration.  FRA needs to incorporate this material into the next DEIS.  





As a person that has traveled high speed rail in Europe beginning in the latter 1980s, Japan in the 1990s. and China this century for many thousand kilometers, I suggest this funding application is less for “intercity passenger rail” than it is for funding work on an over century old freight railroad.  The next DEIS needs to clearly discuss why grade separations are not the norm versus at grade or attempting to continue obstructing navigation.





Lastly more than one folk has read this massive DEIS missive as a “motherhood and apple pie” document!   Unless FRA administration takes action to initiate revisions, re-notice and public review, we suggest that judicial review will occur after FRA has complied with 1500.3.





					Very truly yours,








[bookmark: _GoBack]					/s/ Gerald M. Ward /s/


	


					Gerald M. Ward, P.E.


1403FRAAAFDEIS1


Cc:  Patrick Murphy, 18TH Congress District - Florida













From: Catherine Lauritano
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: liquid petroleum gas
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:26:20 PM


I live in Evergrene in Palm Beach County.  Yesterday, December 2, 2014  I watched a
 freight train pass Donald Ross road.  On that freight train were nine or ten cylinder
 cars of a substance marked on the side as "liquid petroleum gas".  The train was
 passing within a hundred feet of the  963 Evergrene homes.  This is flammable and
 any accidental event would trigger a major disaster.  Freight needs a railroad for
 future needs in the middle of Florida near the intended deposit depots, not next to
 crowded residential areas.  Catherine Lauritano  1514 Carafe Court, Palm Beach
 Gardens, FL  561 775-3930
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From: John Pinkley
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; "John.Winkle@DOT.Gov"
Cc: "Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com"
Subject: AAF - No thanks
Date: Tuesday, October 7, 2014 9:48:48 AM
Attachments: image2bff48.PNG
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image3038ac.PNG


Aside from the safety concerns, infrastructure concerns, budget and viability concerns, and loan concerns,
 there are other concerns being overlooked.
 
AAF’s 32 trains per day means that Stuart drawbridges will go down which limit and “bottleneck” marine
 traffic on both sides of the bridge.  I believe there are other Towns in this same scenario.  This causes
 severe inconvenience for boaters having to wait several minutes while the train approaches and passes an
 ADDITIONAL 32 x per day (there are already freight trains which cause the drawbridge to go down several
 times per day).  Other impacts on the water are:  Increased boat congestion on the water waiting for the
 drawbridge to raise = increased accident risk, the overall values and desirability of the tax payers’
 properties with water access will go down because the water access desirability is lessened, and many who
 earn their living on the water will be impacted by making their jobs less productive and desirable for many
 of their clients.
 
Further, the likelihood of this being profitable as proposed is impossible.  I think it is easy to see that if this
 venture would be approved as proposed, it would “morph” into something entirely different in the name
 of achieving profitability once it was in action.  If this was initially proposed as a mile long freight train with
 2-3 passenger cars traveling 32 times per day, would it be as attractive?….I think not.


 


                                                                                                                                                                    
John Pinkley
Sr. Mortgage Banker
Compass Mortgage, Inc.
 
john.pinkley@compmort.com
 
NMLS # 173132
State License: IL: 031.0037202 FL:
 LO24134 GA: 42446 MI: 173132 TX:
 173132


 
,  
 
630-854-7889 Direct
772-266-8906 Fax


 www.compmort.com
 NMLS # 21808  IL #: 5795


Follow Us   
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From: fmlento@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Against AAF
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 3:02:48 PM


From:  Frances M. Lento
740 Lake Orchid Circle, #204
Vero Beach, FL  32962


To  whom it may concern:


As a resident of Florida for fifty-four years and now living in Vero
 Beach, FL, I am very much against AAF. 


 I live in a beautiful retirement community on US 1, Grove Isle, and
 very near the railroad tracks.  The additional 32 runs per day,
 noise, depreciation of my lifelong investment, emergency service
 for those living on the West side of the tracks, and of absolutely
 no benefit for us here in Vero Beach, only for those living in Miami
 or West Palm Beach, means ABSOLUTELY NO to AAF!!!!       
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From: Ileen Sheehan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: arnie.rosenberg@tcpalm.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 5:55:03 PM


I have been a resident of Martin County for 34 years.  I love the beauty and tranquility
 of this area.  I love the people and I love my way of life.  I love raising my
 grandchildren here, as I did my children.  I am originally from Brooklyn, NY.   And, I
 can say with absolute certainty that AAF has no relatives and/or friends living in this
 area.  


This is my third or fourth letter regarding this ridiculous idea of a high speed train
 running through some very small and quaint areas of the Treasure Coast of Florida. 
 Two things that I have learned through the years is 1) FACTS DON'T COUNT WHEN
 SOMEONE'S OPINION IS INVOLVED, and 2) IT'S ALWAYS ABOUT MONEY.


Let's address #2 above.  As magnanimous as AAF wants us to believe it's being, one
 thing is certain: it hopes to increase its profits.  With the expansion of the Port of
 Miami, AAF will be left in the dust if it cannot accommodate the increase in products
 having to be shipped from Miami to other parts of the country.  The statement that
 AAF will bring jobs to our area is, at best, short sighted.  While for the few years it will
 take to construct the necessary tracks, roads, etc., people will be working, but long
 term, it will PERMANENTLY change the landscape of our area.  Yes, people will be
 working during the "changes," but what happens after that?  There is no long term
 solution to keep the residents of the Treasure Coast employed, nor is there any plan
 to have any AAF revenue funneled into the area.


#1 above:  ALL REPORTS, not some, but ALL reports, have reached the same
 conclusion: the IMPACT ON  THE ENVIRONMENT OF THE TREASURE COAST IS
 DEVASTATING, particularly, Martin County.  In Stuart, the highest concentration of
 residents and residential neighborhoods are west of the railroad tracks.  However,
 the main hospital, many schools and almost all doctors and medical facilities are east
 of the tracks.  With 32 trains going by each day, the delays in both directions would
 be dire.  Then the boating traffic.  I was taught to believe that the waterways have the
 right of way.  Your railroad seems to either dispute and/or dismiss this.  Another
 question that I have, is what happens if and when a train derails?  If the derailment
 happens in downtown Stuart, it would devastate an entire downtown area, including
 restaurants, theater, many "mom and pop" stores, etc.  This area does not have any
 chain stores, nor chain businesses, in our downtown area.  The same holds true for
 downtown Jensen Beach.  How many feet off the track can a railroad car topple?  10
 feet?  20 feet?  What about the time it would take to remove this type of accident
 from the roadways.  A few years back, Metro North of the NY Hudson Line was
 derailed.  Fortunately, those tracks run through a valley and far enough away from
 civilization.  It took days and a lot of man hours to clean up that mess.  I, personally,
 was on an Amtrak train that derailed in Massachusetts one year.  It took rescuers
 more than 6 hours to rescue the passengers and bus them into Boston.  Oh, and
 during this time, there's no plumbing facilities, no lights and no food.  If this happens
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 in these two small downtown areas, it would be catastrophic, not only to the
 passengers on the train, but to the area surrounding the tracks.  Oh, and the 100
 year old bridge crossing the St. Lucie River, good luck with 32 trains zipping over that
 and not falling into the drink.


By the way, there are railroad tracks further west in our state, on which the Amtrak
 trains run.  Why can't AAF use these tracks?  Is because they don't own them and
 would have to pay a fee to use them?  ALL ABOUT MONEY.


So, if you could PROVE that there are numerous safety measures in place, if you can
 PROVE that you've taken our beautiful way of life into consideration, if you can
 PROVE that it would benefit our area, if you can PROVE that our way of life will not
 be destroyed, then I would like to see these details.  Until then, All Aboard Florida is
 just a mask for corporate America to profit at the expense of anyone and anything
 that gets in it's way.  SHAME ON YOU!!








From: Ray Godfrey
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Dear AAF , I am writing to ask you to please reconsider and not ignore the impact of your using the present


 tracks for your new high speed trains. Consider the difficulties you will be causing in the lives of thousands of
 people who live near the track...


Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 2:56:02 PM
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From: rar revert
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: negative for all aboard fl
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:48:58 PM


the impact on the residents that have to live with this
is never considered
The only consideration is to those that will profit
from moving tourists from Disney to Miami and back
via rail
follow the money & don't allow this traffic on the
rails!!!
Nay to All Aboard
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From: Lisa Ammons
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF - Please reconsider
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 6:24:56 PM
Attachments: image002.png


image006.png


I am writing to oppose "All Aboard Florida" as it stands.  The only way to protect the
 public would be to move the rail west of I-95 in the Martin, St. Lucie and Indian River
 areas.  As a resident of Stuart, I find this proposal dangerous. I will affect property
 values for hundreds of home owners, not mention add substantial congestion to our
 “already” crowed roads. I cannot imagine having to deal with a train coming thru here
 dozens of times a day. Home owners will lose tens of thousands in property value
 and some may not be able to sell their home at all. The train will be a large deterrent
 for property located east of the tracks.
 
Also a factor that has to be considered  is the fact that the Ft. Pierce South Bridge
  and the Stuart/Jensen Causeway has an aging nuclear power plant. The current
 track is at the foot of South Bridge.  In a disaster of any type thousands of people
 could be trapped on the island.  These tracks also block people from accessing their
 hospitals.  It would be very foolish to endanger the lives of thousands for the
 convenience of a private corporation.  AAF would only bring pollution and noise to
 this area.  I ask you to deny access through our county.  Respectfully, Lisa Ammons
 7172 SE Seagate Lane, Stuart FL 34997
 


LISA AMMONS ~LICENSED REALTOR
 
Cell:     772-285-7611                                
Fax:      877-221-1055


About Me!  


Review My Profile on Linked In.......   
 
My Website: StuartFloridaRealEstateSales.Com                         
                                                                                               
 United Realty Group      
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From: David Burken
To: John.Winkle@DOT.Gov; Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com; AAF-comments@vhb.com
Subject: Against AAF
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:33:00 AM


All,


We live in Roseland Florida (North Indian River Couny) a block and a
half West of the railroad tracks.  We have plans for a new house on our
exiting property, engineered and permit ready.  I have a builder and I'm
ready to go.  I will NOT build there if this AAF thing goes through.
So, no new taxes for the county.  No improvement to the neighborhood.
No stimulation of the local community from a $400,000 plus construction
project.


Given the current population of the East coast of Florida, the only
thing that should go down those tracks is a "dinner train".  New tracks
should be routed up the turn pike corridor.  They should be elevated on
piling so as to limit the environmental impact.


Sincerely,
David Burken
Roseland, Florida
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From: treasureinlife@aol.com
To: john.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: Dec. 3, 2014 AAF Response.
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:23:50 PM


December 3, 2014
 
Good day Mr. Winkle,
 
I have been a resident in Jupiter, Florida since 1979.  I own a condo within 1,000 feet of the railway.  I can
 deal with the current train traffic though I hear the horn advising that the bridge is going down,the train
 horns and even the vibrations of the trains, but increasing by an additional 32 during the day as well as
 freight traffic is going to ruin our community.  I reside across the street from Tequesta, however, the
 police and fire stations that would serve me are other side of the tracks.  Actually, the Police would have
 to cross the tracks going east on Indiantown, then cross them a second time to get to my condo.  In an
 emergency having the train tracks stopped could be fatal. 
 
There are a lot of low income, minorities who ride their bikes toward Alt. A-1-A and carry them across the
 track from Center Street to Tony Pena to shop at Publix, T. J. Maxx or Shoe Carnival.  I can not see this
 as being a good thing for this area.  Someone is going to be killed.
 
I was hiking the Florida Trail this past weekend with friends.  There is a section where it is imperative that
 one must cross the track.  Yes, there is a no Trespass sign, however, this is a Florida National
 Scenic Trail.  I understand that area will be 110 MPH.  People don't realize that a train going 110 miles
 an hour will be in your face within 30+seconds.  How are you anticipating dealing with that problem? 
 
The train will then go to Hobe Sound which is a small town with a lot of Bible College students who walk
 and ride bikes.  Again, this is a dangerous situation.  The further north you go the smaller the towns and
 the more minorities, low income people who don't drive and cross the tracks frequently as a shortcut. 
 This is going to be a major hardship on many and the FEC Railroad is going to have a lot of lawsuits on
 their hands from the deaths that are going to happen.  Port Salerno is the same, small towns, lots of
 minorities.
 
If people want to get from Orlando to Miami they need to take Amtrak, the Government already is
 subsidizing that service.  Why must we subsidize this route as well, especially since it is going to do such
 harm to those of us who reside here. 
 
My property is going to devalue so much by having a high speed train here and I can't afford to move,
 plus I love this area. I implore you to seek an alternative route.
 
Please find a way to run your high speed train in the western section of the Palm Beach County and not
 put such a hardship on the locals.
 
Thank you.
 
Peggy Brassard
Jupiter, Florida
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From: Martha Fenimore
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: negative impact of all aboard florida train route
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:47:44 PM


even if there were to be a train stop in indian river county, the best and safest location
 would be further west where there is a less dense population.   the vast majority of
 people in indian river county reside on the west side of the current tracks.  the main
 problem is that the 2 hospitals (and their emergency rooms) that are in the county
 are about 1-2 miles east of the tracks. there are no other nearby options.  no matter
 how fast the trains are, deaths will occur simply due to the frequent interruptions in
 traffic.  heaven forbid an actual train wreck occurs!!   there are better options for train
 routes which won't be so potentially lethal for the majority of indian river county
 residents.     martha fenimore    (772)532-8534 
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From: Dee deWaal
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF - Remarks
Date: Saturday, October 18, 2014 10:33:41 AM


Ask Gov. Scot why he won't fight AAF.  Is there money involved? Sure it is a done
 deal if the polotitions don't get together and fight it. I am holding back my ballot.  If
 the Gov. doesn't fight AAF I will not vote for him.
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From: Judith Bewersdorf
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; Jsunbeam@bellsouth.net
Subject: Against AAF
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:40:23 PM


I live in the beautiful quaint river town of Sebastian, Fl located in Indian river
 county.
We are building up the "old working water front" to like it was long ago. This
 water front
is only one block away from the FEC RR tracks. We have a big park one block
 from these tracks also in which major events are held along with local events!


32 high speed trains zipping through this river front area daily is a disaster to
 the quiet,
 peaceful atmosphere we are trying to maintain. We have concerts in the park
 once a month.
We have a Clam Bake Festival, The Pelican Island Festival, The juried Art Fest
 Monthly craft shows, Monthly art shows, The 4th of July parade & all day
 long festivities to mention a few with people walking across these tracks trying
 to get to these festival, especially with kids in tow!


The Treasure coast communities and especially Sebastian, MY TOWN, reap no
 benefit
whatsoever from these high speed trains.  They cause noise, nuisances, safety
 concerns,
and especially with children crossing  to go fish in the Indian River Lagoon.


I personally see no need for 32 trains to go thru my town daily! 16 round trip
 trains!


If this AAF is a done deal, why not make it only 8 round trips daily. Why do
 the trains have to run every half hour? Are people from Miami  going to ride
 every half hour to go to Orlando or vice versa? And how long will these trains
 run? Till 10PM? If the purpose is to go to Disney theme parks these trains do
 not need to run every half hour! Certainly people can plan their days
 accordingly. You do not need to run trains every 30 minutes! You most
 assuredly will
lose money on a lot of the routes, ie train times because most of the people
 probably will
 ride perhaps at 8AM and return on a 9PM train!
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Has anyone taken surveys as to when the populous of Orlando or Miami would
 be riding these trains? What time of day? When they would leave & what time
 would they return?
I have not read of any surveys.


I am totally against 32 trains running thru my quiet peaceful river town.  I
 perhaps would put up with 8 trains. (4 round trips).   It certainly does not
 benefit Sebastian!


Sincerely,


Judith Bewersdorf
226 Dickens Ave
Sebastian, FL 32958      772-388-0589


This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus
 protection is active.
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From: A. Lee Craft
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Delays from AAF
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 12:06:50 PM


My Name: A. Lee Craft


My Email: alcraft7@gmail.com


My Address:


8095 SE Golfhouse drive
Hobe Sound, FL 33455Deal


Delay In medical response time , and for other emergencies would COST LIVES. This is on
 your shoulders. quality of life and property values would decline. 
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From: Gene Kopf
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: new railroad
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:31:45 PM


I think there are more pluses than minuses with the proposed new rail line.  gene kopf
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From: Shamrk3518@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF - Train Whistles
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 2:24:40 PM


I live in Palm Beach Gardens, a city that took on creating quiet zones for its residents many years
 ago. However, in 2014, with quiet zones long in place, we still have whistles blowing during the
 day and at night. Whistles at 1:00 a.m. or 5:00 a.m. are common. As a light sleeper and insomniac,
 these whistles are more than an annoyance. The only way you can guarantee abatement from
 these horrific and unnecessary shrill blasts is to remove whistles from the trains completely.
 Residents as far away a U.S. 1 in North Palm Beach hear these whistles blow. Can you image 62
 more whistles per day multiplied by 3 blasts per intersection? We will have no quiet at all.
 
Your plan is ill conceived and totally without consideration for the thousands of residents who
 live near these railroad tracks. I have only addressed one issue of noise. There are many other
 issues of equal importance.
 
Donna Cannon
3518-B Gardens East Drive
Palm Beach Gardens, FL 33410 
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From: Helene & Lothar
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Against AAF
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 6:54:35 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle, 


     My husband and I have lived in Martin County for 23 1/2 years.  We have
 enjoyed living here.  However, if AAF is allowed to go forward, it will totally
 ruin our community.  The traffic tie-ups alone will spoil our beautiful county. 
 We are very concerned that if we need to go to the hospital, or visit our
 doctors in Stuart, FL we will face many delays. We love to visit downtown
 Stuart, and we probably will stop going  to restaurants and shops there
 because of traffic congestion.  Businesses will be adversely affected. 
 Noise will also make a bad impact on the area.  The the boaters will be
 affected adversely. Emergency vehicles will face delays.   AAF should use
 the tracks that are in western Martin County so as not to ruin our area. 
 Another big point I would like to make:  I do not want my taxes going to this
 company for  their money-grabbing plan.  Train transportation in this
 country has not proven to be a money maker.  How can AAF realistically
 expect to make money?  They just want the taxpayers to fund their
 boondoggle.  Then they will require continuous subsidies to keep operating.


I hope you will take all of the above into consideration, Mr. Winkle, when
 deciding our fate.


Sincerely,


Helene Michlowitz
2048 SW Mayflower Drive
Palm City, FL 34990
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From: Ken Bradley
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Deny AAF the right to run passenger trains (and increased freight train traffic) through the Treasure Coast along


 the existing FECR Tracks
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 9:06:36 AM


Deny AAF the right to run passenger trains (and increased freight train traffic)
 through the Treasure Coast along the existing FECR Tracks.  Move the tracks
 west of town along I-95 or the Florida Turnpike.
 
Visualize This:  A True High-Speed Train System built along either the I-95 or
 Florida Turnpike Transportation Corridors West of our Coastal Cities and
 Towns.  The Florida East Coast Railway Tracks have been replaced with a
 Landscaped Linear State Park Greenway with Bicycle and Walking Paths that are
 highly utilized by our citizens and enhances the quality of life rather than
 destroying it.
 
You may recall that a True Florida High-Speed Rail Project with speeds of up to
 186 mph was proposed with initial service between Tampa and Orlando and with
 plans to extend the service south to Miami along the existing I-95 and Florida
 Turnpike Corridors that already have traffic overpasses and noise abatement
 walls along the populated areas and which would allow the trains to attain much
 higher speeds. There would be no issues with the trains bisecting the towns and
 stopping Automobile, Public Safety Vehicles, Marine Traffic and Pedestrians
 along the way 32 times (or more) each day.
Governor Rick Scott, during his second month on the job in 2011 rejected a
 whopping $2.4 Billion Dollars in Federal Money to help build this Proposed High
 Speed Rail Line from Tampa to Orlando and Orlando to Miami. Why?
 
Now Privately Owned Florida East Coast Railway is trying to force a Second Class
 Not-So-High-Speed System on us using a century old rail right of way that has
 long outlived its usefulness.  This Route through the Treasure and Space Coasts
 bisecting our cities and towns will significantly damage the Quality of Life,
 Health and Safety of our Citizens and the Economies of the Region.
 
One of the major incentives for FECR to upgrade the tracks is to allow more
 Freight Trains through our region as a result of the Port of Miami
 Improvements which will allow Huge International Container ships to unload
 there and the containers to be transported via rail with more potential for
 derailment disasters along the way.
 
Scott has now pledged $215 Million in Florida State funds to build a massive
 Orlando Transit Hub with an additional $467 Million from the Greater Orlando
 Aviation Authority totaling $682 Million to serve the Privately Owned All
 Aboard Florida.   This helps only Miami, Ft. Lauderdale, Palm Beach and Orlando
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 and does nothing for the Treasure and Space Coasts as both passenger and
 freight trains loudly rumble through our cities and towns and across our
 waterways at least 32 times per day.
 
I suggest the following:  Offer Florida East Coast Railway / All Aboard Florida
 an easement along the Florida Turnpike or I-95 to build new tracks in exchange
 for vacating and abandoning the existing tracks through the centers of our
 coastal cities and towns and deed the land and right of way to the State to be
 used as Linear Park.  The State, in cooperation with the Cities and Towns along
 the route can then remove the tracks and install bicycle and walking paths with
 Florida Landscaping along the Greenbelt. 
Two Much Better Route Options:


The Turnpike Route is more direct and would significantly cut the travel
 time - Downtown Miami to Orlando International Airport is approximately
 230 Miles. 
The I-95 to SR-528 Route is approximately 273 miles but runs closer to 4
 International Airports along the way:  Miami, Ft Lauderdale-Hollywood,
 Palm Beach and Melbourne.  Shuttles from the airports delivering people to
 a True High Speed Train Terminal would greatly increase the number of
 passengers utilizing the trains and boost the Florida economy. 


 
Looks like a Win-Win solution to me
 
Ken Bradley
Vero Beach Resident
772-538-9981
 
 








From: Herb Ressing
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: greg@rollymarine.com; 007@qpsmarine.com; alex@newrivermarina.net; prattm@lauderdalemarinecenter.com;


 ryc@roscioliyachting.com
Subject: new river bridge
Date: Monday, September 29, 2014 9:13:12 AM


To whom it may concern,
 
As an active member of the marine community, i.e. Ft. Lauderdale marine advisory board, Marina
 mile etc. I am very concerned that the proposed AAF project will have a negative impact upon the
 entire  marine industry that has a majority of its marinas west of the bridge and the frequent
 openings estimated to be 54 per day will limit access to these facilities and create additional
 cognition on the river.
Also, consideration must be given to real-estate values decline due to limited access and the
 additional delays at the numerous street crossing in the center of the city effected by the additional
 number of freight and passenger trains.
It’s time to put the brakes on All Aboard Florida and give serious consideration to all of the
 ramifications that surround this huge real-estate development project.
 


Capt. Herb Ressing
Director of Business Development
Office 954-533-3245
Cell 954-463-1414
Fax 954-368-2177
THE LAUDERDALE MARINE CENTER
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From: Jean Defrancis
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF - train will ruin Stuart
Date: Tuesday, October 21, 2014 4:47:43 PM


If you ever visited our downtown area, you would see a beautiful quaint town with the Lyric Theatre that brings in
 huge crowds for our live entertainment, wonderful shops, parks and restaurants. We would lose 100 parking spots,
 hold ups of travelers trying to reach our town, and long lines of traffic waiting to get to the hospital, doctors,
 restaurants & theatre.  There would be a ghost town in place of our historic towns along the rivers. Please save our
 lifestyles by insisting the train use the tracks west of all our towns. Thank you,
Jean  DeFrancis
Stuart, FL


Sent from my iPhone
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From: Jane Merritt
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: President@whitehouse.gov; CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov; Bill@BillNelson.senate.gov;


 Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com; Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov; GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com;
 MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov


Subject: Against All Aboard FL
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 4:27:40 PM
Attachments: Against All Aboard FL.docx


See letter as sent to Mr. Winkle 
attached
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December 2, 2014





Mr. John Winkle


U.S. Department of Transportation





Dear Mr. Winkle,





I am a resident of Stuart, FL and am writing to your agency to voice my opposition to All Aboard Florida, and to request that all funding and permits to them be rejected. I have attended several of the public meetings that were held regarding this proposal. My concerns center on the fact that the demand for this new passenger service is not well established. Florida East Coast Rail and AAF are requesting government backed loans and tax exempt bonds to fund existing infrastructure improvements to effect this service. At the same time, they want local communities to spend considerable funds for safety upgrades. When FECR deems the passenger service is no longer viable, the taxpayer will be holding the debt. FECR will have improved the tracks for their freight operations at little cost to the company and on the backs of the taxpayers.





The Draft Environmental Impact Statement uses data and specifications that range from optimistic, to questionable, to not accurate, to downright misleading (especially regarding the bridge over the St. Lucy River and their modeling). In other areas information is omitted.  At one meeting I attended, much was made of the preservation of the railroad bridge over the St. Lucy River because it is historic and as such must be preserved under the National Historic Preservation Act. By the way, this is completely inaccurate. NHPA permits many levels of preservation right down to replacement and a photograph showing the replaced structure set at the site.  However, a six foot high chain link fence would be installed on both sides of the rail tracks that go through the middle of HISTORIC downtown Stuart. This fact was not mentioned.





No remediation measures can make the population of the Treasure Coast safe from high speed trains and potential derailments be they passenger trains or freight trains.





No remediation measures can change the negative impact of greatly increasing the times and number of closings of essential roads to emergency vehicles and to residents. I recently saw the crossroads of US 1 and Monterey Road blocked by vehicles waiting for a southbound freight to pass through the Monterey Rd. and A1A crossing. At the same time a northbound train had the Indian Street and A1A crossing closed.  So two crossings within a couple of miles of each other were closed at the same time. This was during the morning Rush Hour and commuters were completely stopped by the two trains and very tense.





No remediation measures can change the negative impact to residents and guests trying to evacuate during a hurricane or a train derailment when there has been a spill of toxic chemicals. The same is true of boats trying to evacuate for a hurricane or get to safety at Indiantown.





The quality of life for all who share the Treasure Coast will be diminished. The negative impact to our economy will be severe. Our businesses especially the boating, recreation, and tourism industries will falter. The pollution and noise from so many trains will greatly devalue the quality of life along the train corridor. The DEIS ignores or is misleading on the the impact to traffic safety, boat navigation, natural and cultural resources.  





The DEIS and its findings should not be accepted.  Florida's coastal communities deserve an honest, not self serving evaluation of this costly and community altering project. An evaluation that uses accurate and complete data and analysis. Solutions to the serious safety, financial, traffic, and navigation concerns are essential before this project moves forward.





Please deny All Aboard Florida and FECR all funding and permits, and do not let this project go forward as currently proposed.





Respectfully,








Jane Lynn Merritt


4014 SE Fairway E


Stuart, FL 34997


jlm3322@gmail.com













From: Donna S. Melzer
To: Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@dot.gov; Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil;


 Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil; Allan.Nagy@faa.gov; James.Christian@dot.gov; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov;
 Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov; Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov; John_Wrublik@fws.gov; Charles_Kelso@fws.gov


Cc: President@whitehouse.gov; CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov; Bill@BillNelson.senate.gov;
 Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com; Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov; GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com;
 MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov


Subject: Deny All Aboard funding and permits -- the numbers and data don"t add up
Date: Friday, November 28, 2014 5:32:23 AM


Please do NOT authorize either the $1.6Billion in government-
backed loans for All Board or the $1.75+Billion tax-exempt for All
 Aboard.  


The cost to the government will be to high because the long-term
 profitability of a high-speed passenger is not backed by realistic numbers.
  


The credibility of elected officials and the agencies is on the line.


Further, the DEIS is not sufficient -- it only allows the public and local
 government to review 30% of construction information, the data is
 inaccurate and outdated, the analysis is faulty, the modeling unrealistic -
 the most obvious being the choices being made that will create serious
 obstacles to navigation.  Modeling for boat traffic under a raised,
 antiquated, narrow-opening RR bridge are unrealistic - modeled as if
 boats handle like cars and have "boat lanes" and no water currents. My
 family has a boat and can all swear to the inaccuracies of the boat
 modeling.   Additionally, rare and endangered plant and animal
 species and the impact of wetlands destruction is not realistically
 addressed.


Safety is a significant issue since a large stretch of this railroad area is the
 deadliest in the country already and the trains hurdling through older
 coastal communities at speeds up to 110 mph create dangers not
 adequately addressed. 
The costs to government at all levels is not fully disclosed including the
 many millions that local governments will have to provide for railroad
 crossing improvements due to trains hurdling through their jurisdictions at
 up to 110 mph. 


All Aboard has not met their burden and U.S.DOT and FRA should reject the funding
 requests and other agencies should reject their permit requests.  


All Aboard claims the project meets the straight face test well enough to get private
 funding so let them.  That claim too is not experience-backed since the funding to date
 has required high interest rates.  


From:  Donna Melzer, 3471 SW Centre Court, Palm City, FL 344990
             Attorney, parent, boater, environmentalist, community advocate



mailto:donnasmelzer@gmail.com

mailto:Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

mailto:John.Winkle@dot.gov

mailto:Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil

mailto:Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil

mailto:Allan.Nagy@faa.gov

mailto:James.Christian@dot.gov

mailto:Benito.Cunill@dot.gov

mailto:Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov

mailto:Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov

mailto:John_Wrublik@fws.gov

mailto:Charles_Kelso@fws.gov

mailto:President@whitehouse.gov

mailto:CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov

mailto:Bill@BillNelson.senate.gov

mailto:Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com

mailto:Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov

mailto:GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com

mailto:MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov






From: Fee, Scott
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: no AAF in Brevard County
Date: Monday, October 13, 2014 11:59:02 AM


As an individual who drives across the FEC tracks at a minimum of 4 times a day, the last thing I want
 is increase rail traffic.  It doesn’t matter if the passing trains cross an intersection in 30 seconds, the
 effects on traffic are both before and long after the train has passed.  Furthermore, AAF doesn’t
 even stop in Brevard County for citizens to utilize the service.  So we must bear the burden of higher
 rail traffic, including serious impact to city traffic with no benefit of rail usage.  Sounds like a bad
 deal for Brevard County.  No thanks, AAF can go somewhere else.
 
Christopher Scott Fee
Indian Harbour Beach FL.
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From: Kathleen Harkins
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF - unwanted in Fort Lauderdale
Date: Thursday, October 30, 2014 9:49:33 PM


Hello,


As a 20 year resident of Fort Lauderdale and a recreational boater, I DO NOT want these new trains running through
 my city. The noise and traffic will destroy our quality of life in my neighborhood of Croissant Park. Traffic already
 backs up during the day with the current trains, causing the downtown area to come to a stand-still at rush hours. 
 Plus the additional noise will be constant and unbearable, especially at night.


I am most upset with the effects the trains will have on the New River. Boat traffic will back up worse than vehicle
 traffic. And that will eventually cause our marine industry to suffer greatly. I enjoy Fort Lauderdale because of the
 boating and do not want to see it deteriorate because of trains that few people will use.


Lastly, why don't we have the right to vote on this?? We deserve to have a say in this, since it will effect us so
 greatly.


Thank you,


Kathleen Harkins
418 SW 17th Street
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33315
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From: Tim Carew
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Deny the Big Train
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 4:55:31 PM


Please heed all the input against the FEC high speed train project. You have been given the facts. Please do not let
 the rich Wall Street hedge funders ruin the east coast of Florida. Us boaters rely on you. Please stop that damned
 train project!
Tim Carew
Hobe Sound, Florida
Tel: 561-644-5144


Sent by Tim
Please reply to timpb97@gmail.com



mailto:pb97@aol.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: wilsonatl@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Against All Aboard Florida a
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 6:55:50 PM


For all the reasons you have heard.


If it is so viable, then let FEC work with CSX and move the impact west at the Port of Palm Beach to Orlando. 
 Otherwise deny/stop it all together.


Thanks


Marguerite Wilson
678-794-3205
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From: Phyl
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: no to abf
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:06:18 AM


Dear Mr.Winkle and all concerning ABF project.
Please stop the venture of more train traffic and noise, pollution and tying up emergency vehicles from
 reaching our helpless citizens from the timely care the need. There is nothing positive about more trains  on
 the Treasure Coast. Here in Micco, many retired have train tracks in their backyards, they won't be able to
 afford to move or sell their homes. also in Barefoot Bay their a many sickly elderly in the community their
 need for emergency care will be greatly endangered, their is concern that they will and not be able to
 receive it in time.


 There are many other concerns the citizens have concerning ABF.  Their are better alternatives to this
 passenger train and increased freight altering our way of life here  on the Treasure Coast. Please consider
 them. Leave this beautiful piece of Florida  as it is without extra issues. We don't need or want your
 passenger train polluting our air and risking the lives of out citizens. Please consider this and listen to the
 citizen taxpayers voices as they plead to stop this project.


Thank you, sincerely, A very concerned citizen....Phyllis Maleski
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From: JDooba@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF -- NO
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 4:36:41 PM


I am writing this e-mail because I am against All Aboard Florida.
 
I live in the Grove Isle Community in Vero Beach, just south of Oslo Road and the
 railroad crossing at Oslo Road.  Right now, I can hear the freight trains coming and
 going.  I do not want to find out what it is like to hear many, many more trains.
 
I DO NOT want AAF to come in and destroy my wonderful small town for the sake of
 the cities of West Palm Beach and to the other cities and towns south of WPB !!
 
I want my voice to be heard because it sure doesn't look like I have a say.
 
 
Susan Jacques
300 N. Grove Isle Circle
Vero Beach, FL  32962
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From: mstearns735@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: mstearns735@comcast.net
Subject: Disapproval of All Aboard Florida Passenger Service Project and Funding
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 5:02:26 PM


I have two objections to the proposed All Aboard Florida Passenger Project.         
 
First is no real justification for the proposed project.  Very few passenger train
 services in the United States are profitable.  I used to ride the Frisco passenger
 trains in Missouri in the fifties.  That passenger service is long gone.  Later I rode the
 Illinois Central passenger trains on an irregular basis.  I believe that this passenger
 service is long gone, too.  I rode the Japanese trains when I was stationed at Camp
 Zama, Japan in the early eighties and it was a most efficient and well run passenger
 service.  It was a pleasure riding the trains in Japan because they were absolutely
 necessary because of the population density in Tokyo.
 
Second, I am not convinced that the All Aboard Florida 16 trains going from Orlando
 to Miami and return to Orlando can in any way be profitable, particularly since it will
 make very few stops between these two destinations.
 
It is my opinion that the Federal Railway Administration should not approve funding
 for this project, especially if the only collateral for the loan is the passenger train and
 its component parts.  Under this scenario, if All Aboard Florida and/or Florida East
 Coast could not turn a profit, it could default on the loan and the taxpayers could be
 left holding the bag.
 
If the Federal Railroad Administration does decide to approve this project, I strongly
 recommend that it demand that the new proposed railroad tracks and the land under
 them be made a part of bargain as collateral to ensure repayment of the loan. 
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From: Berta Dubee
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Against All Aboard Florida"s proposed high-speed passenger railway
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:13:48 PM


To Whom It May Concern;


The proposed high-speed passenger rail service should concern us all. Henry Flagler is probably spinning in his
 grave right now. What a sorry sad state of affairs that Fortress Investment Group is willing to destroy the treasure
 coast to enrich their stockholder's - with the financial assistance of the taxpayers. It doesn't even seem possible that
 this proposed plan has even reached this stage of development. Don't we elect "officials" to make informed
 decisions FOR THE GOOD OF THE PEOPLE they represent. Save us from special interest and government greed
 and corruption!


The Federal Railroad Administration needs to make a thorough and thoughtful evaluation of the proposed route and
 ask some tough questions about the future use of this rail corridor. When All Aboard Florida doesn't attract riders,
 what are the plans for the tracks? Will we be having much slower moving freight trains traveling through a very
 sensitive ecological area carrying hazardous materials?


PLEASE stop this train in it's tracks and stop making a mockery of processes designed to preserve and protect our
 environment and it's residents blessed enough to live here.


I am strenuously opposed to All Aboard Florida traveling the proposed corridor through the Treasure Coast. Sadly,
 for every letter you receive, there are a thousand people in opposition that won't bother to write. I have more faith in
 SOMEONE having enough common sense to STOP THIS MADNESS.


I thank you for your time and attention to this matter.


Alberta Dubee
3809 Westchester Court
Port St Lucie, FL  34952


Sent from my iPad
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From: FRANK BIRK
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: no trains
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:46:11 AM


I had two heart attacks and am awaiting the big one.  I hope I can get to the hospital in time before
 the trains come rolling in.  I happen to live on the wrong side of the tracks.  PLEASE stop this
 terrible idea of high speed trains.   Thank you,  Frank j. Birk       f_birk@bellsouth.net 
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From: jacksull3368@gmail.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF A SCAM
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 10:06:04 AM


The whole idea of high speed passenger trains on the current FEC tracks is a scam.
If passenger service in the quantity that FEC says is really warranted, there are many alternatives.
Recently MEGA BUS has inaugurated a non stop service from Miami to Orlando. This company operates non stop
 bus service between several European cities with great success. Most recently it has started bus service between
 many cities in the N.E. United States.
A second alternative would be to use the CSX tracks away from the coastal cities. These tracks have already been
 upgraded and run mostly through rural farmlands between Miami and Orlando.
A third alternative would be a monorail system (similar to Disney's) to run along the turnpike right of way. It would
 be raised and would not interfere with any ground level traffic.
A fourth alternative would be the use of an elevated maglev system, a German system, currently in use by the
 Chinese for transporting passengers between Shanghai Int'l Airport and the city. This system could also be used
 along the turnpike.
 As plain as the nose on your face, it is obvious that the FEC plan is to get their system upgraded for the expected
 increase in freight traffic. (Note- expansion of Panama Canal and ports in South Florida).
Jack Sullivan
Vero Beach, fl.


Sent from my iPad
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From: Bush Monika
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Disapprove
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 9:28:54 AM


I am a resident of Stuart, Florida and am OPPOSED to the train. Many communities,
 like Stuar,t will be subject to congested traffic, noise pollution, and loss of business to
 many small shop and resturant owners. Tourists and families have moved to south
 Florida to enjoy a more peaceful, restful lifestyle. The train will NOT attract people to
 come to our area and this is not good for our economy.


Sincerely,
Monika Bush
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From: Patty
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Against All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 10:13:32 AM


I agree with "Florida Not All Aboard" and believe an option for these tracks would be better served by taking them
 to central Florida, less populated areas, rather than through numerous communities along the east coast.  Several
 concerns:  SAFETY:  I'm originally from a small town in Ohio of 4800 people and although the tracks run through
 the town, the town's concern over safety was addressed by building two bridges "over" the tracks in order for
 people and emergency crews to get to various parts of the community should a train be blocking the way.  I live in
 Martin County and there would be no way for emergency crews to get "around or over" the tracks during a crisis.
 Also, our schools are located on both sides of the tracks and if parents need to get their children and can't get over
 the tracks, the children's welfare and safety are at risk.  SMALL BUSINESS/ECONOMIC IMPACT:  Just as
 residents attempt to avoid US1 during peak times, residents will avoid many parts of the community due to constant
 railroad closings. This will have a severe economic impact to all of our small businesses which are the backbone of
 this community.  LOWER PROPERTY VALUE:  With additional trains also comes additional noise which will
 directly create problems within the railroad track vicinity.  The frequency of trains/noise is currently acceptable and
 property owners were aware of this when they purchased a home near the tracks, however, with additional trains,
 that is not what home owners bought into when purchasing a home.  Also, if they try to sell, they will find their
 home value will have decreased and will Florida East Coast Industries compensate them for the loss??
PLEASE RECONSIDER AND GO WEST OR DON'T GO AT ALL!  Thank you. 
Patty Alan


Sent from my iPad
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From: Judymcilvaine@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: noise
Date: Saturday, September 20, 2014 7:32:58 AM


We live on an Island 3 miles from rail tracks in Jensen beach and because
 water carry's sound so well we hear the train noise even at 5 AM. More
 trains in city limits is not a good idea. Do it right, like Europe high speed
 trains. 
Judy McIlvaine 
844 nettles blvd 
Jensen beach , fl 34957       
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From: sassy_1@juno.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; john.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: AAF COMMENTS
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 12:20:28 PM


AAF's plan to run 32 trains daily through the Treasure Coast's cities in Florida is a horrible
 idea.  The many crossings throughout will negatively impact boat and vehicle traffic.  Many
 crossings will need to be expensively modified for safety and noise reduction reasons.  AAF
 will NOT be paying for this.  There are NO benefits to Treasure Coast residents and business if
 this is allowed.
 
An open secret is that Florida East Coasts Industries (parents of AAF) plans to increase freight
 capacity on new rail lines it is planning to add to build its business for the expanded Miami
 shipping destination.  THAT IS THE TRUE BIG MONEYMAKING SCHEME BEHIND
 THIS PROJECT.
 
Florida East Industries does not want to instead built tracks WEST of the coastal area because it
 will cost them, so they choose to maximize their profit by a plan to ruin the lovely east coast
 areas with increased traffic by unnecessary passenger train traffic and much more freight traffic
 in the future.
 
The Draft Environmental Impact Statement about AAF's plan which was recently exhibited at a
 local public meeting does NOT reflect the complete picture and is most certainly slanted
 toward AAF's motives.  Since AAF hired the firm that put it together, it cannot be considered
 accurate. 
 
It will be a very sad and unconscionable thing to allow this project to go
 through.
 
 
From a resident of Vero Beach, Florida


____________________________________________________________
Heavy rains mean flooding
Anywhere it rains it can flood. Learn your risk. Get flood insurance.
floodsmart.gov
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From: Catherine Cavner
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Disruption to our Lifestyle
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:58:44 AM


We live between Indiantown road and US 1. With the bridge and the train on either side of us 
traffic will be a nightmare!! With the new Harbourside development added to the corner traffic
 will be a nightmare . We can hardly get out of our development now . We have the drive thru 
the parking lots of the Fresh market and Starbucks to get to a traffic light So now neighbors 
are driving thru and not paying attention to customers backing out of parking spaces-It will get
 worse!!!


One of the reasons we moved on the water was for boating.  Now that is going to be ruined 
too. We will have to wait on 32 trains a day to get up the River. Why can you not move the 
train West . This is going to RUIN our great coast and our property values.


STOP THIS TRAIN 


Catherine Cavner
hcavner@aol.com



mailto:hcavner@aol.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

mailto:hcavner@aol.com






From: Candy Nininger
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: not all aboard florida
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 4:35:03 PM


Sirs:
The public should be allowed to vote on this issue but since we are not to be allowed you
 should consider these items:
1. All aboard florida has been secretive with their business plan
2. There will be negative impacts on the boating community throughout the Treasure coast,.
3. Our hospital is east of the tracks and emergency service will be disrupted and delayed. (my
 daughter would not have made it in time for her baby to be born if they had met such a delay)
4. There are tracks to the west of here that would not cause these problems
5. The added noise and frequency of trains will hurt property values for thousands of people.
6. Traffic delays will be long and frequent for travel to and from the barrier islands.
7. Trains are old old old technology.  Most urban communities use tunnels , monorails
 systems, bridges etc to avoid adding to the traffic problems these public transport systems are
 supposed to alleviate.
8. If the added trains and tracks are really for freight as most people suspect, then the above
 problems will be much worse.
9. Orlando is far west of our communities, the tracks should be too.
10.  I for one would not ride a train to get to Orlando as the added time for boarding, carrying
 luggage, going through security and getting from the airport to a resort would not save time.
11. A train or monorail along the turnpike would make much more sense.
12.  This train system will cost the taxpayers a lot for very little return.
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From: Joseph Leinbach
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF COMMENTS
Date: Sunday, November 30, 2014 12:13:05 PM


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
Washington , D.C.


I am a homeowner in Stuart for over 17 years and a boat owner for most of those years.  I have nothing against
 passenger trains, and for 40 years commuted on the LIRR, Jersey Central RR and NYC subways.  High speed
 passenger rail can be a very worthwhile venture in some areas.  Miami to Orlando using FEC tracks is not a viable
 plan.  AAF plans are a complete fiasco.  The EIS is a sham, done by consultants and paid for by AAF.  The 522
 pages are filled with half truths, inaccurate statements and lacks transparency.  The economic effect on Stuart and
 most Treasure Coast communities would be disastrous to their way of life and future growth. 


Listen to the voting public. Over 38,000 people have signed a petition against AAF,  requesting that any high speed
 rail to Orlando be placed WEST OF THE LAKE.  More than 30 county and municipal governments have passed
 resolutions opposing AAF and sent them to the FRA.  There have been several rallies against AAF. 


I realize that the FRA IS PROMOTING AAF, as there has been no serious consideration of other routes other than
 FEC.  After three years of planning by Fortress Investment Group, the public is excluded from reviewing basic
 information such as fares, financial projections, construction details and ability to pay back a $1.8 billion loan .  It
 probably is ALL ABOUT FREIGHT and a way to develop real estate for Fortress Investment Group. Like the the
 Treasure Coast governments of Martin, St. Lucie and Indian River Counties and Vero Beach and Stuart I am
 requesting an amended DIES to CORRECT FACTUAL ERRORS and provide FULL CONSTRUCTION PLANS
 for all track as well as GRADE CROSSINGS.


The train bridge over the St. Lucie River takes about 20 minutes to open and close and there are no plans to change
 this single track.  Under Coast Guard rules maritime traffic has priority over rail crossings.  AAF has not shown
 how they can meet a three hour schedule from Miami to Orlando 32 times a day and handle freight trains on that
 SINGLE track section. 


There are over 300 grade crossings along the proposed route.  110 MPH trains are a serious safety issue in all the
 communities.  In addition Fire, Police and Ambulances will be delayed at many crossings, putting human life at
 risk.  In the NE corridor there are tunnels or overpasses at almost all crossings for safety. 


Finally, AAF has stated that it is a private business and is seeking private financing.  However it has not withdrawn
 its application to receive$1.8 billion from the Federal government.  It is clearly a HIGH RISK investment, as the
 recent sale of junk bonds by AAF had a 12% interest rate. 


The FRA should NOT APPROVE the Draft EIS and either (1) cancel the absurd project or (2) require an amended
 EIS be submitted followed by a 90 day period for public comments. 


Joseph Leinbach
6940 SE Winged Foot Dr
Stuart FL 34997


772-283-8344


Sent from my iPad
Joe
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From: donald woodworth
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; mailto:
Subject: Do not destroy Treasure Coast
Date: Thursday, November 27, 2014 4:10:21 PM


Gentlemen there is a reason it is called the Treasure Coast and it's not the buried gold , it is
 the beautiful and precious environment that has been developed over many years. The
 quantity of Freight trains and passaging trains you are proposing is wrong- it will destroy the
 Stuart Area.
The quality of life for medical, shopping,  boating
 and in general just getting around will be destroyed.
Go somewhere else with the freight
 
Homeowner port St. Lucie, Florida
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From: rinka
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: not all aboard florida
Date: Saturday, September 20, 2014 12:49:17 PM


ARE YOU KIDDING ME,


i am appalled at the arrogance that AAF blatantly makes comments that this would be a good
 thing for stuart, fl and all of martin county.  the fortress investors are salivating as we speak
 "putting one over" on the residents and business's in and around martin county.  they are
 already lining up at their banks to deposit the riches on the backs of tax paying people who
 have earned their retirements and chose to live a more tranquil life in their later years not to
 mention families raising children in the area.


the bulling tactics that they are trying to use on the animal business owner in Vero beach,
 expressing they will take over his parking areas because they own the spots (strong arming)
 a man whose livelihood is his means of having a life for himself and his family,
 OUTRAGEOUS!


among other things with this  assine idea brings is:


the safety issues, 


road gridlock, 


maritime gridlock, 


emergency vechiles trying to reach hospitals and or people at home, on the beach, at shopping
 centers, in a life or death situation, 


derailments (and this will happen) in the vicinity of homes, events, festivals, picnics or just
 walking across the tracks to reach the other side during an outing.


chemical spills should the unthinkable happen.


all its going to take is only one human life for this to happen and that is one life to many.


property values, yes this will occur.


you must start listening to the public.  I'm sure as i write this, that the pockets of many, and i
 say many politicians  have been greased already and didn't expect a back lash from these
 communities to occur as it did and now are back tracking and changing their stand on this
 issue.


it is obvious that these greedy stockholders and all companies invested in this debacle do not
 live in florida especially on the east coast where these train will be barreling through.


the obvious ruse is not passenger train service, this will not turn a profit and they know it. the
 real reason for this is moving FREIGHT TRAINS up north and across the united states to any
 and all destinations for profit. passenger trains do make profits, read up on your history re:



mailto:taxicatz@gmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment





 passenger service all over the country.


take this train and put it in the middle of the state where it belongs, not in the most populated
 areas within martin county. i could go on and on but i fear this is FALLING ON DEAF EARS
 AND THE PROJECT FOR THE TRAIN IS A SLAM DUNK.


heres hoping you don't have friends, family, mothers, fathers grandparents, grandchildren don't
 live here because YOUR THROWING THEM UNDER THE BUS for your own personal
 gains.


irene jennings
stuart, fl 34997


should you have any questions you want answer, just call me, ill tell it like it is and you can
 take that to the bank!








From: Steven Auston
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF Comment
Date: Monday, November 10, 2014 3:34:40 PM


The original railroad right of way was granted years ago when this was a completely different
 area. We should not be sending either high speed passenger nor increased freight trains
 through these heavily populated areas. There are miles of open land west of I-95 where train
 tracks can be located with minimal impact on local commerce and safety. The millions of
 dollars to be spent on hundreds of crossings and bridges could be spent on a west bound spur
 to relocate the project where it belongs.
 
Steven Auston
Fort Pierce, Fl
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From: LEON DELANO JR
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Dog & Pony show @Kane center,Start,Fl
Date: Sunday, November 2, 2014 8:34:11 PM


Having believing that a hearing was to hear comments,we attended very large turnout
 Everyone I talked to was as disappointed as we were. For almost forty years we crossed the
 waterway only to be delayed as much as 5 hours at the FEC
bridge crossing next to US 1 in Stuart. One can only imagine what will happen when thirty two
 additional trains are added.
Safety will be severely compromised and navigating across the city impossible.Private interests
 should never impact the general population as this plan certainly will.There are existing tracks
 west that would impact far less citizens. I pray saner
heads prevail.


L>M>DELANO JR
STUART FL.
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From: Boyd Gunsalus
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: not all aboard
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:53:42 PM


Dear John Winkle,
    I wish to write  about  the proposed railroad that is trying to ruin the ambiance and way of life for thousands upon
 thousands of people living north of Palm Beach. The proposed increased trains will destroy the now bustling but so
 beautiful little towns that are built along the tracks that AAF owns the right of way for. They are obviously lying in
 their application for the federal loan, there is no way that a passenger train can operate at a profit on the proposed
 route, there can't be enough ridership to justify such an undertaking. We all know the real reason for the loan is to
 beef up the tracks for increased freight soon to come from the increased size of the Panama Canal. We, the people
 of Martin, St.Lucie and Indian River County's have worked hard to preserve the historic ambiance of our towns.
 The Environmental Impact Statement the railroad produced is a joke. I beg of your agency to do a more
 comprehensive study of the proposed venture and to deny them their loan. The entire project is based on greed and
 gain for a few with serious detrimental impact to multiple thousands of people living on the Treasure Coast. We
 truly treasure our way of life and hate it that governmental agencies such as yours will be persuaded by big money
 to once again screw the middle class so a few men can get richer. Please please please take a closer look.   
 Sincerely, Brenda Leigh
                  806 S.E. Madison Avenue
                  Stuart, FL.  34996


Sent from my iPad
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From: Tpend3533@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF Comment
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 1:06:29 PM


We wish to object to the All Aboard Florida plan.   It is apparent to us that this is really
 designed to get permission to run passenger service from Orlando to Miami but the
 real reason is to widen the tracks to handle expected freight from Miami.
We do not want these freight trains going through Vero Beach (as well as Stuart, Ft.
 Pierce, Jupiter, Sebastian and other small towns who will not benefit from such
 proposed service.
If it really is passenger service (and we do not believe it is) it should go west of these
 towns and follow the turnpike from West Palm Beach to Orlando.
We strongly object to the terms being used about public hearings.  It was anything
 other than a sales pitch.  It was far from an open forum where people could talk about
 it.
We feel strongly that this application in it's present form should be rejected and that
 new, serious, transportation such as a monorail for passengers should be explored.
 Thomas and Agnes Pendergast
  240 22nd Avenue
  Vero Beach, FL 32962
  772 770 0115
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From: Jane Ives
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Don"t do it
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 8:11:51 PM


Sent from Acompli
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From: 2248fra@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Pagan, Frank
Subject: not at all aboard florida
Date: Friday, October 10, 2014 9:12:28 AM


interestingly last week a freight train broke down on the tracks in my back yard  i was
 working in the woods and noted it took almost 2 hours to fix the train     when these
 breakdowns occur what will happen when we have so many more trains coming
 through


and what sort of idiots came up with the idea of running the trains through all the
 wonderful historical towns on the treasure coast instead of west of the interstates


go west rich dudes   oh oh   maybe wellington   the reserve  palm beach gardens or
 other upscale communities do not want  their peace  their home values   and etc
 destroyed


christa pagan
11903 indian river drive
jensen beach florida 
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From: Tom Byrne
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF Comment
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 12:28:59 PM


I’d like to make a positive comment on the All Aboard Project.
 
Even though it may cause some inconvenience to some, I believe that it will be less than some of the
 project’s opponents claim. I believe some of the opponents have serious misconceptions on the
 potential impact of AAF.
 
On the other hand, the potential positive impacts are huge. This rail connection of south and central
 Florida population cores is one of the greatest forward looking private projects since Disney World.
 It promises to be cleaner, faster and more convenient than auto or air travel.
 
“Stay Alert --- Stay Alive.”
 
Tom Byrne
tcksb1@bellsouth.net
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From: casey
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Downtown Stuart railroad.
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 7:59:59 AM


Please STOP the railroad for passengers going through downtown Stuart. All of the trains will
 destroy the restaurants, pedestrian walkways and charm of the area. It will put hundreds of
 people out of jobs and close dozens of stores and restaurants.The city will die.. No one will
 ever want to go down there anymore because of delays and traffic jams due to the increase in
 trains. The train system was developed many years ago and used for freight. You cannot
 utilize that old of an infrastructure that was built so long ago for the today version of city
 layouts. The math does not work. The track should be relocated anyways due to increased
 panama canal freight traffic that is expected in the coming years, but to add dozens of more
 train cars to that area is a disaster and will decimate the city of Stuart and the heartbeat of the
 city which is its little downtown. It is the tourist "cool" area for everything and I cannot
 imagine living here anymore if you approve the train. You know all the reasons why so I will
 not get into that, but I can tell you the idea of making passenger travel on an antiquated track
 system will always give you a plethora of issues that are bad. I come from Denver and they
 built a whole new high speed track system that worked with the demographics and geography
 of an old city. It is supported by everyone because the track dynamics, stops, and garages
 built to support it worked as it runs right next to the interstate. To have that train utilize the
 existing freight tracks never worked and the math did not work, so that is why they made a
 whole new system which is something that should have been analyzed before such a crazy
 venture as this one. If you ran your railroad down the turnpike then you would have support
 and could utilize all the plazas as garages . There are many ideas that could make this system
 plausable , but to use downtown Stuart as another area for multiple trains daily will be the
 worst thing ever and I will probably move away because of it.


Casey Schwerdt
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From: Louis Mazzucchelli
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; Louis Mazzucchelli
Subject: not so fast!
Date: Saturday, November 22, 2014 8:16:17 AM


We the people don't want your aaf we don't want the noise and the saftey concerns, the only
 people who will benefit from it is you! You are not going to run rough shod over us we plan
 on fighting this how ever we can! So don't think it will be so easy!
                                                     Louis Mazzucchelli
                                                     1912 SW Saga st
                                                     Port saint lucie,Fl 34987
                                                     (772)971-2872
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From: Latitude
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF Comment
Date: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 7:22:28 AM
Attachments: FRA - AAF Bridge Analysis 10-28-14 Molly.pdf


ATT00001.htm


John Winkle


The attached analysis of information provided by All Aboard Florida clearly shows that FEC’s
 proposed five-fold increase in train traffic accross waterway bridges will have a significant 
impact on marine vessel navigation and safety as the bridges will block the waterways during 
all daylight hours!


Capt Molly Potter Thayer
Aboard “Latitude"
Latitude@ChartwellCapital.com
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Molly Potter Thayer 
USCG MMC# 2026169 
702 SW Falcon Street 



Palm City, Florida 34990 
954-779-7682 



October 28, 2014 
TO: Federal Railroad Administration 



United States Coast Guard 
 
RE:  Environmental Impact Statement 
       Navigation Discipline Report 
 
Information provided by Florida East Coast Railway [FEC] and All Aboard Florida [AAF] 
to the Federal Railroad Administration [FRA] and the United States Coast Guard 
[USCG] clearly shows that FEC/AAF’s proposed five-fold increase in combined daily 
train traffic [10 Trains/Day to 52 Trains/Day] would have the following negative 
environmental and economic impacts: 
 
[1] Three trains per daylight hour [2 AAF Passenger & 1 Freight] would close all three 
navigable waterways [New River, Loxahatchee River and St Lucie River] to marine 
vessel navigation during all daylight hours. 
 
[2] Closing FEC’s waterway RR bridges during daylight hours would; 
 
[a] Force all vessels to navigate through FEC RR Bridges at night between 11PM & 
7AM between the nightly waterway bridge closings by additional freight train traffic. 
 
[b] Prevent daytime marine customer access to marine businesses and places over 
$2.8 Billion of marine related business at risk of closing with the potential loss of over 
18,000 marine related jobs. 
 



Marine Business New River Loxahatchee St Lucie River Total 
Business Volume $1,724 Million $399 Million $648 Million $2.8 Billion 
Personal Income $388 Million  $115 Million $186 Million $689 Million 
Employment 9,028 Jobs 2,755 Jobs 6,420 Jobs 18,203 Jobs 
 
AAF projects about 150 permanent jobs statewide would be created in return for 
putting over 18,000 marine jobs at risk – even a minor marine job loss would have a 
significant negative economic impact on local economies. 
 
In addition, we specifically point out that the Navigation Discipline Report [NDR] is not 
an independent analysis and the statistical and probabilities models are flawed by 
inaccurate input data and therefore misrepresent the actual conditions required for 
safe navigation.  
 
The best and most logical solution is for the FRA and USCG to require FEC to 
keep the FEC RR Bridges in the up position and the waterways open to 
navigation for the amount of time the USCG independently determines is 
required to provide for safe navigation. 
 
Thank you for your consideration! 
 



Capt. Molly Potter Thayer 











 1 



Molly Potter Thayer 
USCG MMC# 2026169 



Analysis & Recommendations 
 



Environmental Impact Statement: September 2014 
Florida East Coast Railway [FEC] & All Aboard Florida [AAF] 



Fortress Private Equity Funds [owner of FEC & AAF] 
 



US Coast Guard: Public Notice (11-14) 
Navigational Discipline Report: St Lucie Waterway: July 2014 



 
We are pleased to see that the Federal Railroad Administration [FRA] has required 
FEC/AAF to prepare an Updated Environmental Impact Statement for the full length of 
FEC/AAF’s proposed Miami to Orlando route that now includes a detailed Navigation 
Discipline Report [NDR] for analysis and approval by the US Coast Guard [USCG]. 
 
We are also pleased that the FRA has now required FEC/AAF to include the combined 
impact of FEC’s projected five-fold increase in freight and passenger [as illustrated 
below] rail traffic on FEC’s RR bridges that cross Florida’s navigable waterways. 
 



FEC’s Proposed Rail Traffic Current Proposed 
Freight Trains Per Day 10 20 
Passenger Trains Per Day 0 32 
Total Train Traffic Per day 10 52 



   
The following table illustrates the number of minutes during each hour between 7AM and 
11PM these navigable waterways [New River, Loxahatchee River and St Lucie River] 
would be closed to navigation based on data provided by FEC in the NDR.  
 



Waterways Would Be Closed To Navigation During All Daylight Hours 
Waterways Closed to Navigation 2014 Existing Times 2016 Mitigated Times 
1 Freight Train/Hour 26 minutes [a] 26 minutes [c] 
2 AAF Passenger Trains/Hour 40 minutes [b] 30 minutes [b] 
Total Minutes Closed Per Hour 66 minutes 56 minutes 



  Notes [a], [b] and [c] detailed on following pages. 
 
The following pages contain our analysis of the data provided by the FEC/AAF NDR and 
provide detailed information and calculations to help illustrate the amount of time 
required for vessels to actually achieve safe passage through the St Lucie FEC RR Bridge. 
 
The FRA needs to respect the USCG’s jurisdiction over Florida’s navigable waterways and 
provide time for the USCG to conduct an independent analysis of the waterway safety 
issues created by FEC’s proposed five-fold increase in rail traffic. 
 
The most logical solution is for the FRA and USCG to require FEC to keep the RR 
Bridges in the up position and the waterways open to navigation for the amount 
of time the USCG determines is required for safe navigation.  
 
In addition, to insure FEC compliance the FRA and USCG must provide for meaningful 
penalties if/when FEC violates this requirement. 
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Analysis: Navigation Disciple Report; St Lucie Waterway: July 2014 



 
It must first be noted that the NDR [146 pages] provided by FEC/AAF to the USCG was 
prepared by AMEC Environment & Infrastructure, Inc. for FEC/AAF and therefore the 
FEC/AAF NDR does not represent an independent analysis. 
 
FEC/AAF’s previous Environmental Impact Study for AAF’s Palm Beach to Miami route 
submitted to the FRA in October 2012 attempted to avoid USCG involvement [Exhibit 1] 
by misrepresenting the facts now contained in this NDR. 
 
However, the data provided by the FEC/AAF NDR is sufficient to clearly illustrate that the 
proposed five-fold increase in rail traffic across our waterways would have a significant 
negative impact on safe navigation, marine business and marine jobs. 
 
This analysis is based on the information presented in FEC’s July 2014 NDR. 
 
Based on data provide by FEC/AAF [Exhibit 2], summarized below, it is clear that the 
combined increase of rail traffic proposed by FEC will, in fact, close the waterways to 
safe navigation during all daylight hours. 
 



FEC/AAF Data 2014: Existing Time 2016: Mitigated Time 
Proposed Freight Traffic    
   Daily Freight Train Crossings 10 trains 20 trains 
   Time RR Bridge is Closed/Train 26 minutes [a] 26 minutes [c] 
Proposed Daily Passenger Trains 32 trains 32 trains 
   Time RR Bridge is Closed/Train  20 minutes [b] 15 minutes [b] 
   2 AAF Trains/Hour 40 minutes 30 minutes 
Total Time Closed/Hour 66 Minutes 56 Minutes 



  [a] NDR: Table 5.4-1 
  [b] NDR: Table 5.4-2 
  [c] No mitigated time was specified by FEC: The average freight train will need to be 
50% longer [50% more cars = more time required to cross FEC RR bridges] for twice as 
many trains to haul the projected three-fold increase in freight from the Port of Miami 
and Port Everglades Panamax port expansion projects. 
 
FEC estimates for mitigated times assume that the shorter times FEC RR Bridges would 
be lowered in advance of approaching trains traveling at higher speeds would still 
provide sufficient time for a passenger train to STOP prior to sending 400 passengers 
into a waterway should a FEC RR Bridge malfunction. 
 
The data provided by FEC/AAF now confirms our earlier calculations [20 minutes per 
closing] provided to the USCG by letter on April 17, 2014 that indicated the FEC RR 
Bridges would close our waterways to navigation during all daylight hours.  
 
Based on data in the FEC/AAF NDR, if 32 AAF daily passenger trains are approved by 
FRA then FEC would simply not have sufficient additional time to route freight trains 
across FEC RR Bridges without closing navigable waterways to marine traffic during 
daylight hours. 
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Analysis of FEC/AAF Navigation Calculations 
 
By way of background, I have personally utilized “simulation” models and “probabilities’ 
statistical analysis for over 40 years in my professional career. Both approaches are very 
appropriate analytical tools when accurate input data is utilized and the results are 
presented in context. 
 
The primary fault with the FEC/AAF analysis is the utilization of unrealistic input data for 
safe navigation and faulty statistical data presented out of context.  
 
We recommend the USCG conduct its own independent onsite analysis utilizing 
a USCG vessel to transit the area between the three St Lucie River bridges and 
independently determine the conditions and bridge opening requirements for 
safe passage. 
 



Realistic Considerations for Safe Navigation 
 
Existing RR Bridge Clearance 
 
FEC/AAF proposes that the vertical clearance of St Lucie RR Bridge will not be increased 
and it will remain single track; therefore, each passing train [3/hour] would require the 
bridge to be lowered sequentially with navigation limited to very small vessels with less 
than 7ft of vertical clearance. 
 
Currently, vessels that require less than 14 ft vertical clearance can pass under the 
Roosevelt Bridge without disrupting highway auto traffic. However, such vessels must 
also wait if the RR Bridge is down and blocks the waterway. The NDR fails to note that 
after a five-fold increase in rail traffic more vessels will be required to wait and clear all 
three bridges at the same time when the RR Bridge is up and the waterway open to 
navigation. 
 
The FEC/AAF Analysis assumes that small open boats can safely pass under the 7ft 
vertical clearance of St Lucie RR Bridge as a train passes overhead. We suspect the 
authors of the FEC/AAF Report have never attempted such a noisy and potentially 
dangerous adventure! 
 
Time Required to Safely Navigate the St Lucie River RR Bridge? 
 
The FEC/AAF NDR states that an ‘average’ vessel could pass through the FEC RR Bridge 
in 5 to 6 seconds. [FEC NDR: Page 5-21] This may be accurate for the space between 
the FEC RR Bridge spans but does not take into consideration [1] the location of the RR 
Bridge between two highway bridges, [2] the width of the bridge openings and [3] the 
impact of wind, river current & tidal currents in the area. 
 
• Safe navigation requires vessels to transit the narrow openings of all three bridges at 



idle speed in single file. 
 
• Safe navigation due to wind, river current and tidal currents requires vessels to clear 



all three bridges in the same direction before other vessels can transit area in the 
opposite direction. 
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• The Roosevelt Bridge tender would be required to “direct traffic”. Safe navigation for 
a large number of vessels making passage during a limited amount of time would 
require inbound vessels to wait outside the US1 Bridge and avoid waiting between the 
US1 Bridge and the FEC RR Bridge due to wind, river current and tidal currents in a 
very restricted area. Note: we have witnessed vessels being swept out of the channel 
in this location while waiting for the Roosevelt Bridge. 



 
• Safe Navigation requires outbound vessels to wait a safe distance from the Roosevelt 



Bridge before both the Roosevelt Bridge and the RR Bridge open to navigation. 
 
• The FEC/AAF Report assumes that opening the Roosevelt Bridge can occur 



simultaneously with every opening of the RR Bridge with no consideration for 
restrictions to auto traffic.  



 
• Safe navigation requires all vessels to enter and transit the area between the bridges 



at idle speed and, based on our vessel, we measured the time for a single lead vessel 
to safely enter and clear all three bridges to be between 2.5 and 3.0 minutes [Not 5 
to 6 seconds]. On one occasion this passage took 4 minutes due to a large vessel in 
the waterway between bridges. 



 
• Safe navigation requires a safe distance between vessels; maintaining at least two 



boat lengths would add at least 20 seconds for each vessel following the lead vessel 
to clear all three bridges [not 5 to 6 seconds]. 



 
• The FEC/AAF NDR fails to distinguish marine vessels from rail cars that are linked to 



one another and travel together in a uniform manner on a track. Marine vessels must 
maintain a safe distance from one another and contend with both wind and currents. 



 
• Safe navigation within a limited time for RR Bridge openings would require precise 



navigation for all vessels to proceed single file with all down current vessels 
proceeding first through all three bridges to be followed in sequence by all up current 
vessels through all three bridges. 



 
Actual Navigation Conditions [?] 



 
As proposed, new AAF rail traffic would occur on an hourly basis, however, the data 
provided by FEC/AAF for vessel traffic is grouped into 4-hour segments, which only 
permits the calculation of ‘average’ vessel traffic per hour and understates peak vessel 
traffic per hour. 
 
The following table calculates average traffic/hour utilizing data in NDR Table 5.3-1 
 
Vessel Traffic Week Day Vessel Traffic Week End Vessel Traffic 
 10AM to 2PM 2PM to 6PM 10AM to 2PM 2PM to 6PM 
Peak Vessels  124 69 264 186 
AVG/Hour 31 17 66 46 
     
AVG Vessels 42 35 162 112 
AVG/Hour 11 9 40 28 
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The following hourly histogram of vessel traffic measured between June 13 and August 
3, 2014 indicates a higher level of average hourly vessel traffic than the data provided 
by FEC/AAF in the NDR. 
 



 
 
As a result, we recommend the USCG undertake its own independent analysis of 
vessel traffic to determine the actual number of vessels that will require safe 
passage on a daily and hourly basis through ALL FEC RR Waterway Bridges. 
 
Time Required for Safe Passage? 
 
Example Calculation: How much time is required to provide safe passage for 50 vessels 
[not peak traffic] during a single hourly opening of the St Lucie RR Bridge? 
 
If we assume 25 outbound and 25 inbound vessels with down current boats proceeding 
first in an orderly single file manner then, in theory [however unrealistic], it might be 
possible [best case] to clear 50 vessels in approximately 22 minutes. 
 
 Inbound Vessels Outbound Vessels 
Lead Vessel 3 minutes 3 minutes 
24 Following Vessels [a] 8 minutes 8 minute 
Elapsed Time 11 minutes 11 minutes 
Total Elapsed Time 22 minutes  
[a] 20 seconds x 24 boats = 8 minutes assuming all boats are prepared to move 
promptly in an orderly prearranged sequence with two boat lengths between vessels. 
 
However, if the RR Bridge were to open twice per hour with only 10 minutes per opening 
then it would not be possible for the same number of vessels to clear safely. 
 
Conclusion: If two passenger trains are to cross the St Lucie RR Bridge each 
hour, then no freight traffic can be permitted cross the RR Bridge during 
daylight hours. 
 
Note: We tested the data published in the NDR by observing freight train traffic across 
the St Lucie RR Bridge on October 18, 2014 that the RR Bridge cycle [1] closed the 
waterway 22 minutes to accommodate a relatively short freight train moving fairly 
rapidly and [2] closed the waterway for 32 minutes for a longer train moving more 
slowly. Our actual observations validated the FEC NDR data and our calculations. 
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USCG Requested Action 



 
As boaters for 40 years we have great respect for the USCG and welcome USCG 
involvement and are confident that the USCG will undertake its own independent 
analysis to determine: 
 
• The actual time the FEC RR Bridges would block waterway navigation as a result of 



the projected five-fold increase in train traffic. 
 



• The actual volume of daily & hourly marine vessel traffic.  
 
• The actual time required for vessels to safely clear the distance between the 



Roosevelt Bridge, FEC RR Bridge and the US1 Highway Bridge. 
 
• The amount of time required for the FEC RR Bridge to be up and the river open to 



navigation to provide safe passage for actual vessel traffic.  
 



Negative Impact on Homeowner Waterfront Property Values 
Negative Impact on Martin County Tax Base & St Lucie County Tax Base 



 
FEC NDR Table 5.2-4 reports that a total of 2,398 residential properties along the St 
Lucie River have docks or slips. The table below highlights the estimated loss in the 
economic value of these residential waterfront properties if FEC were to operate both 
passenger and freight trains during daylight hours.  
 



Waterfront Residential Properties 2,398 2,398 
Annual Value/Cost of Dock Rental $6,000 $6,000 
Interest Rate  6% 3% [a] 
Added Value of Waterfront with Dock $100,000 $200,000 
Negative Impact to Homeowners $240 Million $480 Million 



   [a] Today’s lower interest rates increase the economic value. 
 



Negative Impact on Marine Industry & Related Employment 
 
The data presented by FEC in NDR Table 5.2-2, NDR Table 5.2-3 and summarized in NDR 
Table 5.2-9 indicates that approximately 50% of all marine industry and employment is 
located west of the St Lucie RR Bridge. The following table illustrates the economic 
activity at risk as reported by FEC if FRA approves FEC’s five-fold increase in rail traffic. 
 



Martin & St Lucie County Marine Industry – NDR Table 5.2-9 
 Economic Risk/Damage 
Business Volume $648 Million 
Personal Income $186 Million 
Employment 6,420 Jobs 



 
The FEC Bridge would block access to these marine businesses during daylight hours. 
AAF provides no economic benefit to Martin and St Lucie Counties and closing the 
waterway during daylight hours places over $800 Million of marine related business at 
risk of closing with the potential loss of over 6,400 marine related jobs. 
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Other Observations 
 
Section 5.2.3.3 indicates no commercial barge traffic occurs on the St Lucie River. This 
statement is inaccurate, as we have personally observed commercial barge traffic on the 
river and passing through the St Lucie River bridges. 
 
Exhibit __ illustrates damage from vessels passing through the narrow opening of the St 
Lucie RR Bridge. 
 
Exhibit ___ is a satellite view of the St Lucie RR Bridge location that shows the docks, 
boats and mooring field omitted by FEC in the NDR. 
  



THANK YOU! 
 
We appreciate having the opportunity to submit our analysis to both the FRA and USCG 
in a formal manner and trust that each organization will at a minimum utilize “common 
sense” and not accept the faulty statistical assumptions presented by FEC/AAF and 
undertake some basic independent mathematical analysis. 
 
The FEC/AAF statistical presentations are a distraction from “common sense”. We only 
have 60 minutes in each hour and 3 trains at 20 minutes each equals 60 minutes. 
 
As recommended, the best and most logical solution is for the FRA and USCG to 
require FEC to keep the FEC RR Bridges in the up position and the waterways 
open to navigation for the amount of time the USCG independently determines 
is required to provide for safe navigation. 
 
FEC has numerous possible methods to mitigate damage to the marine industry if FRA 
and USCG both approve AAF: 
 
• FEC could schedule freight traffic between 11PM and 7AM although it might not be 



possible to schedule 20 trains in 8 hours without closing the waterway to navigation. 
 



• FEC could reroute freight traffic to other railroad tracks. 
 
• AAF trains are not scheduled to stop north of Palm Beach so AAF trains could be 



rerouted and not cross the St Lucie waterway. 
 
• Finally, new RR Bridges with higher vertical clearances would permit more vessels to 



pass under a closed FEC RR Bridge. 
 
Alternatives exist for FEC to adjust schedules and/or routes to avoid economic 
damage to the marine industry and provide adequate time for safe passage 
through the St Lucie River FEC RR Bridge.  
 
Submitted October 28, 1014 By: 
 



Capt Mol ly Potter Thayer  
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3.1.3.1 Navigation 
 
The Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 and the General Bridge Act of 1946 give the U.S. Coast Guard (USCG) 
and the United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACOE) the authority to protect navigable waters of 
the United States.  Navigable waters of the United States are defined as those waters that are subject to 
the ebb and flow of the tide landward to the mean high water line, and/or all waters which are presently 
used, or have been used in the past or may be susceptible to use to transport interstate or foreign 
commerce. The FEC corridor traverses eight waterways that are considered navigable waters.  The 
bridges fall under the jurisdiction of the USCG as identified in Exhibit 3-1.5. Jurisdiction over other 
navigable waters falls under the USACOE.   
 
No changes to the bridges are proposed for the mainline improvements directly within any waterbodies 
or waterways; therefore, no changes to the navigation clearances are proposed.  In instances where 
bridges currently only have a single track, the rail line will transition with a #24 turnout on each end of 
the bridge to a single track 100 feet prior to and after the bridge.  With no bridge modifications or 
replacements proposed directly within any waterbodies or waterways; no involvement with USCG is 
anticipated unless warranted during the design phase of the Project, at which point coordination with 
USCG will continue through the design of the project and issuance of permits, if any.  
 
Therefore, none of the alternatives considered within this EA, including the No-Build Alternative and the 
Preferred Build Project Alternative, would impact navigation. 
 



3.1.3.2 Special Designations 
 
FDEP classifies existing surface waters according to a targeted designated use and then defines impaired 
water bodies based on observed water quality conditions.  Chapter 62- 302, F.A.C., defines Class I waters 
(designated potable water supplies), Class II waters (shellfish propagation or harvesting), and 
Outstanding Florida Waters (OFW).  OFWs may include aquatic preserves, state reserves/preserves, and 
National Wild and Scenic River Systems, among other general categories. The remaining surface water 
bodies are Class III (recreation, propagation, and maintenance of a healthy, well-balanced population of 
fish and wildlife). 
 
As noted in Table 3-1.5, the FEC corridor passes over several identified waterways. One of the existing 
FEC corridor bridges crosses over the Oleta River, which is part of the Biscayne Bay Aquatic Preserve and 
is the only waterway with special designation.  None of the alternatives considered within this EA, 
including the No-Build Alternative and the Preferred Build Station Alternatives, will have a permanent 
impact on the aquatic preserve because no bridge-related work or construction is proposed directly 
within any waterbodies or waterways, including the Oleta River.  Moreover, any special attention that 
may be required on account of Oleta’s  River  special designation would be minimized by the required 
compliance with the State Environmental Resource Permit (ERP) required for construction related to 
water quality and quantity on account of the Oleta’s  River; therefore, the Preferred Build Project 
Alternative will result in no effect to the involved waterway as a result of temporary construction 
activities.   
 





Charles Thayer
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From: Mark Bucol
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Draft EIS All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 11:18:09 AM


The building of this rail line would have numerous benefits to the
environment and economy of  Florida.  The rail line will draw passengers
from automobiles, whose emissions and effluent contribute to water
pollution in fresh water supplies.  Plus fewer cars traveling between
Orlando and Miami means less traffic accidents on the highways.


The economy will benefit from having lower cost transportation option
for personal and business travel, while giving travelers more productive
time enroute.   As the population of Florida grows and travel demand
increases the State will not have to spend as much money on future road
expansion projects which tend to degrade the environment if this rail
line and future projected routes are built.   These  scarce
transportation dollars then can be spent on maintaining existing streets
and roads.


Although I live in St. Louis, MO, my travels take me to Florida
regularly  where I have friends and relatives on both the east and west
coast of Florida.


Mark S. Bucol
24 Williamsburg Road
Saint Louis,  MO  63141
314-646-9940



mailto:bucolms@charter.net
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From: Bob Yanowsit
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: opposed to AAF
Date: Thursday, October 30, 2014 7:13:24 PM


 
...As one of the first individuals to recognize the disaster that AAF is bringing to Vero Beach, one image keeps
 popping into my head. It is an image of the first high speed train crossing 12th Street with 30 cars on both sides of
 the rails waiting. The train is full of All Aboard Florida managers, owners, and executives . As they pass thru our
 many train crossings I observe all of them in the windows giving us the finger, saying we won and all you people
 are losers.


Yes, they virtually are giving all of us on the Treasure Coast and Space coast the finger, they have and will line
 their pockets with cash from investors and government loans before the inevitable bankruptcy. The rumble of
 passenger and freight trains in chasing people from their homes and businesses, their boats, favorite resturants,
 doctors visits and the beaches.
These AAF people represent the worst of humanity, looming disaster physically, mentally and financially. Yet there
 are then dimwits among us who believe this is a great opportunity, maybe they can sit at the rails crossings and
 sell lemonade, they will have a captive group of parked cars, waiting, waiting, waiting.


RL Desocio


VB
...
...
...
...
...
...
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...
...
...
...
...
...
...
...
...
...
...


-------------------------------------------------------


Sponsored links:
Rock Hard Erections. All New Formula
Attacks the Root Fast
www.capitolbird.org/pharma.html
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From: ANN VANDERSTEEL
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF Comment
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 9:20:58 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle:


I have read the EIS on AAF and my question is, "Who really wants this?"  The disruption to 
daily automobile traffic, emergency services, noise pollution and not to mention, you STILL 
NEED A CAR WHEN YOU GET TO ORLANDO/MIAMI, seems that this project is nothing 
more than a government boondoggle.  The amount of time it takes to drive to Orlando versus 
taking the train from Miami does not equate to such a substantial time savings when you factor
 in that once you have arrived, you still need transportation to get to your final destination, 
unless of course you think the rail station is the final destination.  


Again, who is benefitting other than the contractors and politicians supporting this project?


Respectfully,
Ann Vandersteel
Tequesta, FL 33469
annvandersteel@mac.com
561-379-4353 cell



mailto:annvandersteel@mac.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
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From: Virginia.Lane@faa.gov
To: AAF_Comments_Reply
Cc: john.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: Draft EIS and Section 4(f) Evaluation for the All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project
Date: Tuesday, December 9, 2014 2:51:03 PM


The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), as a cooperating agency, has reviewed the Draft
 Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) provided in September 2014.  FAA comments provided on
 the preliminary DEIS were adequately addressed by the FRA. 
 
Virginia Lane, Environmental Protection Specialist
FAA Orlando Airports District Office
5950 Hazeltine National Drive, Suite 400
Orlando, FL 32822
407-812-6331 Ext. 129



mailto:Virginia.Lane@faa.gov

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=6f443a89df8149c4949d741a40776144-AAF_Comment
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From: mesmac@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: mesmac
Subject: opposed to All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 8:39:44 PM


For the good people of the Treasure Coast,  All Aboard Florida is a really, really BAD idea on so many levels.


The railroad company planned this in secret for years, then spend months trying to 'hookwink' us into thinking this is all about passenger service.  They think we are stupid.  Actually, we care
 very much about our towns and the quality of life we enjoy now which is why we are so opposed to this dangerous and disasterous project.


A recent guest column by Richard Geisinger Jr in the Stuart Times tells more eloquently than I can express many of the issues of grave concern to the Treasure Coast.  It follows below.



mailto:mesmac@comcast.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
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Thank you,


Mildred S. MacKenzie
4151 SE Paul Terrace
Stuart FL 34997
 








From: Kenneth Dunnivant
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF CommentI
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 12:57:01 PM


In Fort Pierce the rail tracks are dangerously close to


US 1 at the US 1 intersection with Seaway Dr. ANY INCREASE IN RAIL
TRAINS here will be deadly dangerous and will also destroy
our quality of life.


Kenneth Dunnivant 


2400 S Ocean Dr.  #8173
Fort Pierce FL 34949



mailto:kenbarbdun@yahoo.com
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From: Klopp, Keven
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Draft EIS for AAF
Date: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 1:49:38 PM


Why does the risk evaluation summary table not include any locations within Miami-Dade or Broward?
 


Keven R. Klopp
Director, Development Services Department
 
City of Hallandale Beach
400 South Federal Highway
Hallandale Beach, FL 33009
Tel: 954-457-1376
Fax: 954-457-1488
Email: kklopp@hallandalebeachfl.gov
 


 
The content of this e-mail (including any attachments) is strictly confidential and may be commercially sensitive. If
 you are not, or believe you may not be, the intended recipient, please advise the sender immediately by return e-
mail, delete this e-mail and destroy any copies.
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From: mikerosborough@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NOT All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:53:31 PM


Mr.Winkle,
 
I vote NO!!  If you were to look at all the facts regarding the All Aboard project with an
 unbiased view, you would see how bad it will be not only for the Treasure Coast, but
 all of Florida.  It's a boondoggle fo the greatest magnitude that will eventually saddle
 the tax payers with a multibillion debt load.  It just might be feasible if the tracks are
 used in the center of the state.  It might even be quicker and cost less than driving a
 car!!
 
Michael Rosborough



mailto:mikerosborough@comcast.net
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From: Edward Booth
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF Commentary
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 1:10:48 PM


After reading the St. Lucie News Tribune on Sunday 10/26/14, and learning about the benefits
 of AAF to South Florida, it is easy to see why the Treasure Coast is not supportive of the effort
 as it travels through this area having no benefit at all only detriments.  I was not in Florida at
 the time I-95 was being built, but can't help but wonder why I-95 takes a sharp turn to the
 west in Stuart, Florida.  Why can't this High Speed Train also take a sharp turn west in the
 same manner thus avoiding all the problems its current route creates for the Treasure Coast? 
 It would then be a straight shot up the middle of the state to Orlando.  Sure it may cost a little
 more but would make a great deal more sense, be less disruptive to the cities of Stuart, Port
 St. Lucie, Ft. Pierce and Vero Beach and would also lend itself to future construction of a
 station in the area for future Treasure Coast Passengers.


Edward L. Booth
Port St. Lucie Resident



mailto:ebooth2017@outlook.com
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From: commercial@winer.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 7:47:56 AM


 
Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
 
You have most likely received these comments, I wish to reiterate them.
1.) Much has been said about mitigation related to bridges, crossings, etc., These include
 Impacts, such as the parking spaces leased from the railroad by the City of Stuart, in the
 downtown business area. Situations like these need serious consideration.  The city is
 currently well under the number of parking spaces required by this business area.  The spaces
 leased from the railroad are well over 100 and are vital to the area.  The fact is that less than
 a mile north, the single track railroad bridge will not be double tracked.  With this single track
 bridge so close, why must the railroad devastate Stuart’s downtown business district with
 double tracks?
I’m certain there are countless numbers of situations like this that could be mitigated to avoid
 devastation in one form or another.
2.) The local governments in Dade and Broward counties are foaming at the mouth to realize
 what they believe will be a financial windfall.  When have business projections, done by the
 business itself, to present to the local government, not been unrealistically optimistic?
Further, the east-west corridors in Dade and Broward counties are already over capacity. 
 Current train crossings are creating substantial traffic backups, especially during morning and
 afternoon commuting time. The majority of the motoring public in those counties have no
 clue as to what will befall them.  When these trains cause thirty-two additional crossing
 closures, plus, over time, a dramatic increase in freight train closures, the population will be in
 an uproar and the resulting havoc will be incalculable.
3.) The Federal Government is being asked to “loan” the railroad over one and a half billion of
 the taxpayers' dollars to make upgrades to the tracks.  However, they are only putting up, as
 collateral, the trains and the right to use the tracks for passenger service.  In my opinion, this
 is a fraud perpetrated on the taxpayers
It’s like saying to the bank, I’d like a mortgage to add a two car garage to my home, but, if I
 can’t repay you, I’ll give you my cars and let you use my garage.  This makes absolutely no
 sense.  Especially considering that there is no public transportation in the US that operates
 without government subsidy.  This includes highways, busses, planes, trains, and railroads. 
 How can this passenger service ever be expected to succeed financially? In addition, when the
 loan defaults, the government will be pressured in to continuing to operate the passenger
 service at huge additional cost to the taxpayers.  This is a sixty billion plus dollar hedge fund
 and is their private endeavor. Please, don’t lend my money to improve tracks, and if you are
 suckered into making this loan, please, if you’re paying to improve tracks, then get them as
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 collateral. 
 
4.) Finally, what is truly tragic, is that because they own these tracks, they have chosen to
 devastate Southeast Florida rather than lease the CSX tracks to the west which would have
 little or no impact to the surrounding areas.  I hope you truly realize your responsibility to the
 Southeast Florida population and incorporate my suggestions.
Thank you,
 Don Winer
commercial@winer.com
(772) 245-0001
19 Ridgeland Drive
Sewall's Point, FL 34996
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From: jillianrosborough@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NOT All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:58:25 PM


Mr.Winkle,
 
I vote NO!!  If you were to look at all the facts regarding the All Aboard project with an
 unbiased view, you would see how bad it will be not only for the Treasure Coast, but
 all of Florida.  It's a boondoggle fo the greatest magnitude that will eventually saddle
 the tax payers with a multibillion debt load.  It just might be feasible if the tracks are
 used in the center of the state.  It might even be quicker and cost less than driving a
 car!!
 
Jillian Rosborough
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From: Anthony Orrico
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF Comments Reasons for Opposition to All Aboard Florida Rail Expansion
Date: Monday, November 3, 2014 9:57:23 PM


Reasons for Opposition to All Aboard Florida Rail
 Expansion
 


 


Like many local residents and mariners, I am quite concerned about the
 negative


impact of AAF and the associated planned freight expansion. I understand that


AAF alone will require 32 additional closings of the Loxahatchee River
 railroad


bridge per day, and that there will be additional freight traffic necessitating
 many


long closings also. The freight closings are the worst part of the problem, given


the long length of the trains and duration of the closings.


 


I see the following navigational problems:


 


• Impeding navigation of the river for recreational purposes


• Limitation of access to the western portion by boaters


• Limitation of access of emergency vessels for long periods of time,


   especially when the bridge is traversed by freight trains. This could result in


   deaths in cases of accidents or illness.


• Complete blockage of access if a freight train is stopped on the bridge


   because of mechanical breakdown or accident



mailto:orrico.anthony@gmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment





• Excessive wear and tear on the mechanism of the bridge


 


I further see the following land-based problems:


 


·      Intolerable traffic delays due to the increased frequency of railroad crossing
 blockage due to both AAF trains and the expected increased number of long,
 slower-moving freight trains


·      Increased chance of train-auto collisions at crossings


·      Long delays in response time for emergency vehicles, resulting in
 unnecessary deaths


·      Decrease in property values due to the noise, danger, and congestion from
 the increased rail traffic


·      Lower quality of life in this beautiful part of Florida.  Some of the most
 beautiful developments in this part of the nation will be devastated by this
 project.


 


When I moved to Jupiter in 1987 and the population was 19,000, I was appalled
 to find grade-level railroad crossings.  These may have been sensible when the
 railroad was built and the area was largely uninhabited, but I thought it was
 much too dangerous running through a town of 19,000.  Now, Jupiter is a
 bustling community of about 60,000, and the crossings are currently much
 more dangerous.  I find it hard to believe that a project like AAF, which will
 markedly increase the train traffic at these grade-level crossings, would
 advance as far as it already has.  This is a serious problem, and it is
 screaming for a solution.


 


And yet, the solution seems rather simple, although probably more expensive
 for FEC.  If the passenger and freight trains were switched to the CSX tracks
 in West Palm Beach by building an extension between FEC and CSX tracks,
 all the traffic would be moved westward to areas of lower population density
 and less impact and danger to the populace.







 


If AAF and the freight expansion need to occur at all, this is the only acceptable
 solution for our local residents, and it would not eliminate the potential
 benefits of the project. It would merely move the rail traffic west.


 


Furthermore, we are against the use of taxpayers’ money to provide low
 interest or tax-free loans, such as RRIF or PAB loans, to fund the project.  One
 of AAF’s main contentions is that they are using their own land and their own
 money to build this expansion.  In fact, they would be using taxpayers’ money
 if they are granted one of these loans.


 


As it stands now, AAF is a bad idea, which would seriously harm our beautiful
 part of Florida.  It needs to be acceptably modified or abandoned.


-- 


Anthony P. Orrico
561-351-4159
orrico.anthony@gmail.com
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From: patpr123@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, October 1, 2014 9:18:51 AM


For one, I think this draft is intentionally difficult to read for the residents and people who are against All
 Aboard.  So, let me put my objection in less-difficult terms.  First of all, passenger trains do not make
 money.  So, what's behind this?  Big business and government, that's what.  What's the cost?  Losing a
 way of life in these beautiful small towns on the Treasure Coast.  Possible loss of both human and
 wildlife along the miles and miles of track that go very close to people's homes and yards.   It will hit the
 economy in the area as people realize that they have to cross the train track to get to doctor's
 appointments, theatres, restaurants, etc.  It's too bad that politicians like the governor of our state, who is
 supposed to represent all of the people in Florida, dropped the ball in return for something that will not
 remotely benefit towns like Stuart, Hobe Sound, Jupiter, etc.  The projections for people using this train
 are ludicrous.  Who in God's name is going to spend that kind of money to ride a train to Orlando from
 Miami or West Palm when all they have to do is rent a car and drive?  The taxpayers are going to pay for
 this "scheme" for years to come.  At the very least, force this company to use the tracks west of our
 towns.  This of course, won't help in fiscal matters, but it certainly won't infringe on our rights as property
 owners to keep our towns in tact for future generations.


Patricia A. Perrone
2062 SE Talbot PL
Stuart, FL


34997
610-543-0294
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From: tobinrosborough@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NOT All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:01:00 PM


Mr.Winkle,
 
I vote NO!!  If you were to look at all the facts regarding the All Aboard project with an
 unbiased view, you would see how bad it will be not only for the Treasure Coast, but
 all of Florida.  It's a boondoggle fo the greatest magnitude that will eventually saddle
 the tax payers with a multibillion debt load.  It just might be feasible if the tracks are
 used in the center of the state.  It might even be quicker and cost less than driving a
 car!!
 
Tobin Rosborough
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From: Walker, Daniel
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, October 8, 2014 8:35:29 PM


We have reviewed the draft EIR for the planned passenger train line from Orlando to Miami and are
 strong supporters.  We have family mostly in Orlando, but also in Miami and West Palm Beach, so
 this line will be great for our occasional travel.  We will be able to get where we need to go quickly,
 without worrying about traffic, tolls, or parking.  Air pollution levels should be reduced in our Florida
 communities when AAF is up and running.
 
The minor negative environmental impacts are documented carefully in this DEIS.  A few extra at-
grade train crossings per day will hardly be noticed at almost every affected intersection.  Numerous
 slower freight trains already cross these same streets every week.  Double tracking planned should
 actually benefit passenger train and freight train flow some affected communities (since trains can
 pass each other without waiting).
 
The impacts on boat traffic at a few bridges will also be nearly negligible (but hopefully more
 predictable) in the future.
 
AAF will run mostly on existing freight ROW along the east coast,  by a private company, so no
 government tax subsidies for operations should be needed.
 
The economic benefit of AAF will be significant both during design phase and during construction,
 creating hundreds of good jobs locally in Florida.  AAF trains will also boost tourism in all cities
 served.  The communities and businesses immediately surrounding the planned new passenger
 stations will benefit most from AAF.
 
We recommend approval of this DEIS so AAF can begin passenger service ASAP.  We recommend
 that FRA approve the AAF loan also so phase 2 can start construction quickly.  Phase 1 service can
 even start even sooner,  while FRA considers the loan needed for phase 2.
 
After AAF trains are zipping between Orlando and Miami, we would like AAF to consider adding
 some service to other beautiful cities along the existing ROW, perhaps Melbourne, Cocoa, Fort
 Pierce, Stuart, like Tri-Rail already has today in South Florida. Eventually AAF could have express
 (limited stop) service for maximum speed end to end,  and some local trains which will stop at
 additional stations along the east coast.
 
Existing freight trains run relatively smoothly and safely along FERC tracks today.  However, if local
 communities would like to create some quiet zones and/or improve safety at existing at-grade rail
 crossings,  AAF and FRA should cooperate to implement these types of improvements (provided
 funding is available).
 
Let’s build it ASAP!
 
Thanks,
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Daniel Walker
Ryan Walker
Amanada Walker








From: KCort2
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NOT All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 4:43:43 PM


To Whom it May Concern:


I would like to go on record as opposing vehemently any plans
 to build a high-speed rail line through the middle of my
 community!  Thirty-two trains a day, (plus the usual freight
 trains) disrupting traffic, inconveniencing the public, wasting
 fuel by idling hundreds of cars and trucks which have to stop
 repeatedly at railroad crossings to allow these trains to pass, is
 an abomination! And this doesn't even factor in the issues of
 emergency travel by first responders for medical
 emergencies.  Our Primary hospital you may have noticed, is
 EAST of the existing railroad tracks. 


We mostly all agree that mass transit would be a nice thing to
 have.  But not at the expense of destroying  vibrant town(s)
 along the South East  Coast of Florida.  Redirect the trains to
 unpopulated areas WEST of town or better yet, build an
 elevated train facility down the center parkway of the I-95 or
 Turnpike Corridor, which would be the SMART thing to do. I
 am so distressed about this I am about to have a stroke.  I am
 75 years old (a Native Floridian, originally from Miami) and
 thought I could retire and live out my remaining years in Palm
 City.  Now, I guess we had better put our house on the market
 before the prices plummet and move away.  To where?  I
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 don't know, but clearly, Stuart, Jupiter, Vero Beach and places
 South are going to be ruined.  I left Miami 22 years ago
 because of the traffic, noise, crime and congestion.  This was
 painful.  Now you are doing it to me again and I'm ANGRY!


Kathleen Cort








From: Adele King
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, November 19, 2014 9:26:16 AM
Attachments: img-141119101226.pdf


My signed letters are attached.  I understand about freight trains, but a
 high speed train, totally ridiculous on our fec railway.  It should be on the
 Amtrak route where there are no people or better yet, down the middle of
 I-95, a monorail so not to disturb the environment.  But not 16-32 times
 a day, that is just overkill. 
 
 
ADELE SIKTAR KING
Broker Associate
Assistant Commercial Property Manager
Commercial Sales and Leasing
Treasure Coast Commercial Real Estate, Inc.
200 South Indian River Drive Suite 308
Ft. Pierce, Florida 34950
 
772-332-8668 Cell
772-288-6646 Office
772-242-8006 Facsimile
eMail: adele@tccommercialre.com
Web Site: http://www.tccommercialre.com
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From: Marilyn DeMartini
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Phil Purcell; Kristina Hebert
Subject: NOT On Board for All Aboard Florida!
Date: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 3:32:48 PM


To John Winkle and all at the Federal Railroad Administration:


As a Florida tax payer, voter and business owner who works in the marine industry, I am 
writing to express strong opposition to the new high speed rail transport system proposed for 
Florida.  We have existing railways that could be made more efficient—including a little used 
Tri-Rail system. If this is really about moving freight, not people, then your strategy and 
research are flawed as they do not properly take into account the economic impact of the rail 
system on the important marine industry—including the use of draw bridges and impact on 
marinas. We have long built a thriving marine economy in South Florida that caters to all sorts
 of recreational and commercial marine traffic and your rail system will stifle that growth and 
gravely and negatively impact the bustling marine service businesses that employ so many 
throughout the State—to the tune of $11.5 billion! Your proposed service threatens to tie up 
boat traffic at three South Florida bridges over waterways that are the lifeblood of an industry 
that generates annual wages totaling $4.1 billion and delivers a gross output of $11.5 billion a 
year in Miami-Dade, Broward and Palm Beach counties.


We urge you to more closely look at the research and response to your research, done by the 
Marine Industries Association of South Florida. This professional organization has done its 
homework and has presented its findings to you.  We will also let our legislators know that we
 realize the pretty picture you paint is a facade. Please do not cut the life of a lucrative industry
 in the name of railway efficiencies!  If you ruin the economy here, there will be little to ship 
out and no one to whom to ship in.
Sincerely,
Marilyn DeMartini


Marilyn DeMartini
1301 Bayview Drive #7
Ft. Lauderdale, FL  33304
954 564 7234 - 954 649-4904 cell
md@prpower.biz
www.prpower.biz
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From: kthonnes@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 4:41:43 PM


Greetings
 
These high speed trains through Stuart and other cities is the worst idea I have ever heard of. Why
 anyone would even consider running these trains through a bunch of cities, where they don't even stop,
 is beyond crazy.
 
The inconvenience to boaters, to car traffic, the safety issues, the noise, make this a candidate for the
 most "lame brained scheme of the decade".
 
Please don't even entertain the idea.
 
Thanks,
 
Karl Thonnes
2600 S. Kanner Hwy   M11
Stuart, FL. 34994
 
 
772 6318499
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From: Marilyn Suarez
To: john.winkle@dot.gov; Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov; cc. Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil; David.Keys@noaa.gov;


 Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil; Allan.Nagy@faa.gov; James.Christian@dot.gov; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov;
 Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov; Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov; John_Wrublik@fws.gov; Charles_Kelso@fws.gov;
 CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov; BillNelson@senate.gov; Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com;
 Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov; GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com; MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov


Subject: NOT aboard for the high speed train.
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:09:13 AM


I wish to share this message with all of you.  Please do not destroy our beautiful Treasure
 Coast and our way of life.   Marilyn Suarez


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE
Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590


Re: All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f) Evaluation


Dear Mr. Winkle:


The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., a 501(c)(3) organization which has promoted a safe
 and healthy environment and the unique quality of life for Martin County residents for more
 than a decade, objects to the All Aboard Florida (AAF) high speed rail project as currently
 proposed and configured and submits comments with respect to the following categories
 evaluated in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS): Communities and
 Demographics (Social and Economic Community Impacts), Economic Conditions,
 Environmental Justice, Navigation, Public Health & Safety, Threatened and Endangered
 Species, Wetlands and Water Resources.


Introduction


Martin County is located within the North-South Corridor (N-S Corridor) identified on Page
 4-1 of the DEIS. The County is located approximately 40 miles north of West Palm Beach
 and has an estimated population of 151,263 based on 2013 U.S. Census Bureau projections.


Since there are no station stops planned between West Palm Beach and Orlando, Martin
 County residents will gain no benefits from 32 new trains a day traveling at high speed
 through our community (along with an additional 12 to 14 freight trains). AAF will cause
 economic harm and create safety, environmental, noise, and navigation hazards that Martin
 County residents do not currently face.


The stated purpose of the Environmental Impact Statement is to “disclose the environmental
 consequences” of the proposed AAF project “and to inform decision-makers and the public of
 any reasonable alternatives that would avoid or minimize adverse impacts to the natural or
 human environment.” The Draft EIS that was drafted by consultants who were paid by AAF
 fails to serve this purpose. It contains inadequate, incomplete, and inaccurate information that
 must be supplemented and corrected before decision-makers and the public may fully
 evaluate the impacts of the proposed AAF project.


Communities and Demographics (Social and Economic Community Impacts)
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AAF will have serious negative social and economic community impacts within Martin
 County.


Incredibly, the DEIS completely omits Martin County and two incorporated municipalities
 which are crossed by the project in its discussion of Communities and Demographics. (DEIS
 4-103 through 4-105).


The City of Stuart, which is the County’s largest incorporated municipality (pop. est. 15,975)
 and is the County Seat for Martin County, is not mentioned in the DEIS report of impacts of
 the project on municipalities, although there are 10 at grade crossings in the city. The Town
 of Ocean Breeze, also an incorporated municipality within Martin County (pop. est. 463)
 which, like the City of Stuart, is literally bisected by the project, has also been omitted.


Many of the City’s cultural resources, including the historic Lyric Theater, which is listed on
 the National Register of Historic Places, and the Stuart Heritage Museum are within 100 feet
 of the FECR tracks.


Comments submitted by the City of Stuart and Martin County address these issues in detail.


The Guardians of Martin County question the viability of the DEIS evaluation of
 Communities and Demographics affected by the AAF project when the largest incorporated
 municipality in the County and, in fact, all of Martin County is glaringly absent from the
 examination of these issues. The omission of Martin County, the City of Stuart, and the Town
 of Ocean Breeze from the DEIS evaluation of Communities and Demographics raises serious
 concerns about the thoroughness and veracity of the entire proposed EIS.


Another glaringly false and absurd statement with respect to the impact of the project on
 communities is the assurance in the DEIS that AAF “would benefit elderly and handicapped
 individuals by providing a transportation option that will enhance mobility and livability in
 their communities.” (DEIS 5-135)


Martin County has the highest percentage of elderly residents (28.9%) of any community
 within the N-S Corridor. Without any stops in Martin County, there is not a single
 “transportation option” provided by AAF to elderly and handicapped individuals. AAF not
 only fails to “enhance mobility and livability” in Martin County communities for elderly and
 handicapped residents, the project promises severe disruption to communities in which the
 elderly and handicapped reside and poses potential life-threatening risks.


Economic Conditions


Because the AAF project literally divides Martin County into two sections – that section east
 of the FECR tracks and that section west of the tracks – the project creates a severe threat to
 the economic survival of small businesses that rely on customers to cross the tracks for
 access.


Numerous small shops, restaurants, plants, groceries, and other business outlets are located
 adjacent to or near the FECR tracks. Fast and safe access across the tracks is not assured by
 the project, threatening the customer base of many of these small businesses, especially in the
 unincorporated areas of Port Salerno, Hobe Sound, Golden Gate and Jensen Beach and the
 incorporated municipality of Stuart, which encompasses the minority community of East
 Stuart.







Martin County has five “community redevelopment areas” (CRAs) which will be impacted by
 the project. None of the CRAs are identified or discussed in the DEIS. The Jensen Beach,
 Rio, Golden Gate, Port Salerno and Hobe Sound CRAs all are adjacent to or bisected by the
 FECR tracks. CRAs are statutorily created areas designed to eliminate blight, provide
 affordable housing, and generate economic development and stability within the communities
 where they are established. The DEIS fails to consider the project’s negative impacts to
 Martin County’s CRAs, such as the effect of lower property values caused by AAF on the
 Tax Increment Financing methodology that is used to finance and maintain CRA operations.


The economic benefits of the project touted by the DEIS are limited to temporary construction
 work in creating new infrastructure in Martin County.


The DEIS analysis that no job loss or neighborhood fragmentation will result from the project
 (DEIS S-17) is not borne out by the experience of small business owners and residents in the
 project area, especially those adjacent to or in close proximity to the FECR tracks.


Severe economic damage to existing small businesses will be long-lasting or permanent. It is
 likely some will not survive the onslaught of increased train traffic that will block access to
 their businesses and create hazardous conditions for their customers trying to cross the tracks.


Environmental Justice


The DEIS fails to identify, quantify, or describe minority and low-income populations in
 Martin County that are disproportionately impacted by the negative impacts of the AAF
 project.


The County’s minority and low-income populations are, as in many other communities,
 situated closest to the project and are frequently bisected by the FECR tracks.


The East Stuart community within the City of Stuart is historically African-American. East
 Stuart hosts two at grade crossings – at Florida Street and A1A (Dixie Highway) and at
 Decker and A1A. The tracks separate a densely populated residential area from the
 commercial area, and it is common for residents – especially children – to walk or ride their
 bikes across the tracks several times a day. One of the most beloved and utilized
 organizations within the East Stuart community, the Gertrude Walden Child Care Center,
 which provides services for low-income and minority parents and children, is located in the
 immediate vicinity of the project.


Similar situations exist in the Port Salerno, Hobe Sound and Golden Gate, where public
 schools, athletic fields, parks and youth centers such as the Boys and Girls’ Club are located
 in close proximity to the project. These communities have a high level of minority residents
 and businesses who are disproportionately impacted by the project, which does not directly
 impact the more affluent communities within the County which are not located as near the
 FECR tracks.


Among the negative effects of AAF on communities with higher percentages of low-income,
 minority, and elderly residents is the certainty that delay will be encountered by emergency
 vehicles crossing the FECR tracks to access emergency medical care.


Martin Memorial Medical Center, the largest medical care provider in Martin County (and
 also one of the largest employers in the County), has submitted comments objecting to the







 project noting that emergency responders throughout Martin County already “face a unique
 burden from existing freight traffic” on the “rail line [which] slices through the center of” the
 community.


Where the elderly and the very young live and congregate near the FECR tracks, the
 emergency access burden is of special concern and likely to result in tragic consequences. As
 the CEO of Martin Memorial Medical Center noted, even if delays caused by increased train
 traffic at crossings throughout the community are brief, “seconds can truly mean the
 difference between life and death.”


In low-income and minority communities, foot and bicycle traffic across the railroad tracks is
 common and presents additional disproportionate dangers to these residents.


Property values in lower-income areas are already depressed and will be further depressed by
 the proximity of the project. Noise and vibration from increased train traffic will
 disproportionately impact low-income and minority communities located closest to the FECR
 tracks.


Navigation


Numerous comments have been submitted regarding the serious negative impacts to
 navigation caused by the project and the failure of the DEIS to adequately and accurately
 address these concerns. The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., joins the marine industry, local
 governments, and boaters throughout the County in objecting to the project as it relates to
 navigation.


The information contained in the DEIS is indisputably inaccurate with respect to the number
 of vessels which pass through the St. Lucie River bridge. Comments submitted by Martin
 County include accurate counts of vessels passing through the bridge during the week and on
 weekends, reflecting more than twice as many vessels as the DEIS estimates.


Delays in allowing marine traffic to navigate through the St. Lucie River bridge opening will
 affect boater safety as well as property values for waterfront properties that lie to the west of
 the bridge. Commercial marinas and docks that require boaters to navigate through the bridge
 with longer and more frequent closures also will be severely impacted by the project.


Public Health & Safety


The DEIS fails to acknowledge that Fire Rescue and evacuation routes will be hampered by
 the project throughout Martin County.


Even in more affluent communities such as Jupiter Island and Sewall’s Point, there will be
 increased delays in the ability of emergency responders to reach the medical center located
 across the FECR tracks. Both the City of Stuart and Martin County, which contracts with
 other municipalities to provide fire rescue services, project serious increases in emergency
 response times due to increased train traffic and crossing closures.


Delays of as much as an additional 45 minutes are projected for evacuation in the event of an
 emergency at the St. Lucie Nuclear Power Plant on Hutchinson Island just north of Martin
 County. All evacuation routes are crossed by FECR tracks. In the event of other emergencies
 or weather events that require evacuation, increased train traffic will generate still more







 delays.


Pedestrian crossings which are frequently used throughout the County, especially in low-
income and minority areas, will be even more dangerous with not only a higher number of
 trains on the tracks each day but increased speed of approaching trains. Pedestrians used to
 gauging the time available to cross the tracks based on the slower speed of freight trains will
 face significantly less crossing time with high-speed passenger trains approaching.


Threatened and Endangered Species


The DEIS discounts any impacts to threatened and endangered species and inaccurately states
 that no such species will be affected by the project.


The project passes through Jonathan Dickinson State Park (JDSP) in Martin County, which is
 the site of a number of resources which are not even mentioned in the DEIS. The Florida
 Division of Recreation and Parks (DRP) has submitted comments identifying species which
 will likely be impacted, such as perforated reindeer lichen ( Cladonia perforata ) located
 within the right-of-way and Curtiss’ milkweed ( Asclepias curtissi).


The Division notes that the federally protected eastern indigo snake has habitat within the N-S
 Corridor that will be impacted, as well as the Florida scrub jay, gopher tortoise, gopher frog,
 and Florida mouse. The gopher frog is especially likely to cross back and forth across the
 tracks in the park to travel between scrub habitat and wetlands breeding grounds.


Expansion of the tracks through JDSP will impact Florida scrub jay habitat as well as gopher
 tortoise on site.


More frequent closings of the rail crossing within JDSP will have severe negative impacts
 since the park has only one public access road. Emergency vehicles, campers, and day visitors
 could be trapped in the western part of the park during closures.


The DPR has submitted extensive and detailed comments addressing these issues.


Wetlands and Water Resources


As with other environmental impacts, the DEIS minimizes damage to wetlands and water
 resources resulting from the proposed project.


Comments submitted by Martin County detail serious concerns, including potential impacts to
 the Northwest Fork of the Loxahatchee River, which is federally designated as a Wild and
 Scenic River. The DEIS brushes off such concerns, suggesting that the lack of proximity to
 the FECR tracks eliminates or minimizes them. The entire Loxahatchee River watershed is a
 significant ecological complex, however, that provides unique habitat for endangered,
 threatened and migratory birds that travel throughout the area, including within the right-of-
way.


Overall impacts to wetlands throughout the project area have not been quantified or addressed
 by the DEIS, which discusses mitigation of these impacts without acknowledging Martin
 County’s special protections for all wetlands. Insufficient data is provided for an accurate
 evaluation of the project’s wetlands impacts.


Impacts to water resources are being considered by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers;







 however, the Corps has yet to schedule public hearings which have been requested by the
 Guardians of Martin County, Inc., as well as Martin County and other governmental agencies.


It is inevitable that impacts to manatee, protected seagrasses, and other marine life will be
 severe as a result of increased train traffic resulting in increased bridge closures producing
 more vessels queuing up to navigate through the bridge.


Conclusion


The DEIS failed to objectively and fairly evaluate the CSX Route Alternative (DEIS Figure
 3.2-1), which would avoid most if not all of the negative impacts to Martin County residents
 and communities. The AAF-paid consultants simply rejected the CSX Route Alternative out-
of-hand, citing speculative issues such as “the risk that CSX would not be willing to enter
 into” a shared use agreement for existing infrastructure and unsupported conclusions such as
 the CSX Route Alternative poses “the highest potential adverse direct and indirect impacts to
 wetlands and protected species.” (DEIS 3-7)
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., strongly opposes the AAF project as proposed. The
 DEIS is replete with inaccurate, out-dated, speculative, and subjective material that appears to
 have been deliberately skewed by the drafters to support an unsustainable, critically flawed
 project.


The Guardians advocates consistency with the Martin County Comprehensive Growth
 Management Plan in all development throughout the County. The DEIS inaccurately states
 that the Plan was prepared by the Martin County “Division of Community Planning.” (DEIS
 4-4) There is no such agency within Martin County government. The Plan was prepared by
 the Martin County Growth Management Department.


Please insist that the final EIS be delayed until supplemental and accurate information is
 provided that truly reflects the AAF project’s impacts on the population and communities
 along the projected route.


Sincerely,


Marilyn Suarez


291 SE Wallace Terrace


Port St. Lucie, FL 34983








From: Doug Garcia
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Draft Environmental Impact statement FRA and All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 11:51:19 AM


Are you kidding me? I wondered why the environmental impact statement came out so favorably for
 All Aboard Florida, ignoring things like the huge amount of black diesel residue that is piled up on
 sides of houses next to the tracks, on vertical surfaces, so one can only wonder what lands in our
 waters either directly, or via runoff, or things like the 15 minutes I waited yesterday, for a train to
 clear the intersections in Jupiter……Today I find out that All Aboard Florida selected, and paid, the
 consultant who created the statement, using materials provided by All Aboard Florida. I would ask
 that the government conducts an OBJECTIVE analysis of their own, and I’m guessing that if they put
 the word out, those of us who want the truth, would chip in to pay for it.
Doug Garcia
134 Lands End Way
Jupiter, FL 33458
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From: kathyb 3
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NOT all aboard in STUART FLORIDA
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:14:44 AM


 WE MUST protest the installation of ALL THESE ADDITIONAL trains in our
 area and also ALL UP THE COAST!
 
This project WILL destroy not only the small towns, (Vero Beach, Port St Lucie,
 Ft Pierce, Stuart, Jupiter, I COULD GO ON) but also the property values of
 homes and condos that lie to the west of the tracks but that have access to the
 ocean. 
 
It will remove what small amount of parking is available in the downtowns,
 and further DESTROY the response time to MANY of the Hospitals that are on
 the "WRONG SIDE OF THE TRACKS", and that is probably the VAST majority.
 The LAW SUITS WILL BE FLYING!!!!!
 
It becomes EVER more apparent as the SEASON comes on. 
 
Just for a regular freight train going through Stuart the other day, we
 were stuck for OVER an hour and through MULTIPLE traffic lights because of
 the backup that was on the main road. 
 
WE SHUDDER TO THINK WHAT THE SEASON WILL BE LIKE WITH ALL THE
 ADDITIONAL TRAINS EVERY DAY!!!!
 
Of course, we understand that this is ALREADY A DONE DEAL!!!! NO ONE would
 spend the millions of dollars to build train stations if it was NOT!!
 
Way to go Florida. DESTROY what we live in Florida for! It certainly ISN"T to
 go to the MAGIC KINGDOM AS YOU all THINK...... Hope the PAYOFF was
 enough.
 
With MUCH CONTEMPT!
 Joe and Kathy Borg
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From: Timo Haapanen
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Draw bridge on St Lucie river
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 9:48:41 PM


    1. Time the antiquated railroad drawbridge would be in the down position blocking marine
 traffic with 32 passenger and up to 20 freight trains crossing the St.Lucie River daily. 
                                                At 15 - 25 minutes each (drawbridge normally is closed in the
 down position 15 minutes prior to train arrival) is unacceptable and should be challenged.


                                           2. A visit to the site to see the rusted and otherwise deteriorated
 condition of the river crossing understructure is a needed rude awakening.


                                           3. A passage through Central Florida on new or on existing CSX
 Railroad tracks is an obvious safer and less intrusive
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From: julsinill@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NOT all aboard
Date: Tuesday, October 21, 2014 4:07:02 PM


I am AGAINST the train coming thru eastern Martin
 county. 
 
It will destroy our way of life, our economy, and our
 property values. 
 
I also believe it will be extremely unsafe, especially
 the tracks located over the waterway. The trestle
 certainly does not look like it could take 4 times the
 amount of crossings safely.
 
Please DO NOT PERMIT THIS... if Dade county
 wants a fast moving train through Martin county, the
 tracks out to the west should be utilized. Trains
 traveling there would not have to slow down as they
 would on the eastern tracks, as the population is far
 less concentrated. 
 
 
Julia Clark
2069 NW Estuary Ct
Stuart, FL 34994
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From: Robert Puglisi
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: DumpThis Insane Idea!
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 7:45:59 PM
Attachments: image.png
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From: david systrom
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NOT all aboard
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:42:36 AM


The greed and thoughtlessness of ALL ABOARD is
 exceeded only by its arrogance.
If allowed to proceed, thousands lose their safety and
 quality of life.That will be a heavy burden on the
 consciences of all involved in promoting ALL ABOARD.
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From: Heeg, Paul
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: E-mail in support of All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, November 16, 2014 2:47:44 PM
Attachments: imageb5fc4a.gif@b2c6676d.e676436e


Dear All Aboard Florida Team,
 
As part of the public comment period, this e-mail expresses my strong support for the All Aboard
 Florida project. This necessary infrastructure project will improve mobility in Florida by
 reintroducing passenger rail along the existing Florida East Coast Railway corridor, creating
 thousands of jobs and generating millions in economic impacts.  This project will also result in
 significant environmental benefits to our state.
 
All Aboard Florida is beneficial for Florida’s 19 million residents and more than 95 million tourists.
 Florida’s roads are already some of the most congested in the country, and the expansion
 opportunities are extremely limited. As our population continues to grow, the state must look
 toward alternative mobility options. The Draft Environmental Impact Statement says, “The Project
 would have the beneficial impact of removing 335,628 auto vehicle trips per year from the regional
 roadway network in 2016 and 1.2 million vehicles in 2019.”  This impact to the existing automobile-
based mode of transportation is extremely significant.  Besides reducing traffic congestion, the
 amount of noxious air pollution and greenhouse gases that would be removed from the atmosphere
 is hugely beneficial.  Many large cities around the world utilize passenger rail as one of the primary
 forms of transportation.  As a professional transportation engineer, I believe that this opportunity to
 provide alternative modes of travel will be a model for other states.
 
There is no other infrastructure project will change Florida’s landscape and economy and benefit the
 environment like All Aboard Florida. This intercity passenger rail system will become a new
 infrastructure backbone and a benefit to our state.
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide a public comment.
 
Paul Heeg


Paul Heeg, PE, LEED® AP
Transportation Engineer
10748 Deerwood Park Blvd South
Jacksonville, FL  32256-0597
Phone: 904-256-2163 / Fax: 904-256-2501
Paul.Heeg@rsandh.com


Visit our website at www.rsandh.com
Connect with RS&H on Facebook Twitter LinkedIn


__________
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From: pmcpga@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; eve.samples@tcpalm.com
Subject: NOT all aboard
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:14:47 PM


I have been a resident of Hobe Sound, Fl. for almost 12 years. The quietness of the community was a big
 attraction to moving here.
 
I feel concerned about a high speed railroad and additional freight trains coming through our communities
 for the following reasons:
 
1) Lower property values
2) Many more trains per day disrupting our peace and quiet.
3) The potential of traffic congestion at crossings.
4) Emergency vehicles delayed because of trains crossing intersections.
5) The loss of income to businesses on the east side of the tracks.
6) The possible road rage that will exist at crossings with roundabouts. Many motorists don't understand
 the right of way without congestion. I will hate to see what may happen with increased congestion and
 the impatience that goes along with it.
7) Derailment at high speeds.
 
Has a study been done to determine what the traffic back up will be at the crossings affected. The train
 may clear in only a few minutes, but the gates go down before the arrival of the train, and up after the
 train has passed. I believe AAF is covering the real truth saying that it will be a minimal delay.
 
The reasoning that the passenger train will take automobile traffic off of our congested highways is ONLY
 a valid comment from West Palm Beach To Miami. There is no automobile congestion in the northern
 communities. Would passengers pay the fee for a daily ride to go to work between West Palm to Fort
 Lauderdale to Miami and then have to find transportation to get to their places of employment from the
 train station? I highly doubt it.
I also find it hard to believe that a passenger will be able to go from Miami to Orlando in under 3 hours
 including stops in Fort Lauderdale and West Palm Beach.
 
Why would any public company want to disrupt the quality of lives of the people living in the coastal
 communities.
 
Go west young man!!!!!!!
 
Paul M. Carter
6157 SE Georgetown Pl.
Hobe Sound, Florida 33455
772-545-3341
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From: Pedro
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: EIS FOR HIGH SPEED RAILROAD
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:12:35 PM


I am writing to object to the .EIS for the above stated project.  It is deficient in it's scope and omits many subjects
 that need to be addressed in Indian river county.  Please cooperate with local agencies to solve this problem.
Sincerely


Peter & Marilyn Froehlich
Vero Beach, FL


Sent from my iPad
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From: Kevin
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Kim Whelan
Subject: NOT all aboard
Date: Saturday, September 20, 2014 11:42:25 AM


I do not support the All Aboard Florida project.  A article in the St Lucie News Tribune
 indicated that the frequency of road and track crossings will nearly triple.  I drive across the
 train tracks daily and would not welcome the increase of closings.  I am already frustrated
 enough with time and money lost waiting on train crossings.
 
Kevin Liske
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From: ralph
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: EIS Re: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 10:51:55 AM


 
 
Dear Mr. Winkle,
 
AAF needs to be stopped.  History dictates that it is unlikely ever to be financially independent of major taxpayer
 obligation and it is clear that the benefits are not worthy of the burden on taxpayers.
 
Florida does not have conditions that would support the success of AAF.  The population of AAF’s cities are too small
 to provide the level of ridership necessary for HSR profitability.  These trains do not even serve most of the
 communities they pass through, but will devastate them.  A coastal topography unique to the United States will be
 destroyed by corporate greed.
 
I request that the federal Government Accountability Office review the project’s costs and risks of default, as well as
 the interest rate that would be assessed to their $1.875 billion loan.  Why should a “privately funded” project be on
 the shoulders of the taxpayers.  I request curtailment of the development of AAF since every bit of evidence points
 to failure despite false promises to the contrary. 
 
I am requesting responsible leadership and decision making regarding tax-dependent projects and I, a taxpayer, look
 forward to your accountability and response to my concerns.
 
Thank you.
 
Ralph DeMiranda
9894 SE Osprey Pointe Drive
Hobe Sound, FL  33455
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From: Tom Regan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; USCGD7DPBPublicComment@uscg.mil
Subject: Navigation and Economic Issues
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 2:37:21 PM
Attachments: All Aboard Florida 1.docx


Gentlemen:
There are a lot of areas where the proposal to run a high speed train through densely populated
 areas.  This idea has not taken into consideration navigational issues, economic areas, feasibility and
 safety issues.  It overlooks the fact that there has not been a profitable rail built anywhere in the
 country.  The existing rail connection between Miami and Orlando has never made money and is
 currently being subsidized by tax payer money.
So why build another?
Simply so that a railroad that is primarily a freight company with an aging track bed would like to get
 a subsidized low cost method to build that track up to acceptable standards using tax payer money, 
 the money is being borrowed by the AAF passenger rail line not the freight railroad is taking the
 loan.  The tracks and right of way belong to the Freight entity.  The borrowed money that is being
 backed by the USA (us) will go in to default when the rail line goes into bankruptcy.  The track and
 other improvements to the track bed will have already been built, so the freight company comes
 out with a rebuilt track bed and a new connection to Orlando using our money.  Let’s not get
 hoodwinked into accepting this scam.
The navigational issues are put forth on the attached note.  
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Thomas J. Regan


Renaissance on the River


20 Orange Ave.


Fort Pierce, FL 34950


												         


E-mail  regan1939@gmail.com          Fax 772-242-8405            Cell  772-485-4758
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To Whom It May Concern							December 2, 2014





December 2, 2014





My concerns center on the amount of time that the St. Lucie River Bridge will be closed to water traffic as the proposed level of freight and passenger trains increases under the current planning period.  Roughly 32 passenger trains, closing the train trestle for approximately 20 minutes, at least. These passenger  trains will be using the bridge during daylight hours which is between the hours of 8 AM and 6 PM daily year round.  Add the current load of freight trains, roughly 16 a day closing the trestle for at least 30 minutes each.  Freight traffic is expected to increase significantly once the Panama Canal gets completed and the Port of Miami is dredged in preparation for the larger cargo ships that will make that passage.  


[bookmark: _GoBack]But let’s take a look at the navigation problem that the new level of activity will have as this level of activity impacts the Trestle and thus navigation over the next year or so.  I took the time over the last few weeks to monitor the rail activity over the St. Lucie River Train Trestle. The first thing that one observes is that the trestle’s draw bridge comes down at least 15 minutes before the current freight trains start to cross. (This is probably due to the fact that the trestle has to signal the trains if a problem exists in enough time for them to stop.   Given the size and momentum of the freight trains we can understand the need for a reasonable distance to bring them to a total stop.)   Once the train clears the bridge it takes up to 5 more minutes to raise it and start boat traffic through. AAF’s consultants admit to the freight trains taking at least 6 to 12 minutes to cross the trestle once it is down, an average of 9 minutes per train.  I observed some that were well in excess of 12 minutes.  Occasionally, trains come back to back and the bridge stays closed to boat traffic for over an hour.  None of the above was discussed in the “dog and pony show” that AAF put on.  Now let’s take 16 freight trains a day, some of which pass through during the night hours.  My observations are that more than 65% will pass over during the day.  That’s 10.4 trains a day or approximately 1 train an hour between 8AM and 6PM.  That would close the bridge for navigation at least 29 minutes every hour during daylight hours, which is when most of the boat traffic will occur.   The trestle is crammed in with the vehicle bridge at this point and the currents are formidable.  Maintaining a boat in line waiting for the bridge to open will be difficult of an expert boats-man.


The daily passenger trains will use the trestle 32 times in a 10 hour period.  That is 3.2  trains an hour.  At 20 minutes each, that will close the trestle and the waterway to navigation for 64 minutes  each hour just for the passenger trains


 Hmmmmm that totals 93 minutes for each daylight  hour.  If we add two more hours to that and expect the trains to run between 8 AM and 8 PM,  we would only have to fit 78 minutes into every hour.  


I think that the navigation problem that this presents is essentially closing the St. Lucie River to navigation during daylight hours.  As the river is part of the Inter-coastal waterway, it would appear that this problem falls with the Coast Guard, who are reviewing the issue now.


I don’t have a copy of the Coast Guard’s guidelines to have clear navigation of any waterway, but it must be at least 50% of daylight hours.   Not being a professional, I can only present a lay person’s point of view on this matter.  But my friend and I run his ‘58’ boat out of the Stuart City Marina on a regular basis.  If the trestle is going to closed only 50% less than my projections, we will have to move our boat to another area for dockage.  


Beyond that there is a property value issue that will occur if you close the waterway to traffic that much of the time.  Most of the real estate will suffer a significant reduction in value as it will no longer have easy access to the ocean.  The business that cater to the boating community will not be able to do so.  Most importantly, the proposed change will be impacting significantly to the access of the Inter-Coastal waterway.  





 










From: Jan DeMiranda
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: EIS Re: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 10:31:36 AM


Dear Mr. Winkle,
 
AAF needs to be stopped.  History dictates that it is unlikely ever to be financially independent of major taxpayer
 obligation and it is clear that the benefits are not worthy of the burden on taxpayers.
 
Florida does not have conditions that would support the success of AAF.  The population of AAF’s cities is too small
 to provide the level of ridership necessary for HSR profitability.  These trains do not even serve most of the
 communities they pass through, but will devastate them.  A coastal topography unique to the United States will be
 destroyed by corporate greed.
 
I request that the federal Government Accountability Office review the project’s costs and risks of default, as well as
 the interest rate that would be assessed to their $1.875 billion loan.  Why should a “privately funded” project be on
 the shoulders of the taxpayers.  I request curtailment of the development of AAF since every bit of evidence points
 to failure despite false promises to the contrary. 
 
I am requesting responsible leadership and decision making regarding tax-dependent projects and I, a taxpayer, look
 forward to your accountability and response to me concerns.
 
Thank you.
 
Janice DeMiranda
9894 SE Osprey Pointe Drive
Hobe Sound, FL  33455
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From: Miguel
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Need passenger rail in South Florida
Date: Friday, October 24, 2014 6:24:05 PM


All Aboard to Orlando...at maximum allowed speed.
All Aboard to Tampa and Jacksonville...at maximum allowed speed.


TriRail Coastal Link from downtown Miami to Jupiter.  Present TriRail operates at a very slow speed.


Need to get cars off the roads.  Need alternative transportation in Florida.  The state needed this years ago.
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From: glendawright1027@gmail.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: EIS an Incomplete Sham
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:28:46 PM


Please do not let AAF continue to insult our intelligence with this vague and incomplete EIS.  Please do require
 AAF to do what is morally / ethically correct and submit a report based on complete and accurate information for
 review.


Also, please have AAF provide a study on the number of lives that will be lost by those of us who will be trapped
 behind the tracks with no ingress or egress during times of emergency.  It is a fact that minutes can save lives so
 there is no doubt that lives will be lost due to this endeavor.   Is that really worth the cost savings of not moving the
 route farther west into less congested areas?


Also, please have AAF "man up" and talk about the real issue of the impending significant increase in freight traffic
 and the additional consequences.


Glenda Wright
7983 SE Osprey Street
Hobe Sound. FL 33455
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From: david hunter
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; sisustarfish@aol.com; Daniel Lamson
Subject: Need to Reject Federal Loan Support for All Aboard Florida Project
Date: Sunday, October 5, 2014 4:57:45 PM


John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
Washington DC 20590


Dear Mr. Winkle:


As a Board Member of the Indian River Neighborhood Association, an organization that is
 devoted to protection of the quality of life and safety of citizens of Indian River County, Fla, I
 am writing to you to request your rejection of any proposal for All Aboard Florida (AAF) or
 its parent company Florida East Coast Railroad (or financial investor Fortress) to obtain funds
 or loan guarantee from the US Government or connected financial groups,  in relation to
 AAF's plan to build and run a high speed passenger rail service from Miami to
 Orlando/Tampa.  


The basis for my objection is:


1) the "business model seems highly speculative", with ridership and fees not supporting the actual
 costs.  If this is such a good business model, let AAF obtain its funds from private capital
 sources, not US taxpayer backed guarantees or funds.


2) the "high speed train threatens public safety" in the numerous towns along the route,
 including the safety of passenger cars and buses crossing the tracks with trains running at over
 100 mph in the West Palm Beach to Cocoa Beach portion; and frequent delays in fire engines
 and ambulance service from constant trains passing through, when minutes can mean life of
 death to the injured.  Furthermore, the absence of separation from freight train service
 carrying any hazardous materials, risks having a catastrophic derailing incident in a populated
 area, with AAF passengers involved.  


3) the "backlog in traffic from delay in ability to cross will cause accidents" on highways, even
 if traffic lights are sequenced to help avoid cars blocking major intersections such as US 1 at
 crossways. 


4) the "increased noise and vibration"--- caused by 32 high speed trains per day, without
 raised-elevation tracks and special beds as are common in Europe, ---will damage quality of
 life of residents near the train's path, and devalue property likely amounting to $10s or $100s
 million dollar losses to Fla. citizens along the entire path of the project. 


If a high speed passenger rail service between Miami and Orlando is indeed needed and
 financially viable, ie to augment or supplement the ample air service now being provided, it
 makes much better sense to plot that rail route along the path of existing Fla. toll roads, which
 pass through largely rural farmland, rather than running it on the old Henry Flagler right of
 way that cuts through the economic centers of historic towns and villages on Florida's East
 Coast. 


Thank you for favorable consideration of my views.
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Sincerely


David W. Hunter








From: Sheila Rockwell
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: EIS for AAF"s plans
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 6:40:33 PM


Dear Sirs:


  I am VERY concerned about the supposed Environmental Effects on the Vero Beach, Florida area. Running 32
 trains a day thru a highly residential area, that will not in any way benefit from it, seems outrageous. In Statement 5,
 the EIS fails to speak about the AAF’s actions causing safety issues, noise pollution, vibrations on existing
 buildings, devalued real estate, interruptions of marine traffic and bridges. The statements really ignores the Vero
 Beach issues entirely and our quality of life is negatively impacted. Please consider using the tracks  inland along
 Rt.95, and stop pretending that this is about moving 10,000 people between Orlando and Miami every day when it
 really is all about freight and the Panama Canal via Miami.  Why should the Treasure Coast residents have to
 suffer, pay more in taxes for safety measures and be totally inconvenienced for the All Aboard Florida owners to
 make money at our expense?


Sincerely,


Sheila B. Rockwell
Joel B. Rockwell


300 Harbour Dr
Vero Beach, Florida, 32963
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From: Sharman Moore
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Negative Impact
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:12:39 AM


Good Morning,
I would like to reiterate the obvious:  you would be hard-pressed to find
 one citizen in the Vero Beach area who approves of the plan to increase
 railroad traffic with the All Aboard Florida proposal.
Trains running at high speeds through our serene community would be
 a noise polluter and a nuisance at all of our railroad crossings.
It will also negatively impact our city in that we will now be divided
 into separate communities (homes/businesses on the east side of the
 railroad tracks and homes/businesses on the west side of the railroad
 tracks). In fact, I was considering buying a home on the West side of
 the tracks but I have so many appointments and commitments located
 on the East side, I have cancelled my plans to buy a residence on the
 West side.
Please consider locating AAF further West of Vero Beach, such as
 close to the I-95 corridor, so thousands of lives are not disrupted.
Thank you,
Sharman Moore 
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From: Getz Thomas
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Rail opposition
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:46:06 AM


As a long term resident of Jupiter, I strongly object to the AAF plans to disrupt automobile and boat traffic along its
 route. I suggest an “old fashioned” cost/benefit analysis be completed prior to one dollar investment in this folly!
 Why not use the existing tracks west of the metro area thereby disrupting virtually no activity?


Thomas Getz
561-747-1118
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From: Janice Bezanson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Negative impact of high speed trains through Vero Beach
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:56:24 AM


To Whom It May Concern,


I am very concerned about the negative impact that high speed trains will have on the small communities along the
 Treasure Coast.  I am not against high speed trains, but tracks should be built along the existing transportation
 corridor that is along the toll road or Interstate 95.   If All Aboard Florida is allowed to use the existing tracks there
 will be an increase in train related deaths and also a decline in property values.  It is ludicrous to think that it is okay
 to proceed with this project when there is so much at stake.  The residents of Vero Beach and other small
 communities will suffer greatly because of the greed of large corporations.  Please don’t ruin our Treasure Coast. 
 Stop this before it is too late!!


Thank you,
Janice Bezanson
7630 Mesetta Way
Vero Beach, Florida
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From: Tony Copeland
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Rail plan is appalling.
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 12:54:35 PM


I live in Hobe Sound, FL (zip 33455) and I frankly cannot believe the rail plan is even  being
 considered. There is NOTHING of benefit to the people of Hobe Sound or the hundreds of
 communities along the proposed route. If you support this plan, it is clearly because you are
 being paid for your support by the big money interested behind this scheme. It will not benefit
 your constituents, and we all  know it. 


If you destroy our community with this ill-gotten plan, make no mistake: Those of us who
 vote in your district(s) will make it priority #1 to see you out of office. Count on it. 


Sincerely, 


Anthony Copeland
Hope Sound 
772-932-7145
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From: Stephen Blank,DDS
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; Stephen G. Blank,DDS
Subject: New Passenger and freight rails, wrong place
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 10:47:53 AM


I object to this increase in quantity of trains and speed of trains on tracks NOT designed for
 high speed, with many curves and through city centers. 


This project needs to be built on NEW Rails, west of town, straighter and to allow true high
 speed bullet train like speeds. Building on top of 100 year old infrastructure is NOT the
 foundation for our future. 


In addition, the location of the current proposed routes will disrupt road travel for many people
 throughout the business day and waterways through out the Treasure Coast. 


Go West, and build real trains to accommodate the future freight from the Panama canal
 expansion and growth of our country. 


Stephen G. Blank, DDS
184 NW Central Park Plaza
Port St. Lucie, FL  34986


772-878-7348  office
772-475-5556  cell
 



mailto:sblankdds@gmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

mailto:sblankdds@gmail.com






From: Glenn Harders
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Railroad opposition
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 5:01:06 PM


  Dear Mr. Winkle:


    We have lived in Barefoot Bay, Florida for almost ten years -- a community of
 10,000-plus people -- and for many reasons we are NOT on board this farce of a
 train deal.  We saw immediately that the "passenger" train  is a ruse and cover for
 the bigger picture of unending FREIGHT.


    Safety concerns due to speed and proximity to many densely populated areas are
 completely unacceptable.  Our property values are sure to plummet with 32 trains
 barreling through EVERY DAY. (I'm pretty sure there won't be 32 trains a day going
 past the executives' homes of AAF.)


    Traffic nightmares, boat traffic impeded, and needless deaths as a by-product of
 such ludicrous thinking!  What genius proposed unleashing 100 mph-plus trains 
 in the most populated areas of this state?  Put it out west of I-95.  And while they're
 at it, they can pay their OWN bills...as we do not wish to play financier to their
 PROFIT.


    The only way out of our community is on two roads that go over the tracks directly -
- there is no other way out that does not involve a set of tracks.


    In closing, we vote NO on moving forward with this DEBACLE of a plan.


William B. and Betty R. Coda
489 Dolphin Circle
Micco, FL 32976
(772)663-0932 
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From: Dr. Trudy Jermanovich
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: New River Bridge Crossing
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 10:16:06 AM


If this new train schedule is to impede navigation on the New River for those of us who are boaters and have
 purchased property West of this bridge, we MUST have a bridge tender at all times.   It's not only the Marine
 Contractors that are affected, but those of us who are willing to pay higher taxes to live "on the water" in order to be
 able to easily reach the ocean at any time.  Once again, for the sake of big business (the expansion is privately
 funded South of Palm Beach) it's the ordinary citizens who must pay the price.  In addition, the build up of boats
 before bridges open is particularly difficult in that area.  For sailboat owners who MUST wait for all bridges this
 can be especially daunting. The bridge tenders in Fort Lauderdale now try to coordinate the openings to
 accommodate all waiting boats. If you do not have a bridge tender on the RailRoad Bridge, I foresee lots of boating
 traffic problems and this is only going to aggravate those problems.  What if a big storm is coming?   What about
 barges and boats being towed which need special assistance? 
   It is imperative that this bridge has a local tender to be flexible in times of need.
   Please consider the regular boaters in your consideration of this increased impediment to owning a boat in the
 "Venice of America."
   Trudy Jermanovich
   Fort Lauderdale, Florida
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From: Alan Anderson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Railroad through Stuart
Date: Sunday, November 9, 2014 9:15:09 AM


Mr Wrinkle,


I am VEHEMENTLY Opposed to the proposed High speed rail line between Orlando and Miami as it will destroy
 the tranquility of Stuart, a place my family and I have enjoyed visiting for past 35 years. I have recently purchased
 property on Hutchinson Island for retirement and if the rail line Is approved, I am considering retirement at our
 other owned properties in State of New York because of all the disruption this rail line will cause in Stuart and
 surrounding areas. Consider the turmoil that will develop (traffic, noise, boats, safety when emergency vehicles are
 unable to get through in timely manner). Contact me if I can help in any way to stop this madness.


Alan Anderson
529 NE Plantation Road
Stuart, FL
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From: endee438
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: New choo choo trains
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:00:00 PM


Need another stop between wpb and orlando.
  Its about time america starts improving on public transportation in this country. I am taking
 for granted that they will take strong measures to make it as safe as possible, keeping in mind
 that you do not have control over less than smart people.
   For those streets that are the ONLY way in and out of an area, please consider some
 alternative.  The prevention of emergency services doing what they do is the only negative
 draw back about the plan.
  Mickey,Minnie here I come!
  All Aboard
  Kathy Parnes


Sent from my Samsung Galaxy Note™, an AT&T LTE smartphone
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From: Joanne Greteman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Railroad
Date: Friday, October 10, 2014 9:56:45 PM


How many people will use a train to travel to Miami, unless they are Spanish. Have you been there no one speaks
 English. I landed in Miami, missed flight couldn't find anyone that spoke my language, English !  We shall take the
 time for stopping when train travels thru Melbourne Fl.  The state of Florida is so behind other States as well as
 Europe. Look at the train systems in Germany guess who paid for that... We knock them down and built them up....
 Use this system to move all people, from our own to travelers. How many trains will be running, in Melbourne I
 think only one set of tracks... I would like the train to see my daughter in West Palm Beach. That is what made that
 city grow was the rails. I am a granddaughter of an engineer Rock Island Railroad. My grandmother would say ship
 by rail, not truck !!  We in Florida need some type of system, enough roads. You have only afew roads to cross the
 state. Ask us when we have to leave because of   Hurricanes. One should of been there was really fun!!!


Sent from my iPad
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From: Richard Gmail
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Negron - Fl. Senate Joe
Subject: New rail service in the Treasure Coast
Date: Sunday, November 9, 2014 12:00:41 PM


We feel very strongly that you should move your planned rail service to the middle of the state where there is plenty
 of land and you will not eviscerate our little towns.  The speed of the trains, the likelihood of freight trains
 following your passenger service, the safety concerns all point to the desirability of using the western rail location
 instead.  We will fight you with all the tools available to us. 


Yours truly,
Lynette MacLeod
Vero Beach, Florida 32963


Sent from my iPad
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From: Marcia Vanfossen
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Railroad
Date: Monday, November 24, 2014 10:07:26 PM


As an owner. Of property in Rio, I am very concerned about the proposed railways in our community.  We have two
 roads into our area,both of which have rail crossings.  When a train passes through, we are unable to access all
 safety services.More trains means more dangerous delays.  We do not need this .
 
Thank you
Marcia VanFossen
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From: MrWScott@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: mrwscott@aol.com
Subject: No All Aboard Florida!
Date: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 4:32:30 PM


Please record me as against the All Aboard Florida proposed Orlando
to Miami Train service. The train service will run through Vero Beach, Florida several times a day and
 disrupt traffic at all rail road crossings. I have needs to visit the hospital area located on the east side of
 the tracts several times a week.My wife also has medical needs to visit the
hospital area and doctors that have offices close by. For my health safety and my wife's I am against this
 proposal!
I also believe the proposed service will lower the real estate property
values in Vero Beach and Indian River county  Florida.
This type of project should have the train tracks locater on the west side of I-95 in Indian River county.
 
Thank you, William H. Scott  Property owner in Indian River county, Fl.
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From: Mary Morrow
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Railroad
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 4:37:02 PM
Attachments: John Winkle.docx


Please see attached.
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John Winkle


Federal Railroad Administration


1200 New Jersey Ave SE


Room W38-311


Washington, D.C.  20590





AAF_comments@vhb.com  





As it is proposed, the All Aboard Florida project is unacceptable to the majority of residents in the Stuart area.  Many issues are involved, especially quality of life and degradation of community. The impact on humans and animals is far too much with little or no benefits for our area. The traffic congestion, noise and vibration, marine issues,  safety, air quality , as well as damage to the natural environment clearly show that it is in our best interests to revise the plans and locate it west of the original route.





								Respectfully yours,














								Mary Morrow


								3799 SE Gatehouse Circle 


								Apt 8


								Stuart, FL  34994





[bookmark: _GoBack]								831-917-4155
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From: PSmith022@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: No All Aboard Florida!!!!!!!!!!
Date: Saturday, September 20, 2014 6:44:47 AM


To whom it may concern,
 
I live on North Hutchinson Island, Florida which is a barrier island north of Fort Pierce.  Over the years, we
 have spent numerous hours waiting for long trains to pass so we are able to access the mainland. Now
 AAF is planning to add 32 more trains daily? 
 
This will significantly affect the lives of those who live on the barrier islands by spending time at the
 crossings. There are no benefits to the Treasure Coast of Florida that the train will bring except anger
 and frustration to those that are sitting there waiting for trains to pass so they can continue their daily
 lives.
 
There will be those that try to outrun the trains at the crossings which will danger lives.  There will be deep
 resentment and anger because NO ONE wants this train running through our communities!!!!! 
 
We already have a draw bridge that is hundreds of feet from the tracks that we sit at waiting for boats. 
 We waste our time and gas on a daily basis. 
 
AAF is a private enterprise that is forcing themselves on a project that is AGAINST THE WILL OF THE
 PEOPLE in Indian River, St. Lucie and Martin Counties in Florida.
 
I urge you to step in and STOP this from ruining our way of life.
 
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Smith
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From: Robert Timms
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Railroad
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:06:51 PM


Move all tracks west of 95.  Makes no sense to add tracks along East Coast.  The passanger
 part will fail in a few years ,but the freight will be here foreever.



mailto:rvtimms@att.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: CWIEDS@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; john.winkle@dot.gov; Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov
Cc: Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil; David.Keys@noaa.gov; Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil; Allan.Nagy@faa.gov;


 James.Christian@dot.gov; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov; Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov;
 John_Wrublik@fws.gov; Charles_Kelso@fws.gov; CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov;
 BillNelson@senate.gov; Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com; Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov;
 GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com; MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov


Subject: All Aboard Florida rail proposal
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:11:25 PM


December 2, 2014
 
Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE
Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590


Re: All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f)
 Evaluation


Dear Mr. Winkle:


You have received countless letters and e-mails on the ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
 proposal.
 
I will not regurgitate the same contents, which certainly is not meant to belittle these
 comments. They all are correct and important.
 
The railroad no doubt helped to build Florida and  especially the Treasure coast,
 Miami and the Keys.
 
However, this same railroad which for years lay practically dormant is now proposing
 to destroy this same property.
 
The vast majority of the Florida population knows all too well the passenger train is a
 re herring and the increased rail expenditures is solely for the purpose of expanding
 the freight traffic on the US Governments dime all the while killing the communities it
 helped to build.
 
Please encourage the FEC and Fortress Fund to take this increased freight traffic to
 the west on the Amtrak rails.
 
I am very concerned for the east coast of Florida in both the short and long term.
 
Thank you for you consideration of this matter.
 
At the very least it needs a whole lot more sturdy and consideration than the FEC
 proposal has gotten thus far.
 
Sincerely,
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Christopher M Wiedenmayer
Hobe Sound, FL 33455








From: Barb Yeagle
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: No All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, November 4, 2014 9:46:40 PM


Please have some consideration for communities and businesses established
 along the existing railroad tracks. Also, these established communities have
 social and medical services that will be impacted greatly with multiple trains
 passing on a daily basis. The proposed increased traffic generated by the AAF
 is NOT an asset for the towns along the Treasure Coast.
Please consider rethinking this idea.


This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus
 protection is active.
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From: Sylvia T.
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Railroad
Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 2:32:49 PM



Be It Resolved That the Vista Royale Board of Directors, representing a senior


 community of 1512 condos in Indian River County, bordering Route 1 and the current
 railroad tracks, is overwhelmingly against the All Aboard Florida proposal to add tracks
 allowing up to 32 passenger trains a day, travelling at high speeds, very close to our
 community. There are presently 3 railroad crossings (Oslo Road, 1st Street and 4th Street) that
 will be directly affected by the planned tracks and trains, limiting our access to emergency
 services, shopping and daily travel throughout Indian River County, as well as the safety
 issues associated with the additional trains.


Residents of Vista Royale are presently disturbed by the existing train noise
 throughout the day and night, and any additional trains and noise associated with them will
 only exacerbate this level of disturbance and severely limit our peaceful use of the many
 outdoor activities we currently enjoy. We are also concerned that Vista Royale’s properties
 will decline in value because of the diminished access to our community and the increased
 noise generated by the high speed trains.


We request you utilize all of your efforts to STOP THIS TRAIN PROJECT
 FROM GOING FORWARD.
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From: Arthur Apissomian
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida rail proposal
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 2:52:48 PM


John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E.,
Room West 38-311,
Washington D. C. 20590
 
December 1, 2014
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
                You are doubtless aware of the disbelief and astonishment of citizens in our communities
 that such a disastrous proposal as is being put forward by the Florida East Coast Railway, and its
 parent, Fortress Investment Group should be visited upon our area.  This proposal, under the
 transparently deceptive name of “All Aboard Florida” is being billed as a “high-speed passenger rail
 service.”  This is a canard, and – lest you harbor the least illusion that Florida residents do not
 recognize this for what it is – may I go on record to assure you that we are not being fooled. 
                We understand that AAF cannot be profitable running passenger rail service, since there is
 no passenger rail service in the world that is not subsidized in some way. Therefore, we know that
 AAF will undoubtedly be running freight, probably toxic freight, and that it therefore will not be high
 speed.  It goes without saying that since there are no planned station stops along the Treasure
 Coast, this proposal will provide us no service whatsoever. 
                What it will provide our area is un-measurable liability and risk – not to mention that the
 threat of AAF is already impacting real estate values.
                Since I am stating nothing that you don’t already know, the real question is: what is the pay-
off to your agency for standing impotently by, folding your arms, and taking the position that AAF is
 an inevitability?  When I attended the “public information meeting” here in Port St Lucie on
 November 6, I was given the distinct impression that FRA had no authority to stop, delay, or even
 modify the plans being pursued by FEC.  Is this true?  Is it possible that the government agencies
 which we fund with our tax dollars are nothing more than sham decoys, meant to give the illusion of
 oversight? 
                If there is a vestige of functional merit yet left to the FRA, I encourage you to bring
 whatever tools at your disposal to force FEC and FIG to change their route plans, so that coastal
 communities which survive substantially because of their attractiveness to tourists, are not turned
 into a freight corridor.  We can confidently say that permitting AAF to pursue its current course does
 not represent a sound economic, political, nor ecological decision.  There is every reason to stop it
 now.
 
                A copy of this letter is being forwarded to the editorial board of Scripps Treasure Coast
 Newspapers, and both Florida senators.
 
Yours truly,
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Arthur Apissomian
Port St. Lucie, FL
 
 








From: pamsart22@me.com
To: AAF-comments@vhb.com; john.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: No To All Aboard Florida Will hurt Martin County
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:00:00 PM


The proposed train would be bad for the local economy.  Martin County relies on tourism as a major part of it’s
 economy.  We have fishermen and boaters come from all over to visit here.  The train would hurt recreational
 boating as it would make it almost impossible to get from Palm City to the ocean at many times.  We also have
 snowbirds which stay all winter.  The seniors I’ve talked to that winter here say they don’t want to stay in a place
 that is noisy and hard to get around in because of constantly stopping for trains.  I’ve had many tell me they will go
 elsewhere.  This reduction of tourists will severely hurt restaurants and local businesses.


This train would also create safety problems.  I am worried about access to the hospital as most of the county has to
 cross the tracks to get to the main hospital.


Property values would go down in much of the county due to proximity to the train tracks.


This project is a terrible idea for Martin County with absolutely no benefits at all.


I strongly recommend rejecting this project.


Pam Arthur
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From: carolyn north
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Railroad
Date: Sunday, September 28, 2014 2:09:35 PM


I have been a Florida resident for fifty years, and have seen many changes. And one
 would expect that. However, as far as the proposition to bring 32 fast trains thru the
 Treasure Coast is absurd and I feel we are being "railroaded". In addition we have
 freight trains as well, and substantial boat traffic and to add more trains is 
 dangerous for small towns. The tracks are old, many have curves and the aged
 railroad bridges are not adequate. Many thriving towns are near tracks and the
 hospitals are separated by the tracks of the communities. Most passenger trains
 have never made money and how do you think that there will enough people to use
 that many trains when you can drive there and have transportation when you arrive?
 A mono rail would be the answer and has worked well in many areas of the US. I
 vote no as it is proposed..
C. North
Stuart, Fl.
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From: Robert Certilman Gmail
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida train
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 2:32:05 PM


To Whom It May Concern:


As an owner of a property in Delray Beach that directly abuts the railroad
tracks where
the All Aboard Florida train will run, I am STRONGLY OPPOSED to initiating
this service. Currently with the trains that are now running, the train
traffic is loud, the vibrations shake the buildings and the car track
crossing is made difficult. To dramatically increase this traffic will
negatively impact my property values and quality of life.


Furthermore, I have intelligent reservations whether the train service will
be of substantial benefit in providing access to the Orlando area.  The
'COST" to our communities is too great!!!


Sincerely,


Patricia Sullivan
Astor Condominium Delray Beach,
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From: Christine Adams
To: john.winkle@dot.gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com; CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov; 


negron.joe.web@flsenate.gov; Bill@billnelson.senate.gov; Greg_Langowski@rubio.senate.gov; 
contact@citizensagainstthetrain.com


Subject: No To All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, September 29, 2014 6:34:46 PM


My Name, address, and phone:
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From: CurtIvanS@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Re: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA and Palm Beach County
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 11:09:44 PM


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave. SE, Room W38-311
Washington, D.C. 3059 
 
Dear Commissioner Winkle:
 
I appreciate this opportunity to voice a resident's opinion on the proposed All
Aboard Florida rail line.
 
In short, from this Palm Beach County resident's point of view, it is all negatives:
 


By AAF's own count, traffic will be disrupted 32 (additional) times a day with
 trains crossing roadways and waterways.
The noise from the trains (and their horns) will disrupt any current peace and
 quiet residents currently enjoy.  The way the tracks run close to the coastline of
 Palm Beach County, they actually run right through some significant housing
 developments.  What this will do to Downtown West Palm Beach would amount
 to our own mini-version of Bridge-gate (again, 32 times a day).
Running a true "high-speed" rail service over old track seems like putting '50's
 passenger car tires on a race car -- unless the claims that this is truly "high-
speed" technology are just bogus.
The funding for this operation seems largely an open question -- with an
 expectation now voiced by AAF that there will be government help involved,
 whereas when the project was first announced, it appeared that they were
 promoting this project as completely and privately self-funded: apparently a
 matter of bait-and-switch.


The tempo of "progress reports" put out to the media by the AAF organization follows
 another salesman's technique of "assuming the sale" as they are presenting the
 project as largely a done deal.  Fortunately, it is not, and all the facts which mitigate
 against the project from planning to implementation should become obvious as
 they come to light through thorough investigation.
 
I get the distinct impression that this is a case of those at the very top literally
 railroading those who are below their tax bracket.  One who's in the very top bracket
 and happens to live in Palm Beach County, can afford to locate far enough away (say
 on Palm Beach, Singer or Jupiter Islands) that, aside from
 inconveniencing household staff, insures that one is insulated from the imposition on
 the rest of the community due to any increase in train traffic.  All the "underlings" --
 those in the merely Million-Dollar and under dwellings  -- apparently are just slated
 to live with it in the AAF master plan.
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Meanwhile, the local media pundits have been having a field day pointing out the
 ludicrousness of the scenarios presented by AAF promoters pointing to what they
 claim are their target customers.  And, if the project proves to be a complete bust,
 who but the taxpayers  will be left holding the debt from its derailment.
 
I would approach this project differently if it were to be new high speed track laid in
 the interior part of the state where few people live.  If they planned it correctly, there
 could be no impact whatsoever  -- on  human inhabitants, at least.  But concern for
 the general population along the east coast was apparently not of concern in this
 proposal.
 
Please see to it that this project does not happen.  Many in Palm Beach will be
 thankful.
 
Sincerely,
 


CURT SALKE
13297 Garth Ct.
Palm Beach Gardens, FL
33418-1463
(561) 625-6882
 








From: Dale
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida train
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:53:32 PM


This proposal is a travesty for those of us living in its area.  My tax dollars should not be used to support this project
 whatsoever.


Dale Norris
91 Crooked Tree Lane
Vero Beach, Fla.


Sent from my iPad
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From: Garybrisson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: No all aboard Florida!!
Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 9:18:36 AM


I live in the Vista Royale Condo community. As a Florida resident I am apposed and shocked that my elected
 officials can not find a way to prevent a high speed train running on tracks only yards from my building. Even now
 when the freight trains go by my windows vibrate and I have to sleep with a fan on to try to drown out the noise.
 Now with more trains at higher speeds all sleep and the good things about were I live will be lost. A noise barrier
 wall like that installed on highways at the very least should be erected.


Respectfully,
Gary R. Brisson
6 Vista Palm Lane unit 202
Vero Beach Fl. 32962


Sent from my iPad
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From: Judy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Re: All Aboard Florida Comments
Date: Tuesday, November 11, 2014 12:32:43 PM


AGAINST ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
 
1. Impact on coastal towns will be devastating. Tourists coming to Florida for the beaches and
 tranquility of these towns will go elsewhere.
 
2. Residents living along the tracks will be subjected to the noise and vibrations of 32
high speed trains and 20 freight trains daily. Possible serious detriment to their health.
 
3. Property values of homes and businesses will plummet.
 
4. Impact on the wildlife and the natural environment is a great concern.
 
5. Anticipated delays of emergency and police vehicles at the crossings are frightening.
 
6. Local governments will be responsible for the construction of and maintenance of the rail
 crossings. Great concern as the residents who will be taxed for this will be the ones who
 oppose it the most and who can least afford it.
 
7. Repayment of loan of $1 billion will eventually be paid for by the residents, as I honestly do
 not believe the number of passengers they are quoting will be fulfilled.
 
8. This whole deal screams “big money” and closed-door deals. I read that Brevard County
 has been propositioned!
 
9. I must comment on the format for the "informational meetings." Whoever set
 these up should be ashamed of themselves!!! They were a joke and certainly not
 what the residents deserve and expected. All of the people who took the time
 to come to one of these meetings were well informed and did not need to have
 those huge senseless boards greeting them upon entering the room. This whole
 sham was an insult!  
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From: Cheryl"s AOL
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida train
Date: Friday, October 10, 2014 3:21:29 PM


PLEASE…..DO NOT LET THIS train happen.   It will be a danger to the communities of the Treasure Coast.  
 Think about the fast train roaring through the downtown of Stuart and Vero Beach.  What a traffic mess!  Think
 about emergency vehicles trying to get to the hospital!  What a boat traffic mess on the Intercoastal Waterway when
 the railroad bridge next to the Roosevelt bridge is closed multiple times a day. 


I hope you will say NO to the disruption this train  will cause for many people who will not have any benefit of train
 service in their towns.  ONLY DISRUPTION


NO TO THE TRAIN!!!!    PLEASE!!!!!!


Cheryl Porter
5620 N. Harbor Village Drive
Vero Beach, Florida 32967
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From: joey000245@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 11:01:01 AM


Please be advised that I am 100% against AAF running up the coast from Miami and
 disrupting every one's lives along this route.
All your hearings and telling the public how your experts will make this a good thing is
 typical propaganda. All they are interested in is AAF and nothing else.
Perhaps if you were to implement two trains a day in each direction, that may be a
 feasible alternative. The financial outlay for engines would drop from thirty two to
 four! If you had to many passengers you could add more cars to the train.
The second issue is the speed. I propose for the Martin County area that a fifty MPH
 speed be implemented from Cove Road to Skyline Drive in Jensen Beach and no
 side tracks for trains to pass each other in this stretch.
The best alternative to build your Super Train is to start from scratch and run it out
 west of the Fl turnpike where there are miles of rural land.
Thank you for listening.
 
Joe Galluccio
Jensen Beach, Fl.
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From: Patricia Poe
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: No all aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 9:10:08 AM


I live In Hobe Sound and oppose the proposed 32 additional trains. Please place your
 additional lines west of 95.
Patricia Poe


Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone
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From: Rdeerydds@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Re: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 4:31:08 PM


FYI... I am STRONGLY OPPOSED to having a rail system operate
 between Miami to Orlando.
 
It would be VERY DISTRUPTIVE(to vehicle, pedestrian, emergency
 responders and also maritime traffic.)  The trains could
 disrupt normal flow of traffic that could cause a loss of life.  The
 noise level caused by the volume of daily trains is a consideration
 also.
 
Dr. Robert Deery
Marlene James
7717 Wexford Way
Port St. Lucie, FL  34986-3007
 
772-465-6254
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From: Stefanie H. Foster
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida will be a disaster for the community of Stuart
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:25:36 AM


The impact of the 32 trains planned for All Aboard Florida will be devastating for the communities up
 and down the Treasure Coast, especially the community of Stuart.  The tracks already create
 considerable inconvenience and danger from the passing freight trains.  Adding additional freight,
 plus the All Aboard Florida routes, will significantly diminish the quality of life in Stuart.  Stuart will
 bear nothing but costs with no associated benefits.  Not one train is scheduled to stop in this area. 
 Hardly a fair trade-off.
 
Sincerely,
 
 
Stefanie H. Foster
4230 SE Whiticar Way
Stuart, FL 34997-6142
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From: Virginia Lane Hill
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 11:39:42 AM


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE, Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
This letter is on behalf of my family of four who have lived in Stuart Florida for the past 28 years and are
 all third and fourth generation native Floridians.  It is increasingly obvious that this service needs to be
 relocated to the tracks in the center of our State so that the beautiful, historic communities along the
 eastern coast are not devastated from this train expansion. Jupiter, Tequesta, Hobe Sound, Stuart, Rio,
 Jensen Beach, Pt. St. Lucie, White City, Ft. Pierce, Vero Beach, Sebastian, et.. will be ruined in it's wake.
 We are all small boating communities with historic downtowns right in the middle of this track. It will
 divide our communities in half. My office is on one side of this track and most of my business is on the
 other side. The train traffic now is often at an unreasonable level particularly in "Season" from October to
 May when our populations often double. Our main hospital with our heart unit is east of the tracks with
 the bulk of the community living to the west. In fact, from the train tracks you can see most of our historic
 buildings built in the late 1800 and early 1900's literally across the road.
 
As boaters, in order to get out on the water we like most of our community live on the river west of the
 train tracks which means our ability to access the water will decrease tremendously and our properties
 that we own on the water will also decrease in value. If this train was run out west through the rural areas
 of Florida we would not be impacting the waterways, our access to the waterways nor devaluing property
 along the St. Lucie River.
 
Additionally, this train track runs alongside a beautiful park and some essential parking for our historic
 downtown. Every single car space is taken during the season. They have already said that if this goes
 through they have the right (and plan to take) our access road used daily by our community and these
 parking spaces including the ones alongside Kiwanis Park. This means the park that I as a Kiwanian
 along with many other community leaders have spent 25 years working on and investing over a half a
 million dollars in will now be difficult to access and noisy. We have just finished a four year goal of raising
 another $250,000 to make this park (which is the most used park in Martin County) a boundless
 playground. We have several local agencies in our area that use this park heavily for children with
 disabilities and autism.  This new playground is in the process of being ordered and installed this Spring.
 This is going to devastate our Park, the ability to use the Park will be compromised by the taking of
 parking and the increased noise will make it now an undesirable place to hold events. Currently more
 permits are used for this park than any other in Martin County.
 
There are no benefits for our community or the other communities that exist alongside us that is
 worth this amount of damage, and to ruin community after community for a "passenger train service" 
 of which there is not one financially feasible operation in this country to date, is insane.  Historically this
 will go down as the worst "development" to ruin the State of Florida next to the great decision to dry up
 the Everglades and ruin our water supply and wreck havoc with our estuaries by dumping billions of
 gallons of polluted water into the St. Lucie River.
 
Lastly, All Aboard Florida has not provided you with an independent study.  This is a study paid for by
 them, by people they have hired and supplied all of the information to. That is not even close to
 independent. Please do not allow our communities to be ruined when there is a nearly unused track in
 comparison thorough rural areas of our State.  There is no good reason to allow this to happen, unless
 we need to give authors more books to write about the destruction of Florida.
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Sincerely,
 
Virginia Lane Hill
 
 
Virginia Lane Hill, President
 
Interior Solutions Inc.
Corporate & Healthcare  Design
 
Licensed Interior Designer FL#ID0003564
Licensed Interior Design Business FL#IB0001216
NCIDQ Certified #12162
 
585 SE Central Parkway, Stuart, FL 34994
772-781-6883 phone      772-781-6887 fax
 
 virginia@interiorsolutions-stuart.com
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From: Madeleine Guffy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: No all aboard
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 12:08:57 PM


Our family feels this is not a good idea and the money should be going to more useful needs in Florida. A real
 concern is emergency vehicles being held for minutes at the crossing when every minute counts. Please drop this
 idea.
True Florida native
Madeleine Guffy 
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From: vincent miraglia
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Re: Federal Railroad
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:08:25 AM


I am strongly opposed to the proposed "new" railroad plan along the existing FEC rail lines.  As proposed,
 it would be extremely disruptive to the Treasure Coast Communities, resulting in loss of  commercial
 businesses, especially those in proximity to the rail lines.


As a physician, it is obviously going to interfere with the proper emergency care of patients trying to get to
 an appropriate treatment facility.


And, as compared to other countries with high speed rail lines, this Plan does nothing to minimize the
 number of intersections with the rail lines.  For example, in Italy they have purposely constructed their
 high speed lines away from populated areas.  This approach has taken time  and is expensive, but they
 realize that high speed rail lines and traffic intersection result in needless mortality.  There are also local
 and separate lines to service the local communities.  Can not the USA afford to do the right thing?


V. Miraglia
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From: Lorraine Popky
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida will have a negative impact on the treasure coast
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 3:23:39 PM


I wanted to add my comment to those who have voiced opposition to All Aboard Florida. The
 environmental impact report is clearly flawed as it doesn't fully address the negative impact to
 the Treasure Coast community.  


I have lived in Stuart and Palm City for the past 6 years.  The train tracks currently in place
 divide the area separating some from the hospital. Frequent high-speed trains will cut one side
 off from the other and will definitely have a negative safety, financial,  and quality of life
 impact on this area.  In addition we are a nautical passageway and the current old rusty train
 track prevents trains from efficient travel.


AAF clearly doesn't benefit our community in anyway.  If there is no way to prevent AAF
 from proceeding, a possible compromise might be to include a stop in this area so they might
 also utilize the ability to travel to Orlando or Miami.  Also the 32 daily trains is not practical
 and this should be reduced.


Thank you for your careful consideration to this important issue.


Lorraine Popky
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From: Potsy Scoville
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 11:52:09 AM


The format of the current series of "public meetings" being held by All Aboard Florida makes
 it clear to me that they plan to go forward with this tragedy irrespective of opposition or how
 many people they put in harms way. These are not meetings in any sense of the word, and are
 in fact a political stunt. There was a real meeting at Jupiter Medical Center recently, and it
 was concluded that traffic to that hospital will be greatly affected. The railroad bridge in
 Jupiter will be down more than 8 hours/day blocking boat traffic.


It appears that no one in Government is going to lift a finger to help us. Government of the
 people, by the people, and for the people??? Really??? 


-- 
Edward N. Scoville, II
18370 SE Lakeside Drive
Tequesta, FL 33469
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From: fsbesson@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: No for AAF Through our Beautiful Treasure Coast
Date: Tuesday, October 7, 2014 3:30:04 PM


As a Rail Transport Engineer (Ret.) I know the current All Aboard Florida (AAF) plan
 will be a disaster for the Florida Treasure Coast and recommend strongly against it.
 
My home is on the east side of the existing tracks in Stuart, Florida and I travel daily
 back and forth to the west side using various crossings in Stuart for business and
 family visits.
 
The delays, long lines and safety issues caused by the current freight trains are
 detrimental but acceptable to the Treasure Coast based upon economic realities and
 the need for the movement of rail freight.  Additional  freight and added passenger
 trains, without numerous mitigating fly-overs or tunnels , will impose an unacceptable
 degradation of the flow of the Treasure Coast's businesses, the life styles, treasured
 environment,  wild life, and residential and commercial property values .
 
Additionally, any Federal  or State loans, paid for and guaranteed by disadvantaged
 Treasure Coast taxpayers is patently unfair.
 
Totally missing from any public discussions on AAF is a thorough examination of the
 economic (cost/benefit analyses) and environmental impacts of alternative western
 routes. What is needed now is an examination of  the shorter western alternatives
 with their independent economic and environmental studies.
 
Please move any AAF plans well west to central Florida and preserve Florida's
 historically beautiful and unique Treasure Coast !
 
Frank S. Besson III
Rail Transport Engineer (Ret.)
Stuart, Florida
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From: russgonnam@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: russgonnam@aol.com
Subject: Re: AAF comments
Date: Thursday, November 20, 2014 12:26:34 PM


-----Original Message-----
From: russgonnam <russgonnam@aol.com>
To: AF_comments <AF_comments@vhb.com>
Cc: russgonnam <russgonnam@aol.com>
Sent: Thu, Nov 20, 2014 12:25 pm
Subject: AAF comments


Mr. John Winkle ,


Following are my comments as they relate to the proposed AAF train system through
 the now  beautiful Treasure coast.


There is no economic gain for this region after construction, only ongoing safety,
 environmental, transportation,health, property value loss, pollution and total quality of
 life degradation for the years to come.


No railroad in country makes money and train service here to Orlando will be a huge
 money sieve for the public to supplement. Besides driving to Orlando is faster and
 one has transportation  when there.  Also there is already service available.


For boaters, of which I am one, the St Lucie RR bridge is  a relic waiting for a disaster
 to happen. It must be approaching 100 years old and even without additional trains
 needs to be reconstructed and raised in the process.
Can one imagine the beautiful City of Stuart being constantly being bombarded by by
 fast trains whisking by!!


There is no reason not to go west on the CXS or similar route where population  is not
 a serious issue.


If this goes through then boating will be devastated and local business's will wither.


Have someones smart and serious re look at this entire foolish proposal.


Regards
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From: Anthony Piel
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida would destroy our town
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 3:48:04 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle,


The plans of East Coast Industries to run All Aboard Florida through Stuart, adding many more passenger and
 freight
cars through our town, would destroy the town.


Right now, School buses have to add 20 minutes or more to their schedules in order to be sure to cross the rail lines
to get to school in a timely manor, and this is with only freight traffic coming through the town. 
Emergency vehicles are really a problem, crossing the tracks at all times of day and night to the hospital.


Please consider an alternative route for the tracks. People are talking about putting the tracks along the Florida
 turnpike
or I-95. The proposal  of East Coast Industries will ruin the East Coast of Fl.


Anthony
Stuart FL
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From: Joe
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, November 6, 2014 10:01:11 AM


I would like to state that as a full time resident of Stuart, FL (Martin
 County) that I'm opposed to the All Aboard Florida project.


Many reasons could be discussed, but my primary reason for my
 opposition is simple. 
SAFETY. Who would ever think that you could run 32 trains a day, 16
 north bound and 16 south bound, 24 of those at speeds exceeding
 100mph (in many areas) over a single set of RR Tracks? I'm specifically
 referencing the single set of RR tracks that are the DRAW BRIDGE that
 cross the St. Lucie river in Stuart, FL. To be clear, I'm saying one pair of
 RR Tracks, not two pair that theoretically would allow two trains to
 transverse this RR bridge in opposite directions.


It should be clear that this is an accident and this is the place that it will
 happen.
Again, one set of tracks, 16 north bound and 16 south bound trains, you
 figure it out.


No need for me to discuss the navigation issues that these bridge openings
 and closings will cause as I'm sure you will simply ignore them.


My closing concern is the cost to all taxpayers. Just like AMTRACK, after
 you folks loose a few BILLION dollars a year you will be looking to the
 Federal Government to bail you out at the taxpayers expense. 


I hope you sleep well knowing that you ultimately will be responsible for
 creating a disaster that potentially will result in the loss of lives.


Joseph J. Maher
32 S Sewalls Point Road
Stuart, FL 34996
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From: Balzer, Mike
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: No railroad
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 10:56:49 AM


As a voter and resident in Martin County I am opposed to the high speed train that is being proposed. In addition to
 the negative effects on our community I am amazed that this is being considered. I just don't see that there is a
 ridership to support the expenses. I am originally from the northeast where there is additional infrastructure and a
 strong need for this type of transport that I just don't see existing in Florida. People drive to Orlando so that they
 can have their car to drive places when they get there and I don't see that there is that much business traffic between
 Miami and Orlando. Let's spend these tax dollars on education!


Sent from my iPhone
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From: di90000@gmail.com
To: john.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: Re: AAF
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:17:03 PM


Sir:


This scheme so many lives in our community adversely,
that it is unimaginable that it be allowed to proceed.


I do not see how even I would be able to perform
my daily schedule, which requires four to eight crossings 
of the track at Bridge Road. Already the traffic backs up 
a half mile or so, and with so many closings it would be 
almost hopeless.


In addition, it would be only a matter of time before some
malfunction would cause a horrible tragedy.


It is vitally important that the interests behind the plan 
take up the problems in earnest. If they insist on keeping
this route, they should be responsible for creating overpasses  
to take traffic securely in the east-west direction. 


If they do not wish to do that, the sound alternative, of course,
is to route the speedy trains through a less disruptive corridor
to the west.


I do hope you are listening to the thousands of citizens
whose lives are being threatened for the interests of a few.
I have attended two of the Public Meetings, and it did not
appear that there was any official there who was actually  
concerned.


Yours truly,


Duane Iselin
11645 SE Florida Avenue
Hobe Sound, FL 33455
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From: lenny delgado
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida"s EIS Study Does Not Account For The Impact of An Increase In Freight
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 6:44:53 AM


My Name: lenny delgado


My Email: lenny82647@comcast.net


My Address:


33 harbour isle drive w.
Ft pierce fl 34949


As per the study conducted by the Jupiter Town Council, although the DEIS focused on
 passenger rail, the assumptions in the analysis include a growth in freight that need to be
 considered given the combined impacts on transportation.


Baseline Data for Freight: The DEIS discusses expected increased freight train trips using
 2013 as a baseline. This section should be updated to cite 2014 figures and projections for
 2015 and beyond. The section also states that a doubling of the number of expected freight
 trains along the line is expected within two years. The basis for this anticipated doubling
 should be provided.


Per the DEIS, there is a 30% increase in average freight train speeds in the No-Action
 Alternative over the average currently being experienced. An explanation of this increase is
 important to ensure that there is a clear understanding of the basis for the assumed change in
 speed. The information requested above will provide more certainty regarding the baseline
 impacts of increased freight without the proposed passenger rail service.


ASSUMED TRAIN SPEEDS AND TRAFFIC IMPACTS The methodology for analyzing
 traffic impacts confirms that the AADT for only the two largest arterials have been included
 for each county. Using only two roads per county (10 total, or 6% of the total number of
 crossings) provides an incorrect calculation of the total average daily volume being impacted
 by the proposed project. The transportation study needs to be vastly expanded to study the
 impact on all major local roads with grade level crossings.


The assumed operation speed for freight trains as 54.3 mph in the DEIS is questionable for the
 Center Street, Indiantown Road and Toney Penna Drive crossings due to the Loxahatchee
 River bridge and curvature of the rail. Based upon the Town’s internal review of the rail
 system in Jupiter, a 30 mph operation speed seems to be a more appropriate assumption for
 freight trains. The corresponding total closure time, based upon the Town’s calculations, will
 be extended from 2.5 minutes to almost 4 minutes, which significantly impacts the traffic on
 Indiantown Road. Additionally, the assumed operation speed for passenger train in the DEIS
 is 89.2 mph, which is an unreasonable assumption for this section of the system. Given the
 radius of curvature of approximately 450m, the safe train speed seems to be limited to 60
 mph.


Based upon the Town’s speed assumptions, the Indiantown Road/Alternate A1A intersection
 is projected to be over-saturated due to crossing closure – which also assumes two (2) freight
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 trains and one or two passenger train(s) -- during the PM peak period in 2036. The vehicle
 queue will exceed 4,000 feet and the corresponding intersection delay will be over 200
 seconds per vehicle.


The projected impacts on traffic constraints have not been adequately addressed within the
 DEIS. The limited number of intersections analyzed and the generalized speed of the trains
 that were assumed do not provide adequate data to understand the impact of projected freight
 and new passenger service on local traffic. Given this, the anticipated speeds in Jupiter should
 be analyzed to better understand the impacts of freight and passenger service on traffic in
 2036. It would be beneficial to know, where on the system trains will accelerate and
 decelerate and the anticipated speeds would be at these locations.


Additionally, critical intersections at crossings need to be analyzed in term of traffic impact,
 especially for the intersections with speed constraints such as the Indiantown Road, Toney
 Penna Drive and Donald Ross Road crossings. Further, an assumption regarding Tri-Rail
 impacts should be included as well. In response to the anticipated impacts, traffic mitigation
 strategies need to be proposed in the EIS report as well.


FREIGHT IMPACTS The DEIS gave limited consideration to the relocation of freight from
 the FEC Corridor. For example, the DEIS states, “Negotiating shared-use agreements presents
 the risk...that the controlling railroad would not agree to acceptable terms for a shared use
 environment.”


AAF should attempt to negotiate a shared-use agreement for tracks west of the proposed
 project before citing this as a risk and dismissing this alternative. Additionally, other inland,
 such as the US27 Corridor proposal, or maritime options should be explored in the study as
 well.
 


Sincerely,
lenny delgado


Recipients
Designated Comments Email as Provided In EIS Draft
Office of Rail Road Policy and Development
Department of Rail Safety
Senator Marco Rubio
Senator Bill Nelson
Ananth Prasad Florida Department of Transportation
Congressman Patrick Murphy
Congressman Paul Ryan








From: Asta Poirier
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Kathy Hansen
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 3:05:02 PM


My home is in Port St. Lucie, Florida.  I have lived on the Treasure Coast for fifteen years.  As
 Past Commodore of the St. Lucie Sailing Club of Stuart, I have first hand experience with the
 challenges in navigating from the North Fork of the St. Lucie River (where we keep our
 sailboat) through the draw bridges in Stuart.  Our club races on a weekly basis in the North
 Fork and periodically in the ocean.  Our club members have boats on both the east and west
 sides of the draw bridges and have frequently encountered dangerous situations navigating
 from one side to the other, especially on Saturdays and Sundays when there is a lot of boat
 traffic.  In fact, one of our sailing vessels was struck on the forestay when the railroad
 drawbridge unexpectedly started coming down and sustained significant damage.  Some of
 our boats have been trapped in the narrow space between the two bridges -- an extremely
 dangerous area to maneuver in a boat with a mast. 


Stuart is a boating community.  We have multiple marinas east and west of the railroad tracks. 
 Your plan to add an exorbitant amount of train traffic, both passenger and freight, will
 essentially destroy a multi-million dollar industry on the Treasure Coast.  The marine industry
 in this area employs hundreds of people. 


Your rhetoric that All Aboard Florida will add hundreds of jobs to the economy does NOT
 apply to our beautiful peaceful community -- we will be paradise lost!


I am adamantly opposed to your plan.


Asta Poirier, Past Commodore
St. Lucie Sailing Club


I have cc'd this e-mail to our current Commodore, Kathy Hansen
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From: David Brigida
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: No support for AAB
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 11:46:23 AM


I live is Port Saint lucie and in my opinion the proposed rail plan for passenger service is a
 very bad idea. It seems to not be about rail service but more about retail space in Miami and
 Ft Lauderdale. I do not believe the ridership projections at all which means all along the
 proposed route peoples lives will be negatively effected for ridership that will not exist. The
 trains will run empty. Crossings will be a disaster, noise will be terrible. Stuart downtown will
 be closed.  Boating will some to a stand still as people wait for the bridge to open. Why not
 move to the western tracks?
It is just a terrible idea and poorly planned. 


David Brigida
772-834-7599
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From: IDBNFLA@aol.com
To: nsreynolds8@yahoo.com; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: cathietk@mac.com; george@amerman.com; chs6773@aol.com; tmm4848@gmail.com;


 yarmstrong2003@yahoo.com; magalenwebert@yahoo.com; glogus1546@adelphia.net; djenkins503@aol.com
Subject: Re: All Aboard Florida (High-speed Passenger Train)
Date: Sunday, November 9, 2014 3:49:08 PM


I agree with Nick Reynolds email below. 
 
I too am opposed to the All Aboard Fl proposal.  It is not fair to the
 communities of Stuart, Jensen Beach, Vero Beach, Port St. Lucie & Ft
 Pierce to have high speed trains barrel through our ( in some cases
 ) historic down towns which are charming & have many little
 restuarants and businesses/shops which will be financially
 adversely effected by the traffic disruptions, the noise & vibrations. 
 The very least  AAF  could do is offer these communities a bone by
 offering them  a minimum of one non-high speed train a day in
 both directions that would service these adversely
 effected  communities giving them some benefit to compensate them
 for all the adverse consequences that they will experience on every 
 level. Then, people from these Treasure coast communities could also
 take a train to Orlando, Miami, & Lauderdale  and could share in
 some  benefit.
 
If not, then yes- the tracks should be laid far west in the treasure
 Coast west of 95, as Nick Reynolds suggests.  But the financially more
 feasible solution, I believe, is to offer the people of the treasure coast
 some daily benefit- that is a win win as far as I am concerned.
 Otherwise we ( treasure coast residents) get all the noise, vibration,
 congestion , heart burn with no benefit whatsoever.  It does not pass
 the "fair" test.
 
Thanks for taking seriously our comments & trying to offer us some
 compensation for these disruptions in boat & automobile traffic,
 pollution, noise, & increased time in everyones( on the treasure
 coast) daily commute & errands. It will add a considerable layer of
 stress to already stressful travel  during "season".
 
Please consider our pleas seriously.  Thanking you for your time &
 consideration in this matter in advance-
 
Leslie Hoffmann
3056 SE Island Point La
Stuart, Fl. 34996
 
In a message dated 11/9/2014 10:03:28 A.M. Eastern Standard Time,
 nsreynolds8@yahoo.com writes:
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Regarding AAF, we are completely opposed to this proposal. As residents of Stuart in Martin
 County, we will bear the brunt of AAF (32 high speed trains blasting through our community
 every day) and receive none of the benefit. 


The noise and traffic disruptions will adversely impact the quality of life in our community. We
 value the relative tranquility of Stuart. Do not destroy that which we so appreciate here. 


We question the very need and economic feasibility of a high speed train from Miami to Orlando.
 But if the proposal must go forward, let it be constructed west of I-95, where it will impact and
 offend far fewer residents. 


We appreciate the opportunity to offer these comments, and trust they will be seriously
 considered during the decision making process.


Nicholas Reynolds








From: Stephen Winchell
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida"s EIS Study Does Not Account For The Impact of An Increase In Freight
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:26:34 PM


My Name: Stephen Winchell


My Email: stephen.winchell@comcast.net


My Address:


1648 Jupiter Cove Dr, Unit 615
Jupiter, FL 33469


As per the study conducted by the Jupiter Town Council, although the DEIS focused on
 passenger rail, the assumptions in the analysis include a growth in freight that need to be
 considered given the combined impacts on transportation.


Baseline Data for Freight: The DEIS discusses expected increased freight train trips using
 2013 as a baseline. This section should be updated to cite 2014 figures and projections for
 2015 and beyond. The section also states that a doubling of the number of expected freight
 trains along the line is expected within two years. The basis for this anticipated doubling
 should be provided.


Per the DEIS, there is a 30% increase in average freight train speeds in the No-Action
 Alternative over the average currently being experienced. An explanation of this increase is
 important to ensure that there is a clear understanding of the basis for the assumed change in
 speed. The information requested above will provide more certainty regarding the baseline
 impacts of increased freight without the proposed passenger rail service.


ASSUMED TRAIN SPEEDS AND TRAFFIC IMPACTS The methodology for analyzing
 traffic impacts confirms that the AADT for only the two largest arterials have been included
 for each county. Using only two roads per county (10 total, or 6% of the total number of
 crossings) provides an incorrect calculation of the total average daily volume being impacted
 by the proposed project. The transportation study needs to be vastly expanded to study the
 impact on all major local roads with grade level crossings.


The assumed operation speed for freight trains as 54.3 mph in the DEIS is questionable for the
 Center Street, Indiantown Road and Toney Penna Drive crossings due to the Loxahatchee
 River bridge and curvature of the rail. Based upon the Town’s internal review of the rail
 system in Jupiter, a 30 mph operation speed seems to be a more appropriate assumption for
 freight trains. The corresponding total closure time, based upon the Town’s calculations, will
 be extended from 2.5 minutes to almost 4 minutes, which significantly impacts the traffic on
 Indiantown Road. Additionally, the assumed operation speed for passenger train in the DEIS
 is 89.2 mph, which is an unreasonable assumption for this section of the system. Given the
 radius of curvature of approximately 450m, the safe train speed seems to be limited to 60
 mph.


Based upon the Town’s speed assumptions, the Indiantown Road/Alternate A1A intersection
 is projected to be over-saturated due to crossing closure – which also assumes two (2) freight
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 trains and one or two passenger train(s) -- during the PM peak period in 2036. The vehicle
 queue will exceed 4,000 feet and the corresponding intersection delay will be over 200
 seconds per vehicle.


The projected impacts on traffic constraints have not been adequately addressed within the
 DEIS. The limited number of intersections analyzed and the generalized speed of the trains
 that were assumed do not provide adequate data to understand the impact of projected freight
 and new passenger service on local traffic. Given this, the anticipated speeds in Jupiter should
 be analyzed to better understand the impacts of freight and passenger service on traffic in
 2036. It would be beneficial to know, where on the system trains will accelerate and
 decelerate and the anticipated speeds would be at these locations.


Additionally, critical intersections at crossings need to be analyzed in term of traffic impact,
 especially for the intersections with speed constraints such as the Indiantown Road, Toney
 Penna Drive and Donald Ross Road crossings. Further, an assumption regarding Tri-Rail
 impacts should be included as well. In response to the anticipated impacts, traffic mitigation
 strategies need to be proposed in the EIS report as well.


FREIGHT IMPACTS The DEIS gave limited consideration to the relocation of freight from
 the FEC Corridor. For example, the DEIS states, “Negotiating shared-use agreements presents
 the risk...that the controlling railroad would not agree to acceptable terms for a shared use
 environment.”


AAF should attempt to negotiate a shared-use agreement for tracks west of the proposed
 project before citing this as a risk and dismissing this alternative. Additionally, other inland,
 such as the US27 Corridor proposal, or maritime options should be explored in the study as
 well.
 


Sincerely,
Stephen Winchell


Recipients
Designated Comments Email as Provided In EIS Draft
Office of Rail Road Policy and Development
Department of Rail Safety
Senator Marco Rubio
Senator Bill Nelson
Ananth Prasad Florida Department of Transportation
Congressman Patrick Murphy
Congressman Paul Ryan








From: Susan Klein
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 3:34:40 PM


Please, please do not runs these trains through our towns! No matter how it is argued or
 presented, it will have a devastating effect on our lives. We go to work, to school, to hospitals
 and doctors other health care facilities, to recreation, and shopping  by crossing these tracks
 every day.! Those who have homes and businesses in close proximity to trains going 90 mph
 will be even more devastated. There are alternate routes to get a speeding train to Orlando
 from Miami without interrupting so many lives....Miami to Okeechobee and straight up to
 Orlando, or follow the Florida Turnpike!


Susan Klein
2654 SW River Shore Drive
Port St. Lucie,
FL 34984
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From: Roberta
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: No to AAF
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 4:06:37 PM


Dear Sirs:


Running fast trains thru our populated area, along with more and faster freight trains, 
will increase the dangers for all of us.  Not to even mention the noise, vibrations, 
and longer wait times.


The oil that comes from fracking, is more volatile and catches fire more easily.


It is ridiculous enough that present day freight trains travel over 100-year old drawbridges.
To add modern fast trains to that traffic must make the Europeans laugh, and 
certainly makes our claim of "SuperPower" totally phony.


We have driven over the Viaduc Millau in France, and have been amazed.


Why can't we have a modern freight system that goes up the unpopulated 
center of FL, with fast commuter trains on separate tracks connecting population centers?


Helen and Anthony Frigo
9650 S. Ocean Drive
Jensen Beach, FL 34957
772-229-6033
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From: DGREGBRAUN@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: LSHLaw@bellsouth.net; john.winkle@dot.gov; Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov; Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil;


 David.Keys@noaa.gov; Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil; Allan.Nagy@faa.gov; James.Christian@dot.gov;
 Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov; Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov; John_Wrublik@fws.gov;
 Charles_Kelso@fws.gov; President@whitehouse.gov; CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov;
 BillNelson@senate.gov; Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com; Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov;
 GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com; MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov


Subject: Re: All Aboard Florida DEIS Comments-Guardians of Martin County
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 4:35:10 PM
Attachments: Guardians comments on DEIS ecological issues 12-2-14.pdf


Please accept for consideration the attached additional comments on the Draft EIS that are provided on
 behalf of the Guardians of Martin County.  These comments focus specifically on inadequacies regarding
 ecological issues and are intended to complement the more-encompassing comments recently provided
 by Guardians President Peter Conze.
 
Greg Braun
561-575-2028; cellular: 561-758-3417
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 December 2, 2014 



Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railway Administration 



1200 New Jersey Ave. SE, Room W38-311 



Washington D.C. 20590 



Subject:  All Aboard Florida, Draft Environmental Impact Statement 



 



Dear Mr. Winkle: 



 



Please accept for consideration these comments regarding ecological components 



of the Draft EIS, which are provided on behalf of the Guardians of Martin County, 



a non-profit environmental conservation organization based in Martin County.   



 



Our review of the DEIS and its appendices has revealed that, in spite of its heft, the 



DEIS is shockingly lacking in details regarding ecological impacts. The DEIS 



relies heavily on desk-top analyses and, in its current state, provides insufficient 



information on the extent of impacts on terrestrial and aquatic ecosystems and the 



federally-listed and state-listed flora and fauna which inhabit them.  Perhaps the 



detail is lacking due to the DEIS being written at the time when engineering and 



construction plans were at the 30% design stage, but significantly more detail is 



warranted before the full impacts of the project can be determined.  Areas of 



concern which are described in greater detail in the attached explanation, include: 



 



 Impacts on threatened and endangered species and their habitats, including 



publicly-owned conservation lands;  



 



 The inadequacy of the Alternatives Analysis;   



 



 Impacts on wetlands, rivers and navigation; and  



 



 Consistency with Martin County’s Comprehensive Growth Management 



Plan 



 



The inadequacies and inaccuracies in the DEIS must be addressed before the 



project can be evaluated.   
 



PROTECTING THE MARTIN COUNTY DIFFERENCE SINCE 2003    



 



THEGUARDIANSOFMARTINCOUNTY.COM and SAVEMARTINNOW.COM 
P.O. Box 1489, Hobe Sound, FL 33475 |  (772) 546-7480 



 
A COPY OF THE OFFICIAL REGISTRATION AND FINANCIAL INFORMATION MAY BE OBTAINED FROM THE DIVISION OF CONSUMER SERVICES BY CALLING 1-800-435-7352 



WITHIN THE STATE.  REGISTRATION DOES NOT IMPLY ENDORSEMENT, APPROVAL OR RECOMMENDATION BY THE STATE. 
© 2013 THE GUARDIANS OF MARTIN COUNTY, A NOT-FOR-PROFIT 501(c)3 ENTITY. 



REGISTRATION# CH30115  



 





http://www.theguardiansofmartincounty.com/


http://www.savemartinnow.com/








 



 



 



J. Winkle, December 2, 2014        Page 2 



 



 



 



 



The Guardians of Martin County request that a second draft of the EIS be developed and 



published for public review and comment after comments on the DEIS are received and 



reviewed and updates made after the 90% design plans are integrated into the DEIS. 



 



Thank you for your consideration, and please feel free to contact me if you or your staff 



have any questions regarding the information and details provided. 



 



Sincerely, 
 



Greg Braun 
 



D. Greg Braun 



Certified Environmental Professional 



Registration # 03040418 



Science Advisor to the Guardians of Martin County 



 



 



cc:   Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov 



AAF_comments@vhb.com 



John.Winkle@dot.gov 



Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil 



David.Keys@noaa.gov 



Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil 



Allan.Nagy@faa.gov 



James.Christian@dot.gov 



Benito.Cunill@dot.gov 



Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov 



Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov 



John_Wrublik@fws.gov 



Charles_Kelso@fws.gov 



CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov 



Bill@BillNelson.senate.gov 



Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com 



Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov 



GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com 



MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov 
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Comments by the Guardians of Martin County on ecological components of the 



Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the  



All Aboard Florida Passenger Rail Project 



 



December 2, 2014 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 











 



1.0 General Comments on the DEIS and Process 



 



The Guardians of Martin County recognize the need to have a thorough, complete and 



independently-produced Environmental Impact Statement to serve as the basis for 



determining the environmental impact of any project.  Our review of the DEIS for the All 



Aboard Florida passenger rail project is that, in spite of its heft, it is deficient in providing 



detailed assessment of existing conditions and is inadequate in determining the impacts of the 



proposed project.   



 



In the following pages, numerous examples are provided of specific circumstances in which 



we have first-hand knowledge that far exceeds the information provided in the DEIS.  Based 



on the gap between our knowledge of the local environment and the information that is 



presented in the DEIS, we can only assume that similar deficiencies exist for other counties 



through which the proposed project traverse.  The following comments should therefore be 



taken as examples of the need to make wholesale and thorough updates to the DEIS. 



 



It appears that the combination of the DEIS being written to 30% complete design plans and 



the analyses being primarily desk-top investigations have led to the release of a DEIS that 



lacks the detail necessary to accurately determine the impacts of the proposed project.  We 



request that, upon completion of the current public comment period, the development of 90% 



complete design and the review of comments on the DEIS, a second draft of the EIS be 



developed and released for public review and comment.  The current deficiencies are too far-



ranging to allow for an accurate accounting of compliance with NEPA. 



2.0 Impacts on Threatened Species, Endangered Species, and their Habitats 



2.1 Flora 



Over 50 plant species that are designated by the federal government and/or the State of 



Florida as Endangered or Threatened are documented to occur in Martin County (Table 2).  



Many of these occur in the scrub, scrubby flatwoods and wetlands habitats that exist along the 



existing FEC rail corridor.  Detailed field surveys and mapping of listed endangered and 



threatened plant species is warranted due to the presence of existing native vegetative 



communities located within the existing rail corridor that is proposed to be widened. 



The presence of the existing FEC railway presents a key issue in the management of several 



parcels of publicly-owned conservation lands in the Treasure Coast area, most notably 



Jonathan Dickinson State Park, Hobe Sound National Wildlife Refuge and the Savannas 



Preserve State Park.  With the acknowledgment that ecosystems in Florida have evolved as 



the direct result of natural disasters, including fire and hurricanes, in general, land managers 



of these properties have done an excellent job in managing their acreage with the thoughtful 



use of fire as a management tool.  Many individual endangered and threatened plants succumb 



to shading and competition from other species if land is protected from fire.  
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From 2010 through 2012, the Florida Department of Environmental Protection went through 



an intensive process to update the management plan for Jonathan Dickinson State Park 



(JDSP), culminating in the adoption of the updated plan in June 2012.  A copy of the 



approved plan can be accessed at: 



http://www.dep.state.fl.us/parks/planning/parkplans/JonathanDickinsonStatePark.pdf 



The updated plan includes descriptions of notable flora and fauna, including threatened and 



endangered species.  In recognition of the requirement to manage upland ecosystems using 



fire, the management plan separates the 11,000-acre property into approximately 100 



management units and designates those units that are to be managed with fire (See Mgmt. 



Plan Table 1).   



Because the existing single-rail FEC railway presently bisects Jonathan Dickinson and 



provides only one at-grade crossing, many of the management units necessarily abut the rail 



corridor.  Smoke management is a key feature in applying fire as a management technique, 



and the presence of the existing railway at its present level of use already affects the ability of 



land managers to perform their duties.   



A substantive omission in the DEIS is the lack of attention on the extent to which the 



proposed passenger rail project, with its 32 high-speed passages per day through the park will 



affect the ability of managers of conservation lands to continue to manage their properties 



with fire.  Any reduction/restriction in the use of fire will adversely affect the populations of 



numerous fire-dependent threatened and endangered species.  Considerable attention should 



be expended in the EIS in accurately identifying potential impacts and mitigating them to the 



greatest extent possible. 



Because this omission has occurred in the DEIS at a property as substantial as 11,000-acre 



Jonathan Dickinson State Park, it appears that this issue has also not been addressed at other 



conservation lands through which the proposed passenger rail project traverses (e.g., Savannas 



Preserve State Park).  The EIS should be revised to appropriately address the potential impacts 



of the project on land management activities at JDSP, the Savannas and all other public 



conservation lands through which it traverses. 



A generalized fire management memorandum of understanding should be developed and used 



as template in coordinating with the owners/managers of conservation lands through which 



the rail corridor traverses.  
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Figure 1: Jonathan Dickinson State Park Management Zone Map 



Source: Jonathan Dickinson State Park Land Management Plan 
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Another example of the inadequacy of the DEIS analysis on ecological issues is its lack of 



attention to plant species such as the Perforate Reindeer Lichen (Cladonia perforata), a 



federally-listed endangered plant species whose presence was given scant mention in the 



DEIS.   This species, which was designated by the federal government as Endangered in 1993, 



is merely mentioned in Section 5 – Environmental Consequences (P 5-114 “found adjacent to 



the railroad corridor”) and Table 4.3.6-3.  In reality, the total world-wide population of this 



federally-designated Endangered Species is restricted to a few highly fragmented populations 



in four counties in Florida.  Because the DEIS acknowledges that the majority of the work on 



ecological issues was a “desk-top assessment”, the extent to which populations of this species 



are being affected by the existing FEC railway, and the extent to which double-tracking, 



triple-tracking and the increased frequency of use might effect this species is entirely 



unknown.   



The DEIS is similarly deficient in its lack of detail regarding the proximity of the existing rail 



corridor to individual Asimina tetramera plants, another federally-designated endangered 



plant species that is known to be present in the scrub community.  The entire worldwide in-



situ population of this species is restricted to Paola sand substrate in Martin and Palm Beach 



Counties, through which the rail project traverses.  An accurate determination of the potential 



impact of the proposed rail project on this species cannot be determined based on the limited 



data provided in the DEIS.  Issues regarding the abundance of this species, its spatial 



distribution in relation to the rail corridor, the effect of the proposed project on its pollinators 



and the extent to which the proposed rail project will affect movement of the fruits/seeds by 



the wildlife that consumes it, are examples of the level of detail that must be identified and 



addressed in the EIS in order to determine the potential impact on this endangered species. 



Similarly, the DEIS provides insufficient information regarding the presence, abundance, 



spatial distribution and potential impacts on Acanthocereus tetragonus, the triangle cactus, a 



state-listed threatened species which is known to be present in close proximity to the existing 



FEC corridor in the Savannas Preserve State Park (a 5,400 acre facility that is not even 



mentioned in Section 4.3.5.2. regarding Preserves, Wildlife Sanctuaries and Wildlife 



Corridors).  Neglecting to include a conservation parcel that extends for approximately 10 



miles from Jensen Beach to Fort Pierce, and through which the existing railway traverses, 



provides insight into the lack of thoroughness in the DEIS.  In a situation that parallels the 



inadequacies of the DEIS in dealing with scrub management in JDSP, it is apparent that 



authors of the DEIS failed to consult managers at the Savannas and/or to familiarize 



themselves with the content of the approved management plan for this conservation property. 



Detailed field surveys are warranted for all federally-listed and state-listed threatened and 



endangered species that occur in the vicinity of the proposed project – without the results of 



these surveys, potential impacts cannot be accurately identified, site-specific avoidance and 



mitigation alternatives cannot be identified and appropriate monitoring protocols cannot be 



established.  
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2.2 Fauna 



A related oversight in the DEIS is the lack of thorough treatment of the potential impacts of 



the proposed rail project on scrub-dependent animal species, including Florida Scrub-jays, 



gopher tortoises and gopher frogs. 



The information contained in Appendix 4-3 indicates that desktop and field surveys have been 



conducted for some species (e.g., scrub-jays).  The DEIS fails, however, to identify the extent 



to which the proposed project will affect this species, other than saying that the US Fish and 



Wildlife Service has been convinced by AAF representatives that the project will not 



adversely affect them.  Detailed surveys for Scrub-jays that have been conducted at Jonathan 



Dickinson State Park at a substantially higher level of intensity than those that were done by 



AAF’s consultant clearly show that the existing FEC railway bisects the home range territory 



of several families of scrub-jays at JDSP (Figure 2).   



Failure to analyze the extent to which adding additional lanes of track and/or adding 32 high-



speed train passages per day through an individual jay clan’s territory renders the 



Environmental Impact un-supportable by facts and inconsistent with the intent and goals of 



the National Environmental Policy Act.  



The DEIS includes information that scrub-jays responded to play-back calls by flying across 



the existing railway corridor and that the approach of an on-coming train caused scrub-jays to 



take evasive action.  The DEIS fails to identify and evaluate the extent to which the increase 



in frequency of use of the railway, the potential double-tracking and/or triple tracking through 



JDSP and the approach of high-speed trains will affect scrub jays.  It is suspected that 



construction and operation of the proposed project will result in reduced scrub-jay nest 



productivity and potential abandonment of some home range territories in JDSP, but the 



absence of detail in the DEIS prevents the potential impacts on this species from being fully 



known. 



Simultaneously, the DEIS is deficient in its treatment of Scrub-jays in the vicinity of 



Seabranch Preserve State Park in east-central Martin County.  Scrub-jays were documented by 



state park biologists to occur at Seabranch during surveys in 2014, and it is likely that the 



home-range territory of the jays at Seabranch includes the golf course at Mariner Sands, a 



residential golf-course community which is located to the west of the existing FEC rail 



corridor.  The extent to which the proposed project will create a barrier to scrub-jay movement 



between Seabranch and Mariner Sands cannot be determined based on the total absence of 



information on this topic in the DEIS. 
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Figure 2 – Results of 2014 Scrub-jay surveys at Jonathan Dickinson State Park 



Base map source: Florida Department of Environmental Protection; rail location identified for 



clarity 
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The results of detailed scrub-jay surveys are available for conservation lands in addition to 



JDSP and Seabranch Preserve State park (e.g., Savannas Preserve State Park, preserves in 



Indian River County).  Prior to release of the final EIS, comprehensive scrub-jay data must be 



obtained and analyzed in order to accurately assess impacts, identify potential avoidance and 



minimization techniques (e.g., reduced train speeds where jay territories are traversed).  Only 



after these steps are completed can site-appropriate monitoring protocols be identified. 



Gopher Tortoises and their Commensals 



The DEIS is similarly unacceptably deficient in its presentation and discussion of gopher 



tortoises, a reptile that is designated by the State of Florida as a threatened species.  Without 



field surveys for this species having been conducted, the magnitude of potential impact of the 



proposed project on this species is unclear.  The DEIS does not even provide an order of 



magnitude estimate of numbers of this species that will be affected – dozens, hundreds, or 



thousands along the full route of the proposed project?    



The obvious need for this type of information is in order to accurately determine the locations, 



frequency, placement and design of wildlife crossings.  The absence of data in this regard has 



resulted in the preposterous determination that no wildlife crossings are proposed or 



warranted anywhere along the 195-mile north-south stretch of proposed project.   



The existing FEC rail corridor presently poses an obstacle to the movement of gopher 



tortoises and other species, most notably in areas where the railway bisects conservation 



properties.  To eliminate or reduce railway-related mortality of gopher tortoises and other 



wildlife, wildlife underpasses and/or crossings are necessary.  Numerous studies have shown 



the effectiveness of wildlife underpasses in preventing wildlife mortality and allowing 



movement of wildlife across transportation corridors. The locations, sizes, frequency and 



design of both the crossings and any necessary exclusionary fencing can only be determined 



after thorough wildlife surveys have been conducted.  Upon completion of detailed wildlife 



surveys, revised plans that show the locations and design specifications of wildlife crossings 



and exclusionary fencing and/or other mortality-reducing alternatives should be provided, 



analyzed in the EIS and opened for public review and comment. 



The burrows of gopher tortoises are well-known for the habitat they provide for a myriad of 



other wildlife, including federally-listed species (e.g., indigo snakes), state-listed species (e.g., 



gopher frogs) and non-listed species (e.g., opossums).  Failure of the DEIS to accurately 



assess the impact of the project on gopher tortoises necessarily results in the failure to 



accurately assess the potential impact of the project on commensals. Application of the 



Eastern Indigo Snake key to determine the degree of effect is inappropriate until more 



thorough wildlife surveys, habitat mapping and wildlife hazard mitigation options are 



identified and evaluated.  Analysis of impacts on gopher frogs is particularly warranted in 



conservation areas where the existing rail corridor separates seasonally-used habitats (i.e., 



posing a potentially fatal obstacle for the movement of gopher frogs from dry-season habitat 



in tortoise burrows to rainy-season ponds and wetlands).  
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The descriptions above highlight specific examples in which the DEIS is woefully deficient 



and inadequate in the level of detail that is needed in order to accurately assess the ecological 



impacts of the proposed project.  The same lack of detail is apparent in the treatment of 



several other federally-listed and state-listed threatened and endangered species.  The final 



EIS should not be produced and available for public comment until 90% complete engineering 



design plans and thorough field surveys for listed species have been completed. 



3.0  Inadequacy of the Alternatives Analysis 



The level of detail provided for the various east-west alternatives is warranted for several 



alternate north-south routes.  Minor variations in the comparatively short east-west leg do not 



constitute acceptable alternative alignments for the project.  The descriptions of the screening 



processes appear to have been contrived in order to creatively dismiss the need to fully 



evaluate other options that could be feasible.  Options that should be fully evaluated include: 



 Co-location within the existing I-95 and Turnpike corridors, including, if necessary, 



options for elevated service to prevent at-grade crossings; 



 



 Co-location within the existing 500 kV aerial electrical utility corridor from Martin 



County to near Orlando International Airport; and  



 



 The existing interior-Florida CSX railway which avoids urban east-coast communities 



from Martin through Brevard Counties. 



4.0  Impacts on Wetlands, Rivers and Navigation 



 



The Guardians are concerned that the DEIS inadequately addresses avoidance, minimization 



and mitigation for impacts to wetlands, rivers and navigation.   



While the attempt to develop a DEIS in response to 30% complete design plans may have 



been a creative way to jump-start the agency review process, in actuality, doing so has 



revealed the inadequacies that are inherently associated with identifying impacts of a moving 



target. 



Specific examples are the lack of adequate detail related to the impacts to wetlands and 



threatened and endangered species of double-tracking and potentially triple tracking portions 



of the existing railway and unknowns regarding “smoothing out” curves that may be too sharp 



to safely transit at high speeds. The DEIS is unclear, and personal communication with an 



AAF representative at the “open house” hearing failed to clarify the extent to which the 



construction of additional tracks within the existing railway corridor would require fill into 



wetlands at locations where the existing railway was built on/over wetlands.  



One specific example of this situation is provided in Figure 3.  At the location shown in 



southern Martin County, the existing FEC railway corridor was laid out and built in such a 



way that it traverses several previously-existing wetlands.   
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Base Map: Results of 2014 Jaywatch Monitoring for Scrub Jays at Jonathan Dickinson State Park 



Source: Florida Department of Environmental Protection 



Location of existing railway identified for clarity and relevance 



 



Existing FEC rail line 



(and location of 



potential additional 



tracks)  



Wetlands that have 



already been adversely 



affected by the 



construction and 



operation of the existing 



rail corridor. 



Because the existing 



wetlands abut the rail 



corridor, any widening 



or addition of tracks 



would likely impact 



wetlands, an issue that is 



not addressed in the 



DEIS or Corps of 



Engineers application.  



Without regard to the 



extent that additional 



wetlands might be 



impacted, detailed 



analyses & corrective 



action is warranted at 



locations where natural 



hydrologic conditions 



have been adversely 



affected. 
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Although the width of the railway corridor at this location is unclear based on the information 



contained in the DEIS, this location is one example of many along the route where wetlands 



abut the rail corridor on both sides.  Details should be provided in the EIS that show the extent 



to which there will be land clearing and/or impacts to wetlands at locations where additional 



tracking (i.e., double-tracking, triple tracking and/or sidings) is proposed.   



Regardless of the extent to which the proposed project will result in new impacts to wetlands, 



sufficient engineering and hydrological analyses are necessary to determine the locations 



where the existing railway corridor has adversely affected localized hydrologic conditions.  



Rather than buying mitigation credits at some remote wetland mitigation bank, wetland 



mitigation should be conducted at locations along the route in order to offset unavoidable 



impacts.   



Water quality in the Indian River Lagoon (IRL) has deteriorated as a direct result of human-



related impacts.  Much of the AAF route is within the IRL watershed, but the location of the 



wetlands bank that would be used for mitigation is not revealed in the DEIS.  FRA and the 



Corps should require that all wetland mitigation for the AAF project be performed within the 



same drainage basins as the wetland impacts.  Impacting wetlands within the IRL watershed 



and mitigating those losses by purchasing wetland mitigation credits outside the IRL drainage 



basin leaves the IRL with a net adverse impact. 



Impacts on rivers and navigation 



The Guardians of Martin County are concerned that the DEIS inadequately addresses potential 



impacts on rivers and navigation. Various studies have shown that train noise and vibration 



have effects outside of railway corridors.  The DEIS fails to evaluate the extent of adverse 



impacts on aquatic biota, such as the extent to which the life cycles of aquatic organisms will 



be altered by the passage of 32 high-speed passenger trains and the anticipated increase in 



freight trains.   



The DEIS also fails to provide information regarding hurricane/emergency preparedness and 



evacuation plans.  The simulation provided at the DEIS hearing regarding the movement of 



vessels surrounding bridge openings is not based on actual conditions.  The Okeechobee 



Waterway is a key navigational pathway for cross-Florida vessel movement and for residents 



of eastern Martin County who prepare for hurricanes by moving their vessels to narrow creeks 



located west of the FEC railway bridge that spans over the St. Lucie River.  The age of that 



span, coupled with its low vertical clearance, and narrow navigation pathway all point to that 



location being a critical navigation bottleneck, particularly during periods of high winds, when 



the bridge may need to be in the down position due to safety concerns. 
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5.0  Consistency with Martin County’s Comprehensive Plan 



A key element in education and advocacy of the Guardians of Martin County is support for 



Martin County’s Comprehensive Growth Management Plan (CGMP or “Comp Plan”).   



The County has adopted two Policies that are directly related to providing passenger rail 



service options for its residents.  Specifically: 



Policy 5.5E.2. Encourage passenger rail service.  The County should encourage 



passenger rail service to Indiantown and Stuart, including Amtrak and Tri-rail, and 



shall explore all possible financial and political means to implement this policy. 



Policy 5.5E.3.  Encourage commuter and inter-city rail.  The County shall continue to 



participate with state, regional and local agencies to encourage the establishment of 



commuter rail and intercity travel in Martin County. 



It is unfortunate that AAF has proposed a project that is not consisent with either of these 



Comp Plan policies.  As with other Treasure Coast counties, the AAF proposal results in a 



myriad of adverse impacts (i.e., ecological, social, financial, navigational, etc.) and no 



tangible benefits.   



 



6.0 Corrective Actions Recommended 



To transform the project into an initiative that could possibly be embraced by The Guardians 



and the community as an amenity, the following actions are recommended:  



1) Re-negotiation of the right-of-way agreements to ensure that tax-payer funds are not used 



to benefit the private, for-profit rail business;  



2)  Conducting detailed floral and faunal studies and mitigating unavoidable impacts through 



the installation of wildlife crossings and underpasses to result in no net adverse ecological 



impacts; 



3)  Siting, constructing and operating a community-friendly depot at a suitable location where 



Martin County residents have access to scheduled commuter rail service to Orlando, West 



Palm Beach, Ft Lauderdale and Miami; and 



4) Implementing replacement or improvements to the railway bridge over the St. Lucie River 



to prevent it from becoming a critical bottleneck for navigation and evacuation. 



In its current version, the DEIS does not meet NEPA requirements and is too lacking in details 



for ecological impacts to be accurately identified and mitigated. 
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Source: Atlas of Florida Vascular Plants; Institute for Systematic Botany 













From: Donald F. Bart
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida"s
Date: Wednesday, November 26, 2014 5:02:38 PM


            I ask you to please listen to the people that are going to be hurt if this speeding train goes thru our
 area.  The Treasure Coast towns of Stuart and Fort Pierce, are to receive the most damage to their
 quant downtown areas.  The speed, pollution, safety, noise and so on down the line will kill routes to the
 Hosp. business and houses that are around the present route.  If there is so much pressure from the
 money men that want the high speed railroad, let them build it out close to I-95 or the Turnpike. That is a
 bee line that bothers neither the towns, or waterways.  Please don’t let the railroad ruin our towns and
 make routs to the Hospitals and other parts of our town dangerous to get to.  I am an 84 year old man
 who thinks this whole thing is hard to understand, why they wouldn’t have chosen the uninhabited area to
 build their high speed trains.
 
                                                                           Donald F. Bart
                                                                            402 SE Naranja Ave.
                                                                            Port St. Lucie, FL. 34983     



mailto:kiewaybart48@att.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Ronald Nielsen
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 3:34:00 PM


      I believe it will be a monumental mistake to have a high speed train come through
 Florida communities.  Not only will it be detrimental  to residents but also to the
 wildlife in these areas.  Not too many people would relish hearing a high speed train
 come barreling through their neighborhood at 110 miles per hour 32 times a day. 
 Scrub jays and other wildlife are very sensitive to vibrations and noise.  This
 disturbance could upset their natural instincts and habitats.  Nests and dens would
 be abandoned with the result of eventual extinction.
      I can also envision being rudely awakened by these trains coming through at
 night.  Thirty two train trips a day is extremely excessive and this frequency will
 encourage accidents.
      I strongly urge you not to approve this foolish endeavor.  I don't want to be put in
 the position to say "I told you so" when something happens. 
  


      Ronald P. Nielsen
      Vero Beach, Florida
       ditmarsron@yahoo.com



mailto:ditmarsron@yahoo.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: M Davis
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: No to AAF
Date: Friday, October 10, 2014 7:40:21 PM


We can't afford it and it will fail like the other rail projects have. Just stop pushing your mass
 transit agenda at the expense of current and future taxpayers.


____________________________________________________________
2014 Best Skin Tighteners
A Review List of The Top Performing Skin Tighteners In 2014
SkinCareSearch.com



mailto:davis206@juno.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

http://thirdpartyoffers.juno.com/TGL3132/54386e453279f6e45439cst03vuc

http://thirdpartyoffers.juno.com/TGL3132/54386e453279f6e45439cst03vuc

http://thirdpartyoffers.juno.com/TGL3132/54386e453279f6e45439cst03vuc






From: Sylvia Berry
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Re: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 11:26:27 AM


Dec. 2, 2014
 


I am a resident of Vero Beach.  I live about half mile from the rail road tracks.  We
 are against the All Aboard project.  It will be a devastating plan for our town.  It will
 ruin property values, cause traffic problems, not to mention accidents etc.  The
 problems are massive.  They should use another route away from the populated
 areas.   
 


We the general public are being forced to swallow this.  We should have a vote on
 this.   Something has to be done to stop this.
 


I also feel that a lot of people that are busy with their day to day problems don't
 realize what is happening here.  
 


STOP THIS FROM HAPPENING!!
 


Sylvia Berry - 191 10th Avenue, VB- 772-794-6310
Richard Berry - 4425 13th St., VB - 772-633-0339  Business Owner-  by a railroad
 crossing.
 



mailto:scarberry502@hotmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Paul & Linda Kelly
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: rich.campbell@tcpalm.com; amie.rosenberg@tcpalm.com
Subject: No to All Aboard Florida trains
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:35:10 AM


Attention: Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration
 
We are writing to voice our opposition to the plan proposed by All Aboard Florida.
 
While we have appreciated the contribution that railroads have made to America, this plan
 for a high-speed passenger rail service in Florida is a disgrace and must not be allowed to
 happen. Surely you are aware that the population and need will never make this a
 worthwhile project? I am a former high school America History teacher with an
 understanding of how the so called "Giants" of the rail industry have cheated the
 American people and our government in the past. This new proposal will become an even
 a greater example of greed and must be stopped. Additionally, my family history is tied
 directly to the Duluth Missabe and Iron Range Company of Minnesota. We lived in a
 section house approximately 150 feet from the tracks that carried millions of iron ore cars
 to their destination. The noise, danger and death caused by these trains will forever live in
 my memory. I would not want any of that dumped on my fellow Floridians because of
 AAF.
 
I am copying two writers from our local newspaper with this e-mail with the hope our
 voices will be heard. Please take action now and stop All Aboard Florida from stuffing
 their plan down our throats.
 
Respectfully, Paul & Linda Kelly
1986 17th PL S.W.
Vero Beach, FL 32962
 
---
New Outlook Express and Windows Live Mail replacement - get it here:
http://www.oeclassic.com/
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From: Anthony Lang
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 4:50:46 PM


The routing of this high speed line is a serious mistake and will disrupt
 commerce, emergency services and peoples lives in general who will reap
 no benefit from it.


If there is a real NEED for a high speed direct link between Miami and
 Orlando, move it inland through farm territory, not right through densely
 populated areas nearer the coast.  None of the people living there will have
 access to the service because there are no planned stops.  All they will get
 is the delay and noise 32 times a day.


Move it, or forget it.  It is NOT a benefit to the communities it will disrupt.


Anthony Lang
Delray Beach, FL 33484



mailto:allpa@bellsouth.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Sue Pitkin
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 9:06:06 AM


To Whom It May Concern:
 
As a new resident of Florida, I strongly oppose the train from Miami to Orlando. The train will
 intersect the town of Stuart and not even stop.
We get nothing out of it except putting up with stopping 32 times a day.
 
If it has to be done why couldn’t it go up the middle of the state or along the Turnpike? The
 residents of Stuart are worried about their property value as well.
This has been in the works for a long time but no one knew about it. It certainly doesn’t seem
 fair especially when there are other options.
 
Again, I’m new, but after listening to many who have lived here 30 years and more I hope the
 “powers at be” think better of it.
 
Thank you for reading this.
 
Sue Pitkin
Stuart Resident (1 year)
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From: Terry Rosenbarker
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Re: All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 2:06:50 PM


I live in Vero Beach and wanted to state my opposition to AAF.


In my opinion the Treasure Coast receives little to no benefit from a plan that is being shoved through by
 politicians/lobbyists/corporations. Yet the communities on the Treasure Coast will bear the brunt of all the
 "downsides" to AAF.


NO, NO NO!!!!


Terry Rosenbarker
6364 Lennox Ln
Vero Beach Fl 32966


Sent from my iPad
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From: Hilchann@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 11:52:21 PM


Thirty two high speed trains within 24 hours and at least 8 hours of the 24 there will
 be no trains . So during the remaining hours there will be trains very often. this is a
 very serious situation to the communities on the Treasure Coast , because  in Vero
 Beach the only hospital is on the East side of the tracks, but most of the residents
 live  and work on the West side of the tracks. Is "All Aboard Florida" prepared to
 handle the liability involved in this unmanageable situation? Aside from the hospital a
 large percentage of all kinds of medical facilities are also East of the tracks.
 
The Treasue Coast communities have no benefit from this train service, only the
 inconvenience and it could be a matter of life or death.
 
I definitely am deeply opposed  to this hazzardous proposal.
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From: Michael Dooley
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 10:51:55 AM


With all large impact issues both sides argue with validity and with true conviction.


I am on the side of opposition to this venture.


While the merits of this project seem valid, the route chosen is illogical. I would suggest that
 99% of those who object along the Treasure Coast would be in support of this train if the
 route traveled west from north Palm Beach. CSX owns that line. SEC is the entity that is
 contracted with All Aboard. The federal government is the "bridge" that can make sure that
 those two private entities "play nice" together and work out a fair and equitable solution to
 have the route go west. 


Over many years the Federal State, and local Government has "engineered"  population
 towards the coasts. Now that there is a concentrated population along the coast the specter of
 32 trains a day screaming by. The first and most critical concern is PUBLIC SAFETY. The
 delay in RXR crossings WILL cause the death of someone sooner or later. In Hobe Sound,
 where I live, our elementary school is east of the RXR. A large portion of our elderly are east
 of the RXR. During the winter months the ambulance travels across the RXR tracks at least
 once a day, I'm serious, records will verify this statistic.


Then there is the marine issue. The RXR crossing across the St. Lucie river will cause
 significant delays. The Coast Guard, I believe has opposed this project and many if not all in
 the marine industry are in opposition. Real estate values have already begun to decrease west
 of the RXR tracks in the Palm City area of Martin County. 


The environmental impact here will be severe. We have a 10,000 acre state park; Johnathan
 Dickerson State Park. Endangered tortoises, scrub jay, panthers, black bear and many other
 animals will be adversely impacted.


Please take these comments seriously, there is a huge compliment of citizens along the
 Treasure Coast that believe, and they are right, their quality of life will be substantially
 diminished IF this train runs east along the SEC tracks north of Palm Beach County, FL.


-- 
Michael Dooley
P.O. Box 1166
Hobe Sound, Fl. 33475
772.546.7355
fax 772.546.3163
Broker, Illustrated Properties
hsldooley@gmail.com
 
 http://about.me/michael.dooley


http://www.loopnet.com/lid/18494795



mailto:hsldooley@gmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

mailto:hsldooley@gmail.com

http://about.me/michael.dooley

http://www.loopnet.com/lid/18494795










From: Tom Rising
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Catherine.Dobbs@dot.gov
Subject: Re: Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 6:53:23 PM


Mr Winkle,
 
Thank you for sending the DEIS for review. I'm studying the impacts to movable bridges and the
 calculations that went into the study. Initially I see that the cumumlative impact to navigation caused by
 the adjacent SR-707 drawbridge is not included for the Saint Lucie River. The drawbridge cannot open
 during the 8 minutes prior to the railway bridge begining to close. This has a significant impact to the
 analysis presented in the study since vessels cannot navigate through the opening with the drawbridge in
 the closed position.
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From: Jon Tori
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, November 10, 2014 11:03:29 AM


Dear Mr. Winkle,
I am writing to express my objections to moving forward with the high speed train program that is underway in
 South Florida. (Take this as a NO vote!) My wife crosses the railroad tracks 6 times per day ,
Over and back too drop my son at school and then across the tracks again to go to work.(x2) I cross the tracks 4
 times per day. The crossings alone are very dangerous let alone a train traveling at the speeds
that are being discussed. This does not mention the life safety issues in regards to emergency services. THIS
 PROGRAM WILL KILL MANY PEOPLE!
We also have tremendous concerns in regards to the delays that will be caused at the Loxahatchee River bridge.
 The boat traffic back up in a very, very strong current location such as it is, will create a very dangerous
 condition
for my wife and children as well as the hundreds of other folks that use the waterways.
At the end of the day this will end up being a tax payer supported transportation program while FEC makes
 billions in development!
NO, NO, NO,  to All Aboard Florida- that’s 3 voters in our house!!!!
Sincerely,
Jon Tori
 
 


     


1568 Watertower Road Lake Park, FL 33403


Jon Tori 
Vice President of Construction
Phone: 561-204-4357
Mobile: 561-307-1810
E-mail: jtori@amcbuild.com
www.amcbuild.com


 
Confidentiality Note: This email and any attached files are confidential and intended solely for the
 intended recipient(s). If you are not the named recipient you should not read, distribute, copy or alter this
 email. Please immediately notify the sender and delete all copies. Any views or opinions expressed in
 this email are those of the author and do not represent those of the Anderson-Moore Construction Corp.
 Warning: Although precautions have been taken to make sure no viruses are present in this email, the
 company cannot accept responsibility for any loss or damage that arise from the use of this email or
 attachments.
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From: heidicat@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 2:06:41 PM


Greetings,
I live in Stuart and am very opposed to the expansion of AAF through the Treasure
 Coast. Thousands of dollars have been spent to revitalize the downtowns of Stuart
 and Jensen Beach.
The rail system will destroy our wonderful communities, leave retail buildings empty
 from business fleeing, lower property values, affect public lands and create safety
 issues.
The traffic congestion and pollution will increase enormously. This will not bring jobs
 to our area.
 
This is not about what is good for the Martin County and Treasure Coast residents, it
 is only about what Orlando, Disney and Miami want. 
 
NO to AAF!!!!!
 
Heidi Anderson-Thomas
Stuart, FL
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From: Tom Rising
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Catherine.Dobbs@dot.gov; W. E. Ted Guy; "Jim Byous"; bethbarrie@earthlink.net; "Bill Biggs";


 josephsalenetri@hotmail.com; larrylhen@yahoo.com; barry@barryhigh.com; enrico187@gmail.com;
 oceanblue09@hotmail.com; mikesally86@gmail.com; bfshamrock6@gmail.com; wd5660@gmail.com;
 bward@marinersands.com; bosdan02@aol.com


Subject: Re: Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 7:08:45 PM


Dear Mr Winkle,


Thank you for sending the DEIS for review. I'm studying the impacts to movable bridges and the
 calculations that are presented in the study. Initially I see some concerns, particularly the cumulative
 impact to navigation caused by the adjacent SR-707 drawbridge for the Saint Lucie River.
 This cumulative effect has significant impact to the analysis presented in the DEIS.


I'd like to understand your thoughts on the calculation and whether this was considered in the analysis.
 I've just started reading the report and expect there will be other areas of concern. 


Many thanks for your consideration,


Tom Rising


 
 
 
 
 
 
  



mailto:tomrising@att.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

mailto:Catherine.Dobbs@dot.gov

mailto:guywe2@gmail.com

mailto:jbyous@oceanspecialists.com

mailto:bethbarrie@earthlink.net

mailto:Bill@riverwatchmarina.com

mailto:josephsalenetri@hotmail.com

mailto:larrylhen@yahoo.com

mailto:barry@barryhigh.com

mailto:enrico187@gmail.com

mailto:oceanblue09@hotmail.com

mailto:mikesally86@gmail.com

mailto:bfshamrock6@gmail.com

mailto:wd5660@gmail.com

mailto:bward@marinersands.com

mailto:bosdan02@aol.com






From: mmpsl@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, November 10, 2014 12:29:41 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle:


I am writing to object to the All Aboard Florida.  This daily high speed train going thru
 the Treasure Coast is an encroachment on our quality of life.  
Noise, traffic problems, first responders delays are just a few of the problems that will
 be caused by these high speed trains.  I am hopeful that your
agency will try to evaluate alternatives  or relocate the route away from the Treasure
 Coast.  Many people never contact government agencies,
and this is my first as it will certainly change the wonderful quality of life we have in
 our area and not help in any way.


Thank you for all the assistance you can give our communities.


Marilyn Mead
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From: Karen Caronello
To: aaf_comments@vhb.com.
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 2:07:39 PM


Federal Railroad Administration,


Sorry.... but we do not want your train running at 110 an hour or any speed through our town of Stuart nor
 through any town on the Treasure Coast.  Take your train and go inland where there are no historical
 downtown with cultural, restaurants, shops and river walk with outdoor concerts, marinas with boat
 activities going in and out through the bridges you're going to close 32 times.  What about OUR way of
 life?? Noise, vibration increase....not to mention pollution!  Wildlife disturbed and distressed.  Real estate
 values going down because of your train.  Boating industry and marina business going downhill because
 you have to cross train tracks everywhere and open bridges to let boats out to sea and back.  Forget
 about saving lives......emergency response going to the hospital from road, beach or sea. Traffic,
 accidents, business loss and what happens to our beautiful downtown? Parking? Confusion Corner? It's
 a walking down that is separated by the train tracks. It doesn't add to our economy, no jobs here.  Just
 misery.
Take that train of yours and go west where it belongs.  It only takes 2-2 and a half hours to get to
 Orlando, and who wants to go to Disney world?  Oh yeah, that's right all the dredging and the port of
 Miami for more freight trains to add to the commuter trains.  GO WEST YOUNG TRAIN ..WE DON'T
 WANT YOU ON OUR COASTAL TOWN.    


Sincerely,


Karen Caronello
4633 se Bridgetown Court
Stuart, FL  34997
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From: YahooGB
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Re: Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for All Aboard Florida
Date: Saturday, September 20, 2014 11:34:24 PM


Dear Mr Winkle,
My neighbors, friends, business owners, conservationists, concerned citizens, students, children and myself
 of Martin County are AGAINST AAF.


It will be a losing situation for all communities on the railway line, with exception for few who may
 prosper.  It is a waste of taxpayer dollars, a huge financial risk and financial commitment being asked of
 us, the taxpayers. 


Public safety, decreased land values, noise, pollution, traffic tie ups, marine industry impact, loss of peace
 and quiet that we enjoy here on the Treasure Coast are the most important reasons to us. There are too
 many to list, and you know the complaints and concerns, I am sure.


Take the train to the western tracks,  leave our towns alone.


Please consider our voices and concerns. This is serious issues that affect many in negative ways.


Sincerely,
Georgia Binderow 
Florida resident 30 years


On Sep 19, 2014, at 4:00 PM, "John Winkle" <AAF_comments@vhb.com> wrote:


Web Version  |  Update Preferences Forward


Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for All Aboard Florida


The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) has released a Draft Environmental Impact Statement
 (DEIS) for All Aboard Florida – Operations LLC’s (AAF) proposed All Aboard Florida Passenger Rail
 Project. AAF proposes intercity passenger rail service between Orlando and Miami, Florida with
 station stops in Orlando, West Palm Beach, Fort Lauderdale and Miami. This DEIS evaluates the
 environmental consequences of constructing and operating the passenger rail project between
 Orlando and West Palm Beach.


The DEIS is available for review on the FRA website http://www.fra.dot.gov/Page/P0672 and at
 libraries located within the study corridor.


Comments can be submitted by mail to Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration, 1200 New
 Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311, Washington, DC 20590 or by email to
 AAF_comments@vhb.com. Comments must be submitted in writing by December 3, 2014 in
 order to be considered.


The FRA will hold eight Public Information Meetings on the DEIS. The public will have an opportunity
 to ask questions and discuss the DEIS with FRA and project staff. There will also be a station where
 you can leave written comments on the DEIS.
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2014 Dates Time Location


October 27 3:30 - 7:00 PM
Miami-Dade College – Wolfson Campus | James K. Batten
 Room - 2106 | 300 NE 2nd Avenue Miami, FL 33132


October 28 3:30 - 7:00 PM
Broward County Convention Center  | 1950 Eisenhower Blvd. |
 Fort Lauderdale, FL 33316


October 29 3:30 - 7:00 PM
West Palm Beach Marriott | 1001 Okeechobee Blvd. | West Palm
 Beach, FL 33401


October 30 3:30 - 7:00 PM The Kane Center | 900 SE Salerno Road | Stuart, FL 34997


November 5 3:30 - 7:00 PM
Indian River State College | Richardson Hall | 6155 College Lane
 | Vero Beach, FL 32966


November 6 3:30 - 7:00 PM
Port St. Lucie Civic Center | 9221 SE Civic Center Place | Port St
 Lucie, FL 34952


November 12 3:30 - 7:00 PM Cocoa Civic Center | 430 Delannoy Avenue | Cocoa, FL 32922


November 13 3:30 - 7:00 PM
Wyndham Orlando Resort I-Drive | 8001 International Drive |
 Orlando, Florida 32819


 


Unsubscribe


FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION | WASHINGTON, DC
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From: Maryanne Schumm
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: John.Winkle@DOT.com
Subject: against proposed train route
Date: Monday, November 17, 2014 7:47:08 AM


 
We live on Jensen Beach Blvd in Jensen Beach, less than a mile from the train tracks that go right
 through this one block town. This is one of the three main roads to Hutchinson Island where
 many people live. Jensen Beach Blvd. is a very busy road. With so many trains proposed to use
 these tracks, the traffic would be unmanageable, blocking traffic for many side roads for miles.
 We would not be able to drive out of our community.
 
So many trains going over the St. Lucie River in Stuart would back up boat and car traffic terribly.
 Jensen Beach would be ruined and so would Stuart and all the other towns north of West Palm
 Beach. Please do not have the trains use the tracks through our towns. Re-route the trains further
 west and use existing tracks away from the shore line.
 
Thank you.
 
Elizabeth Koster
Maryanne Schumm
 
902 NE Sandalwood Place
Jensen Beach, FL 34957
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From: Sharon
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, November 10, 2014 1:02:05 PM


As one of the many residents whose life will be disrupted by the
proposed additional rail service I feel I must voice my concern.  I
believe safety is our main concern with so many residents being cut off
from access to the closest hospital when even a minute counts toward
saving a life.  Additionally, our property values have not yet recovered
from the "real estate bust"  and now we are faced with something else
that will further devalue our real estate holdings. The annoyance of
being detained at rail crossings many times a day is just that, an
annoyance, but my two major concerns, safety and property values are so
important to our lives and well being.  I do hope these things will be
taken into consideration before a final decision is made.


Thank you.


Sharon Brown
5883 SE Glen Eagle Way
Stuart, Florida  34997
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From: Shirley Morrison
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, October 30, 2014 12:09:57 PM


NO NO NO to All Aboard Florida.


See Carl Hiaasen's article which gives my opinions in detail.


Sent from my iPad
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From: Belinda Lowe
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; uscgd7dpbpubliccomment@uscg.mil
Subject: Re: HSWC Fwd: Draft Environmental Impact Statement (Respond by Dec 3rd)
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 8:02:53 AM


thanks for keep us informed. Happy holidays


On Mon, Dec 1, 2014 at 3:19 PM, Elaine Kwan <emkwan@earthlink.net> wrote:
Since there is no meeting tomorrow... This is very important !  


On 11/20/2014 12:22 PM, Elaine Kwan wrote:


It looks like USCG may be our only hope.  Anxious to hear their request.


Federal Law states:


§512. Obstruction of navigation


No bridge shall at any time unreasonably obstruct the free
 navigation of any navigable waters of the United States.


(June 21, 1940, ch. 409, §2, 54 Stat. 498.)


http://www.tcpalm.com/franchise/shaping-our-future/martin-county-response-to-aaf-impact-
statement-track-crossing-marine-information-lacking_46883646


-------- Original Message --------
Subject:HSWC Fwd: Draft Environmental Impact Statement (Respond by Dec 3rd)


Date:Sun, 02 Nov 2014 15:07:06 -0500
From:Elaine Kwan <emkwan@earthlink.net>


-------- Original Message --------
Subject:Sanctuary: Draft Environmental Impact Statement


Date:Sun, 02 Nov 2014 11:47:48 -0500
From:Elaine Kwan <emkwan@earthlink.net>


Reply-To:emkwan@earthlink.net
To:undisclosed-recipients:;


Dear Neighbors,
I attended the Oct 30th meeting at the Kane Center where All Aboard Florida (AAF)
 presented their Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) .  Over 700 unhappy people
 attended a severely flawed presentation given by Federal Railroad Admin (FRA). 
 http://fra.dot.gov/eLib/details/L16033.  The Treasure Coast or (N-S Corridor, Cocoa-WPB,
 129 mi)  was never asked to participate until now.


Four alternative routes for the trains have been considered:
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Existing CSX corridor along which Amtrak operates
rejected because it didn't meet trip time requirements 


Parallel to Florida Turnpike
rejected because of costly land acquisition


Parallel to 1-95
rejected because of costly land acquistion


Existing Florida East Coast corridor (FEC )
currently proposed


We will be directly affected by the FEC alternative with noise and delays of 52 trains; 32
 high speed and 20 freight trains which will travel within feet of our community. 


Please watch this video  https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Q_W6-
IT_Y5Y&feature=youtu.be and sign the Florida Not All Aboard (FNAA) petition, if you
 have done so. http://www.floridanotallaboard.net/


This is our one and probably only opportunity to be heard. Comments on
 the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA by December 3, 2014. 


Emailed : AAF_comments@vhb.com
Written comments may be mailed to: 


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue,
SE Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590


We have until Dec 3rd.  Please feel free to forward.  Your life depends on
 it!


Your Sanctuary neighbor,
Elaine Kwan Geist


-- 


Belinda Miller Lowe



https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Q_W6-IT_Y5Y&feature=youtu.be

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Q_W6-IT_Y5Y&feature=youtu.be

http://www.floridanotallaboard.net/

mailto:AAF_comments@vhb.com






From: Chaille Tullis
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: against
Date: Friday, October 17, 2014 8:35:32 PM


Greetings~
Just a quick note stating my vote againt the "All Aboard Florida".
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From: mrgbc@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, November 10, 2014 2:54:34 PM


This proposed project is unacceptable.  Please consider the impact that the additional noise will have on the tax and
 commercial valuation of adjacent properties.  Also, please consider what impact the increase rail traffic will have on
 the accessibility to Martin Memorial Hospital


George B. Clark, 1701 SW Capri Street, Palm City, Florida
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From: ptrsncaptain@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 2:45:05 PM


We oppose the All Aboard Florida passenger train from Orlando to Miami.  We are residents of Jensen
 Beach and our opposition is based upon the following:
 
1.    Traffic - the existing freight trains already create traffic jams at the various crossings.  Any number of
 additional trains (even at 45 seconds) will lead to additional back-ups on our roads.
2.    Safety - Based on the traffic conditions emergency access to Hutchinson Island would be
 dramatically effected.  
3.    Environmental - Because all of the freight and passenger trains are or will be diesel powered, this will
 create additional air contaminants which are visible presently from the freight trains.  This appears as
 black residue on buildings, cars and other surfaces. 
4.    Noise - Currently you can hear the noise of the trains and whistles over 2 miles away in both
 directions.  The additional trains would make this an all day and/or night nightmare!
5.    Economics - Although Miami and Orlando may benefit economically from this venture the Treasure
 Coast will not.  AAF is really about land speculation and real estate development along the route where
 the stops occur.
6.    Navigation safety - The impact of the trains closing railroad bridges on the Indian and St Lucie rivers,
 etc. will pose great safety hazards and delays for commercial and private vessels. It is difficult to control
 a vessel in wind and currents when waiting on line for passage. 
 
Respectfully,
Gary Peterson
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From: Fred Kern
To: Fred Kern
Cc: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Re: NO! to All Aboard Florida!!!
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:58:57 AM


Dear Sir(s),


 


I am writing to you to provide input regarding the proposal for multiple high speed trains traveling through my area
 as proposed by All Aboard Florida. I understand that input will be accepted until  December 3, 2014.


 


Please be advised that I support and echo the Riordan's position as forwarded and am adamantly opposed to the
 proposed high speed railway proposed by All Aboard Florida for the many reasons indicated. I have recently
 purchased my property at 269 Marina Drive for reasons similar to those indicated by Dr. Riordan.


Sincerely,


Dr. Fred Kern


On Tue, Dec 2, 2014 at 6:18 PM, Dr. Michael Riordan <drriordan_psydpa@bellsouth.net>
 wrote:


Dear Sir(s),


 


I am writing to you to provide input regarding the proposal for multiple high speed trains
 traveling through my area as proposed by All Aboard Florida. I understand that input will
 be accepted until tomorrow, December 3, 2014.


 


Please be advised that I and my wife, Lucy, are adamantly opposed to the proposed high
 speed railway proposed by All Aboard Florida.


 


First and foremost, residents will be delayed due to the road closings in accessing
 emergency treatment and the delays will cause deaths. This proposal reminds me of the
 recent fiasco that occurred for the governor of New Jersey in causing delays in crossing a
 bridge to New York City that resulted in death. We have many old and sickly citizens who
 frequently need access to emergency medical care in my area. The nearest hospital
 (Lawnwood Regional Medical Center) requires ambulance transportation over the railway
 that All Aboard Florida intends to use for its project (Shorewinds Drive on North
 Hutchinson Island that crosses the railway en-route to U.S. 1 and the hospital).


 


Likewise, in the case of fires and other calamities occurring on North Hutchinson Island,
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 emergency vehicles will be delayed in crossing the railroad tracks due to the frequent use of
 the rails and the blockage of emergency vehicles in support of emergency operations on the
 Island.


 


I, my wife, and all of my neighbors live on North Hutchinson Island because it is a quaint,
 quiet and rural beachside community. An occasional sound of a train fits in with the quaint
 atmosphere that we have invested in. The noise pollution of multiple high speed trains do
 not fit in with the atmosphere that we have invested in and cherish. In the event of high
 speed trains that All Aboard Florida proposes, we are sure to lose on our investments as
 property values are sure to decline and our style of living will be taken from us.


 


For those of us who work on the mainland of our county, as I and my wife have, there will
 be extra expenses to us in commuter time as roadway closures caused by multiple high
 speed trains will delay our commutes. An occasional road closure is tolerable. Multiple
 closures throughout the day is intolerable. In addition to lost personal and work time due to
 delays from road closures, there is the added expense of lost gasoline for many in idling
 cars while waiting for the trains to pass and the crossings to re-open.


 


In addition to my adamant opposition to All Aboard Florida’s proposal, I and my wife also
 object to the use of funds supported by taxpayers’ money!!!


 


Thank you for considering our input.


 


Mike and Lucy Riordan


-- 
Sincerely,


Fred








From: Prince, Lee
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all Aboard Florida"s proposal
Date: Sunday, November 9, 2014 4:07:07 PM


I am not in favor of the proposal to have 32 high speed trains from MIami to Orlando. 
 I cannot see any value to anyone along the way .  The only winners are  Miami and
 Disneyworld.   This does not equate.   I also question how many people will use this
 long term. 
 
The inconvenience , the cost  are just out of line .Surely, there are more important
 and useful projects.
 
Lee Prince
 
Lee Prince
Berkshire Hathaway New England Properties
136 East Putnam Avenue
Greenwich, CT 06830
Office:  203.869.0500 x 210 | Cell:  203. 962.6582
 
NOTICE OF CONFIDENTIALITY – Berkshire Hathaway HomeServices New England
 Properties -- The information contained in this message is intended only for the confidential
 use of the persons or entities to whom it is addressed. This message, together with any
 attachments, is proprietary and confidential, may contain inside information, and may be
 subject to the attorney-client privilege and/or the attorney work product doctrine. If the reader
 of this message is not one of the addressees set forth above: (a) the reader has received this
 message in error and is directed to destroy this message, together with any attachments, and
 notify the sender, and (b) any review, dissemination, use, or distribution of this message or
 any attachments is prohibited. Thank you.
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From: melanie bass
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, November 10, 2014 3:25:11 PM


We live in a wonderful golf community in the southern part of Stuart called Mariner Sands.  We have almost 800
 homes that will be negatively affected by this new rail project.  Our home values will decrease drastically, the noise
 level will increase and the traffic along A1A will be affected.  The businesses along A1A will suffer greatly.  Why
 can't they use the rail system that is already constructed in the middle of the state and leave our beautiful seaside
 communities alone?


Thank you!
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From: Leonard White
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 2:56:57 PM


I'm writing to protect the Treasure Coast of Florida avoid further environmental and traffic
 impacts attributable to the All Aboard Florida proposal.


I've lived on the treasure coast of Florida since 1987 and enjoy the climate and natural
 resources this area offers.


The Indian River Lagoon and estuaries have been continually damaged by water releases from
 Lake Okeechobee for decades now. All Aboard Florida is another potential serious threat to
 our irreplaceable natural resources.


Additionally the many small towns that makeup the treasure coast are easily disrupted by
 traffic congestion. All Aboard Florida will exacerbate the traffic congestion all year, but
 particularly during the winter season when large numbers of seasonal visitors add traffic
 volume to our roads not designed to handle current capacities.


I ask these issues be seriously considered before approving All Aboard Florida.


Sincerely,
Leonard White
Palm City, Florida
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From: Sarah Pooler
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Re: Pending applications for AAF from Fortress Investment Group
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 6:07:28 PM


Please give credence to the strong objections from this family residing in an area adjacent to the
 proposed expanded High Speed Rail line service through St. Lucie County in Florida .  (32 trains
 daily !!!)
Approval for the proposed rail service (32 trains) coupled with acknowledged pending increases in
 Freight Train numbers, will have intolerable impacts on all of the numerous involved communities
 auto and boat mobility.
Of equal impact is the effect on thousands of adjacent property Values !!!!
 
Thank you for our hoped-for protection of millions of citizen's assets and health status.
 
J.R. Pooler and Sarah Pooler
St. Lucie County Residents
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From: Skip Murphy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 3:30:18 PM


All Aboard Florida is going to RUIN my Sebastian! I live and work near the railroad tracks ... Each freight train
 ,either north or southbound , disrupts our quality of life! Now they want to add high speed trains as well? And add
 way more freight trains on their " new " tracks when the Panama  Canal is completed? Come on , run these trains ,(
 high speed  &  more freight trains ) , out near the turnpike where they won't have such a negative impact on good
 peoples way of life. The real issue is $$$ , and whose pocket it's lining!


Sent from my iPad
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From: Diane
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, November 10, 2014 5:58:33 PM


Dear Sirs,
You MUST reconsider allowing high speed trains to RUIN the quality of life in the
 quaint town of Jensen Beach. We cannot have 32 trains running through this town on
 a daily basis disrupting traffic, activities, emergency vehicles while creating a noise
 nuisance. What are you thinking???
 
This does not benefit Jensen Beach in any way.  It is totally detrimental to its citizens.
 
Someone is paying someone for this travesty. It must be stopped immediately!!.
 
Govern yourself accordingly.
Thank you.
Diane Wansor
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From: Anne D Bailey
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:36:16 AM


After reading all the information about the potential route of AAF, we are totally OPPOSED to routing the
 train through towns of Vero, Ft. Pierce and Stuart.  


Please reconsider routing for by the turnpike or I-95.


Many thanks.  Anne and Tom Bailey
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From: timpoul@gmail.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: arnie.rosenberg@scripps.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 7:51:27 PM


John Winkle, FRA:


I am a resident of Port St. Lucie Fl who opposes All Aboard. My comment is in the
 nature of a question.


My understanding is that pursuant to provisions of U.S. Constitution and the
 doctrine of federal preemption, FRA has the final say-so about how All Aboard's
 tracks will be used.
If All Aboard's passenger service fails and it asks you for permission to ship freight
 instead, you have the power to do so--even if All Aboard in the past has assured the
 public that it will not do that and even if it has made similar promises to Florida
 and its cities and counties?


I have sent a copy of this mail to a reporter with Scripps Treasure Coast
 Newspapers. I would appreciate your replying to both of us. Thank you, Tim
 Poulton 772.785.7188
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From: stanadelemal@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Re: Rail Concerns
Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 1:28:51 PM


September 27, 2014


Dear Sir:
As a unit owner and resident of Vista Royale, which is directly effected by the increased in rail traffic, and
 will be subject to the full brunt of the noise pollution, and the separation from emergency services,
 located west of the RR tracks, I and many of the 2200 residents and voters in this community ask the
 commission reconsider the request from AAF, and denies all applications..We are in full support of our
 Board of Directors resolution.


Sincerely,


Stanley J. & Adele Malinowski, 66 Woodland Dr. #204, Vero Beach, FL 32962
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From: Lorna
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all aboard FL
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:37:06 PM


Hi,
 
I reside in Vero Beach FL in Indian River County. 
 
Please reconsider allowing the current plans for All Aboard Florida.  There is a real concern for
 safety.  Many residents live and work on the west side of the tracks, and Indian River Medical Center
 is on the East side.  Today, a train was stalled on the tracks, blocking the way of any traffic.  If there
 was an emergency, vehicles could not get through.  This happening 32 times per day, plus the
 freight trains that travel through each day can cause a worsening condition or even death.  Also,
 trains traveling at a high speed will impact anyone who lives close to the tracks with the vibrations
 and noise, even if the whistles don’t blow. 
 
There are already tracks on the west side of RT95.  Why can’t this be put there.  Although it would
 still impact some people, the majority of the people would not be impacted.
 
Progress is wonderful and a high speed train would be very welcomed if there were a benefit to all
 who live along the route, not to just a few major cities.  There is a very heavy population that lives
 on the East side of RT95 in Indian River, St. Lucie and Brevard counties.  Their needs should be a big
 part of this consideration.
 
Thank you.
 
Sincerely,
Lorna Thibeault
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From: Lee Wansor
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, November 10, 2014 7:14:03 PM


To Mr. John Winkle Federal Railroad Administration,
 
Mr. Winkle I am deeply disappointed in the handling of this project.  I have heard for many years
 that the possibility of a high speed rail going from south Florida to the north an always thought it
 made sense.  The problem with the plan as it stands now will be very detrimental to the towns that
 it will be going through, especially the small towns north of West Palm Beach.  I believe there are
 some people getting their pockets lined and we are being taken advantage of here.  This is being
 shoved down our throats and has not been given enough thought as to the outcome.  I am sure you
 have heard all the concerns as to emergency response, transportation, navigation, noise and
 financing.  These are all valid, not to mention the safety of the public.
 
The Federal Railroad Administration should step back and take a long hard look at this and think of a
 better plan which makes total sense, not just to appease  those that possibly will benefit
  financially. 
 
Thank you,
Lee Wansor
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From: crystal mills
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:04:52 AM


To whom it may concern:


AAF brings more problems than answers and more doubts than assurances. I respect
 and understand the rights of private companies and I also greatly respect and
 understand the rights of citizens who call our dear state of Florida HOME. This plan
 and the sham of an EIS that has been prepared are agregious and do not take into
 account honestly and fairly all the impacts that this project will have. For the entire
 treasure coast there is no to little economic value and actually it can be well argued
 that their is more negative impact than positive impacts. I believe in mass
 transportation when  the location, city dynamics and economics call for it. None of
 these three perimeters are met in not only my view but the opinion of most treasure
 coast residents. I would like it to be known that with your train comes economic
 disruption throughout the state.


Crystal Lucas
718 SE Madison ave



mailto:crystalmills1@yahoo.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: drpecho104
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Saturday, November 1, 2014 12:47:44 PM


 


To whom it may concern:
 
We live in Port St Lucie, Florida and, seriously, don't understand how "All Aboard Florida"
 got its name.  Should be renamed "Exclusive Aboard Florida".  Why would anyone on the
 Treasure Coast want that train to run through our area.  Why should we put up with the
 environmental impact the noise or the inconvenience when we cannot avail ourselves of the
 train. 
 
Do we have any say at all?
 
Rich & Donna Pecho
10480 SW Southgate Ct
Port St Lucie, 34987 
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From: Ann Irvine
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; uscgd7dpbpubliccomment@uscg.mil
Subject: Re: Reminder: Fwd: Sanctuary: Draft Environmental Impact Statement (Respond by Dec 3rd)
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 4:48:50 PM


CSX can't be used because of "trip time requirements"?  I wonder what study determined that and who set the
 requirement?  It's probably because FEC is freight and they figured they could usurp the existing freight shipments
 scheduled times easier than Amtrack schedules.  I hope this train can be stopped!
Ann L. Irvine
Samuel W. Irvine Associates
1920 Palm Beach Lakes Blvd # 101
West Palm Beach Fl. 33409
Office 561-684-0222
Fax    561-684-0225


Referrals are the best reflection of customer satisfaction.


--------------------------------------------
On Mon, 12/1/14, Elaine Kwan <emkwan@earthlink.net> wrote:


 Subject: Reminder: Fwd: Sanctuary: Draft Environmental Impact Statement  (Respond by Dec 3rd)
 To:
 Date: Monday, December 1, 2014, 4:30 PM


  


    
  
  
    


     On
 11/20/2014 12:22 PM, Elaine
       Kwan wrote:


      


       USCG may be our only hope: uscgd7dpbpubliccomment@uscg.mil. 
       Anxious to hear their request. 


      
          Federal Law states:
      
      
         §512.
 Obstruction of navigation
         No bridge
 shall at any time
           unreasonably obstruct the free navigation of any
 navigable
           waters of the United States.
         (June 21, 1940, ch. 409, §2,
  54 Stat. 498 .)
       http://www.tcpalm.com/franchise/shaping-our-future/martin-county-response-to-aaf-impact-statement-track-
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crossing-marine-information-lacking_46883646
      


        


         -------- Original Message --------
        
          
            
              
                 Subject:


                
                 Sanctuary: Draft Environmental Impact
 Statement
              
              
                 Date:


                
                 Sun, 02 Nov 2014 11:47:48 -0500
              
              
                 From:


                
                 Elaine Kwan <emkwan@earthlink.net>
              
              
                 Reply-To:


                
                 emkwan@earthlink.net
              
              
                 To:
                
                 undisclosed-recipients:;
              
            
          
          


          


          
           Dear Neighbors,


            I
 attended the Oct 30th
             meeting at the Kane Center where All Aboard
 Florida (AAF)
             presented their Draft Environmental Impact
 Statement (DEIS)
             .  Over 700 unhappy people attended a



http://www.tcpalm.com/franchise/shaping-our-future/martin-county-response-to-aaf-impact-statement-track-crossing-marine-information-lacking_46883646





 severely flawed
             presentation given by Federal Railroad Admin
 (FRA).  http://fra.dot.gov/eLib/details/L16033. 


             The Treasure Coast or (N-S Corridor, Cocoa-WPB,
 129 mi)  was
             never asked to participate until now.


            


             Four alternative routes for the trains have been
 considered:


            
               Existing CSX corridor along which Amtrak
 operates
              
                 rejected because it didn't meet trip
 time
                   requirements


                
              
               Parallel to Florida Turnpike
              
                 rejected because of costly land
 acquisition


                
              
               Parallel to 1-95
              
                 rejected because of costly land
 acquistion
              
               Existing Florida East Coast corridor (FEC
 )
              
                 currently proposed
              
            
             We will be directly affected by the FEC
 alternative with
               noise and delays of 52 trains; 32 high speed
 and 20
               freight trains which will travel within feet
 of our
               community.


            
             Please watch this video  https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Q_W6-IT_Y5Y&feature=youtu.be
               and sign the Florida Not All Aboard (FNAA)
 petition, if
               you have done so. http://www.floridanotallaboard.net/
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             This is our one and
 probably only
                         opportunity to be heard.
 Comments


                   on the DEIS must be submitted to the FRA
 by December
                   3, 2014.


            
            
               Emailed : AAF_comments@vhb.com
              
               Written comments may be mailed to:


              
            
             Mr. John Winkle


               Federal Railroad Administration


               1200 New Jersey Avenue,


               SE Room W38-311


               Washington, DC 20590


            
             We have until Dec 3rd.  Please feel
 free to
                 forward.  Your life depends on
 it!


            


             Your Sanctuary neighbor,


             Elaine Kwan Geist


            


            


             
            


          
          


          


        
        







        


      
      


      


    
    


  








From: Jorg Bucheler
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 11:20:13 AM


Please note my comments on the draft Environmental Impact Statement for All Aboard Florida
 released last week.
We are the area’s only 24hour veterinary specialty and emergency hospital, directly located next to
 the Hood Rd railroad crossing in Palm Beach Gardens.   We are the ER clinic for approx. 200,000
 residents.  It concerns us greatly that the proposed frequency of trains will lead to unacceptable
 rates of railroad crossing closures, causing severe emotional distress to members of our community
 and causing harm to animals in urgent need.
Just imagine, if your pet is severely ill or bleeding, and you are stuck at a railroad crossing!
 
We oppose the planned development and suggest to consider building new tracks further west in
 Palm Beach County where development is sparse.
 
Jorg Bucheler, DVM, PhD, FTA
Diplomate ACVIM (IM) & ECVIM-CA
 


 
561-625-9995 Office
561-625-9954  Fax
561-629-3359  Cell
vshpalmbeach@gmail.com
jorgvet@comcast.net
www.vshpalmbeach.com
 
Confidentiality Notice: This message may contain privileged or confidential information or attachments. It is intended for the exclusive
 use of the persons and entities to which it is addressed. If you are not an intended recipient, please notify the sender by return email that
 you received it in error; do not print the message and attachments; and immediately delete all copies from your computer files. Thank
 You!
 



mailto:jorgvet@comcast.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

mailto:vshpalmbeach@gmail.com

mailto:jorgvet@comcast.net

http://www.vshpalmbeach.com/






From: Vern Jarosak
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fw: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 5:28:36 PM


 
 
From: Vern Jarosak
Sent: Tuesday, December 02, 2014 5:13 PM
To: af_comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
 


Attention: John Winkle
 
I am against the Public Underwriting of this venture.  I do not want to see tax dollars paid by
 ordinary citizens used in any way whatsoever to fund any portion of this venture.  If the deal
 is really as good as some individuals think it may be, there should be plenty of investors lined
 up to fund this venture.  Suffice it to say that no passenger service in the US shows a positive
 return on investment.  All are subsidized.  The eventual freight charges may provide some
 offset to the losses incurred by the passenger service but that is not part of the analysis which
 was submitted by the investigatory firm hired by AAF.
 
Again; no public funds for this project!
 
Respectfully,
Vern Jarosak
Joan Jarosak
4890 Green Island Place
Vero Beach, FL  32967
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From: Linda McLain
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: bill@billnelson.senate.gov
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, November 11, 2014 10:55:26 AM


I am writing to express my dismay at this project being thrust on the people of Florida, even though it is obvious that
 the residents do not want the all aboard Florida in their neighborhoods.  There was a time when the railroad
 provided a much needed boost to communities along the east coast of Florida.  In fact, I came to Florida in 1961 on
 a passenger train from NY and I have been a resident ever since.  That is not the reality today.


It is quite evident to everyone looking at this proposal that it is not passenger trains that we are really dealing with. 
 It is the freight trains that will follow in their wake, when passenger trains cannot support the expense of this
 endeavor.  I live where I have to use a railroad crossing to get to anywhere from my house.  I recently sat there 35
 mins waiting for a train to move that was sitting there on a siding for some reason with 3 cars extending past the
 crossing and keeping it closed.  There is another crossing within 5 miles of this one but it was also blocked at the
 same time.  In an emergency, a person needing medical help would  have died!  There was no convenient way to
 drive far enough to get medical help during those 35 mins.  I can only imagine what will happen with more trains
 using these same tracks.


I have seen some tremendous downtown efforts made to bring businessess into older villages on the east coast of
 Florida and the "taking" of extra land by the railroad to facilitate the needed requirements of this project will send
 those towns back into despair.  Who is going to sit in a restaurant and eat with the noise and speed of trains in their
 face?  Who is going to wait at crossings to get where they need to go?  You are sending Florida backwards with this
 foolish project.


If All Aboard Florida wants to make this project work, they should be considering a way to move the railroad inland
 to undeveloped areas of our state, so that it can by-pass the majority of homes that will be impacted by the noise
 and inconvenience of this railroad project.  Yes, it would cost money but there is not a resident in this east coast
 area that would not support seeing the tracks moved.  It would provide jobs to install a new railroad and it would
 bring new towns to the inland portion of the state. I can assure you that I will never vote for legislation that
 financially supports this project, should I be given the opportunity. I am already seeing people taking losses to sell
 their homes before this project happens.  If we have a great decline in property values, like we had 8 years ago, I
 cannot imagine how our state will survive that again.


I am devasted by the fact that our politicians will allow lobbyists to bribe them into voting for a project that means
 the end to so much of why people move to Florida.  It is just another sign of how corrupt our government and the
 people with power and money can be!  I can only hope that something stops this project before it claims our state as
 it's "victim"!.


Sincerely,


Linda McLain Brannan
lmclain45@yahoo.com
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From: Dj Carroll
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all aboard fl ATTN: Mr. John Winkle
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:58:15 AM


I support this project in hopes that Northern Florida will eventually be connected to
 Gainesville and the Interior...  Can't get anywhere from here except by car or plane...



mailto:porcini.ak@gmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Dee deWaal
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Tuesday, September 23, 2014 4:10:09 PM


Subject: AAF


Why have we not had any serious pressure from our elected officials to put a
 compete stop to AAF years ago?  Money?  Who is to blame? Why the big secret for
 all these years??
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From: Vern Jarosak
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 6:09:30 PM


Gentlemen:
 
If the proposed passenger rail service between Orlando and Miami is such a good thing;
 
a)  let the public subscribe to the entire financing and eliminate the government subsidy of
 $1.6 billion
b)  have the railway pay its own costs of crossing  maintenance
 
In short, no taxpayer support of any kind.  Not one cent!
 
Sincerely,
Vern Jarosak
Joan Jarosak
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From: LUCY & PHIL KLUFT
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Re: all aboard florida comments
Date: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 2:14:35 PM


to john winkle, federal railroad  administration


all aboard florida's environmental impact statement confirms our fears about
 increasing noise and vibration.  according to the report, the passenger rail service's
 32 daily train trips would result in long-term "adverse impacts to residents and
 properties," primarily along the treasure coast, which is where we live (in vero
 beach).  


all aboard florida's plans for bridge changes could also affect fish habitats -- the indian
 river has been struggling for many years and these changes could create added
 stress on a fragile ecosystem.


according to the FRA, from west palm beach to cocoa, 3300 homes, 513 businesses
 and various studios, theaters, etc., would experience a significant increase in
 vibration.  most of the increase comes simply from adding passenger service to the
 existing freight service.  the financial and quality of life issues of the communities
 along the route will be enormous.  once the damage is done, how can it ever be
 reversed??


please do not approve this route for all aboard -- the interior route along existing
 tracks is the way to expand rail service in florida.


thank you for  your consideration.


lucy and phil kluft
9570 w. maiden court
vero beach, fl  32963
9/24/14
  


On Wednesday, September 24, 2014 1:53 PM, LUCY & PHIL KLUFT <lukphil@bellsouth.net> wrote:


sending this to test it will go thru before i type my comments 
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From: waynepg@juno.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; AAF_Comments@vhb.com; john.winkle@dot.gov; Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov
Cc: tgrane@tcboating.com
Subject: Fw: Deadline: Email Today or Tomorrow re Stop All Aboard
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 8:13:52 PM


 


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE
Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590
 
Re: All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f)
 Evaluation
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
We object to the All Aboard Florida (AAF) high speed rail project as currently
 proposed and configured and submits comments with respect to the following
 categories evaluated in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS):
 Communities and Demographics (Social and Economic Community Impacts),
 Economic Conditions, Environmental Justice, Navigation, Public Health & Safety,
 Threatened and Endangered Species, Wetlands and Water Resources.
 
Introduction
 
Martin County is located within the North-South Corridor (N-S Corridor) identified on
 Page 4-1 of the DEIS. The County is located approximately 40 miles north of West
 Palm Beach and has an estimated population of 151,263 based on 2013 U.S.
 Census Bureau projections.
 
Since there are no station stops planned between West Palm Beach and Orlando,
 Martin County residents will gain no benefits from 32 new trains a day traveling at
 high speed through our community (along with an additional 12 to 14 freight trains).
 AAF will cause economic harm and create safety, environmental, noise, and
 navigation hazards that Martin County residents do not currently face.
 
The stated purpose of the Environmental Impact Statement is to â€œdisclose the
 environmental consequencesâ€  of the proposed AAF project â€œand to inform
 decision-makers and the public of any reasonable alternatives that would avoid or
 minimize adverse impacts to the natural or human environment.â€  The Draft EIS
 that was drafted by consultants who were paid by AAF fails to serve this purpose. It
 contains inadequate, incomplete, and inaccurate information that must be
 supplemented and corrected before decision-makers and the public may fully
 evaluate the impacts of the proposed AAF project.
 
Communities and Demographics (Social and Economic Community Impacts)
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AAF will have serious negative social and economic community impacts within Martin
 County.
 
Incredibly, the DEIS completely omits Martin County and two incorporated
 municipalities which are crossed by the project in its discussion of Communities and
 Demographics. (DEIS 4-103 through 4-105).
 
The City of Stuart, which is the Countyâ€™s largest incorporated municipality (pop.
 est. 15,975) and is the County Seat for Martin County, is not mentioned in the DEIS
 report of impacts of the project on municipalities, although there are 10 at grade
 crossings in the city. The Town of Ocean Breeze, also an incorporated municipality
 within Martin County (pop. est. 463) which, like the City of Stuart, is literally bisected
 by the project, has also been omitted.
 
Many of the Cityâ€™s cultural resources, including the historic Lyric Theater, which is
 listed on the National Register of Historic Places, and the Stuart Heritage Museum
 are within 100 feet of the FECR tracks.
 
Comments submitted by the City of Stuart and Martin County address these issues in
 detail.
 
The Guardians of Martin County question the viability of the DEIS evaluation of
 Communities and Demographics affected by the AAF project when the largest
 incorporated municipality in the County and, in fact, all of Martin County is glaringly
 absent from the examination of these issues. The omission of Martin County, the City
 of Stuart, and the Town of Ocean Breeze from the DEIS evaluation of Communities
 and Demographics raises serious concerns about the thoroughness and veracity of
 the entire proposed EIS.
 
Another glaringly false and absurd statement with respect to the impact of the project
 on communities is the assurance in the DEIS that AAF â€œwould benefit elderly and
 handicapped individuals by providing a transportation option that will enhance
 mobility and livability in their communities.â€  (DEIS 5-135)
 
Martin County has the highest percentage of elderly residents (28.9%) of any
 community within the N-S Corridor. Without any stops in Martin County, there is not a
 single â€œtransportation optionâ€  provided by AAF to elderly and handicapped
 individuals. AAF not only fails to â€œenhance mobility and livabilityâ€  in Martin
 County communities for elderly and handicapped residents, the project promises
 severe disruption to communities in which the elderly and handicapped reside and
 poses potential life-threatening risks.
 
Economic Conditions
 
Because the AAF project literally divides Martin County into two sections â€“ that
 section east of the FECR tracks and that section west of the tracks â€“ the project
 creates a severe threat to the economic survival of small businesses that rely on
 customers to cross the tracks for access.
 







Numerous small shops, restaurants, plants, groceries, and other business outlets are
 located adjacent to or near the FECR tracks. Fast and safe access across the tracks
 is not assured by the project, threatening the customer base of many of these small
 businesses, especially in the unincorporated areas of Port Salerno, Hobe Sound,
 Golden Gate and Jensen Beach and the incorporated municipality of Stuart, which
 encompasses the minority community of East Stuart.
 
Martin County has five â€œcommunity redevelopment areasâ€  (CRAs) which will
 be impacted by the project. None of the CRAs are identified or discussed in the
 DEIS. The Jensen Beach, Rio, Golden Gate, Port Salerno and Hobe Sound CRAs all
 are adjacent to or bisected by the FECR tracks. CRAs are statutorily created areas
 designed to eliminate blight, provide affordable housing, and generate economic
 development and stability within the communities where they are established. The
 DEIS fails to consider the projectâ€™s negative impacts to Martin Countyâ€™s
 CRAs, such as the effect of lower property values caused by AAF on the Tax
 Increment Financing methodology that is used to finance and maintain CRA
 operations.
 
The economic benefits of the project touted by the DEIS are limited to temporary
 construction work in creating new infrastructure in Martin County.
 
The DEIS analysis that no job loss or neighborhood fragmentation will result from the
 project (DEIS S-17) is not borne out by the experience of small business owners and
 residents in the project area, especially those adjacent to or in close proximity to the
 FECR tracks.
 
Severe economic damage to existing small businesses will be long-lasting or
 permanent. It is likely some will not survive the onslaught of increased train traffic
 that will block access to their businesses and create hazardous conditions for their
 customers trying to cross the tracks.
 
Environmental Justice
 
The DEIS fails to identify, quantify, or describe minority and low-income populations
 in Martin County that are disproportionately impacted by the negative impacts of the
 AAF project.
 
The Countyâ€™s minority and low-income populations are, as in many other
 communities, situated closest to the project and are frequently bisected by the FECR
 tracks.
 
The East Stuart community within the City of Stuart is historically African-American.
 East Stuart hosts two at grade crossings â€“ at Florida Street and A1A (Dixie
 Highway) and at Decker and A1A. The tracks separate a densely populated
 residential area from the commercial area, and it is common for residents â€“
 especially children â€“ to walk or ride their bikes across the tracks several times a
 day. One of the most beloved and utilized organizations within the East Stuart
 community, the Gertrude Walden Child Care Center, which provides services for low-
income and minority parents and children, is located in the immediate vicinity of the







 project.
 
Similar situations exist in the Port Salerno, Hobe Sound and Golden Gate, where
 public schools, athletic fields, parks and youth centers such as the Boys and Girlsâ
€™ Club are located in close proximity to the project. These communities have a high
 level of minority residents and businesses who are disproportionately impacted by
 the project, which does not directly impact the more affluent communities within the
 County which are not located as near the FECR tracks.
 
Among the negative effects of AAF on communities with higher percentages of low-
income, minority, and elderly residents is the certainty that delay will be encountered
 by emergency vehicles crossing the FECR tracks to access emergency medical
 care.
 
Martin Memorial Medical Center, the largest medical care provider in Martin County
 (and also one of the largest employers in the County), has submitted comments
 objecting to the project noting that emergency responders throughout Martin County
 already â€œface a unique burden from existing freight trafficâ€  on the â€œrail line
 [which] slices through the center ofâ€  the community.
 
Where the elderly and the very young live and congregate near the FECR tracks, the
 emergency access burden is of special concern and likely to result in tragic
 consequences. As the CEO of Martin Memorial Medical Center noted, even if delays
 caused by increased train traffic at crossings throughout the community are brief, â
€œseconds can truly mean the difference between life and death.â€
 
In low-income and minority communities, foot and bicycle traffic across the railroad
 tracks is common and presents additional disproportionate dangers to these
 residents.
 
Property values in lower-income areas are already depressed and will be further
 depressed by the proximity of the project. Noise and vibration from increased train
 traffic will disproportionately impact low-income and minority communities located
 closest to the FECR tracks.
 
Navigation
 
Numerous comments have been submitted regarding the serious negative impacts to
 navigation caused by the project and the failure of the DEIS to adequately and
 accurately address these concerns. The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., joins the
 marine industry, local governments, and boaters throughout the County in objecting
 to the project as it relates to navigation.
 
The information contained in the DEIS is indisputably inaccurate with respect to the
 number of vessels which pass through the St. Lucie River bridge. Comments
 submitted by Martin County include accurate counts of vessels passing through the
 bridge during the week and on weekends, reflecting more than twice as many
 vessels as the DEIS estimates.
 







Delays in allowing marine traffic to navigate through the St. Lucie River bridge
 opening will affect boater safety as well as property values for waterfront properties
 that lie to the west of the bridge. Commercial marinas and docks that require boaters
 to navigate through the bridge with longer and more frequent closures also will be
 severely impacted by the project.
 
Public Health & Safety
 
The DEIS fails to acknowledge that Fire Rescue and evacuation routes will be
 hampered by the project throughout Martin County.
 
Even in more affluent communities such as Jupiter Island and Sewallâ€™s Point,
 there will be increased delays in the ability of emergency responders to reach the
 medical center located across the FECR tracks. Both the City of Stuart and Martin
 County, which contracts with other municipalities to provide fire rescue services,
 project serious increases in emergency response times due to increased train traffic
 and crossing closures.
 
Delays of as much as an additional 45 minutes are projected for evacuation in the
 event of an emergency at the St. Lucie Nuclear Power Plant on Hutchinson Island
 just north of Martin County. All evacuation routes are crossed by FECR tracks. In the
 event of other emergencies or weather events that require evacuation, increased
 train traffic will generate still more delays.
 
Pedestrian crossings which are frequently used throughout the County, especially in
 low-income and minority areas, will be even more dangerous with not only a higher
 number of trains on the tracks each day but increased speed of approaching trains.
 Pedestrians used to gauging the time available to cross the tracks based on the
 slower speed of freight trains will face significantly less crossing time with high-speed
 passenger trains approaching.
 
Threatened and Endangered Species
 
The DEIS discounts any impacts to threatened and endangered species and
 inaccurately states that no such species will be affected by the project.
 
The project passes through Jonathan Dickinson State Park (JDSP) in Martin County,
 which is the site of a number of resources which are not even mentioned in the DEIS.
 The Florida Division of Recreation and Parks (DRP) has submitted comments
 identifying species which will likely be impacted, such as perforated reindeer lichen
 ( Cladonia perforata ) located within the right-of-way and Curtissâ€™ milkweed
 ( Asclepias curtissi).
 
The Division notes that the federally protected eastern indigo snake has habitat within
 the N-S Corridor that will be impacted, as well as the Florida scrub jay, gopher
 tortoise, gopher frog, and Florida mouse. The gopher frog is especially likely to cross
 back and forth across the tracks in the park to travel between scrub habitat and
 wetlands breeding grounds.
 







Expansion of the tracks through JDSP will impact Florida scrub jay habitat as well as
 gopher tortoise on site.
 
More frequent closings of the rail crossing within JDSP will have severe negative
 impacts since the park has only one public access road. Emergency vehicles,
 campers, and day visitors could be trapped in the western part of the park during
 closures.
 
The DPR has submitted extensive and detailed comments addressing these issues.
 
Wetlands and Water Resources
 
As with other environmental impacts, the DEIS minimizes damage to wetlands and
 water resources resulting from the proposed project.
 
Comments submitted by Martin County detail serious concerns, including potential
 impacts to the Northwest Fork of the Loxahatchee River, which is federally
 designated as a Wild and Scenic River. The DEIS brushes off such concerns,
 suggesting that the lack of proximity to the FECR tracks eliminates or minimizes
 them. The entire Loxahatchee River watershed is a significant ecological complex,
 however, that provides unique habitat for endangered, threatened and migratory
 birds that travel throughout the area, including within the right-of-way.
 
Overall impacts to wetlands throughout the project area have not been quantified or
 addressed by the DEIS, which discusses mitigation of these impacts without
 acknowledging Martin Countyâ€™s special protections for all wetlands. Insufficient
 data is provided for an accurate evaluation of the projectâ€™s wetlands impacts.
 
Impacts to water resources are being considered by the U.S. Army Corps of
 Engineers; however, the Corps has yet to schedule public hearings which have been
 requested by the Guardians of Martin County, Inc., as well as Martin County and
 other governmental agencies.
 
It is inevitable that impacts to manatee, protected seagrasses, and other marine life
 will be severe as a result of increased train traffic resulting in increased bridge
 closures producing more vessels queuing up to navigate through the bridge.
 
Conclusion
 
The DEIS failed to objectively and fairly evaluate the CSX Route Alternative (DEIS
 Figure 3.2-1), which would avoid most if not all of the negative impacts to Martin
 County residents and communities. The AAF-paid consultants simply rejected the
 CSX Route Alternative out-of-hand, citing speculative issues such as â€œthe risk
 that CSX would not be willing to enter intoâ€  a shared use agreement for existing
 infrastructure and unsupported conclusions such as the CSX Route Alternative
 poses â€œthe highest potential adverse direct and indirect impacts to wetlands and
 protected species.â€  (DEIS 3-7)
We strongly oppose the AAF project as proposed. The DEIS is replete with
 inaccurate, out-dated, speculative, and subjective material that appears to have been







 deliberately skewed by the drafters to support an unsustainable, critically flawed
 project.
 
We advocate consistency with the Martin County Comprehensive Growth
 Management Plan in all development throughout the County. The DEIS inaccurately
 states that the Plan was prepared by the Martin County â€œDivision of Community
 Planning.â€  (DEIS 4-4) There is no such agency within Martin County government.
 The Plan was prepared by the Martin County Growth Management Department.
 
Please insist that the final EIS be delayed until supplemental and accurate
 information is provided that truly reflects the AAF projectâ€™s impacts on the
 population and communities along the projected route.
 
Sincerely,
D Thomas & Judy Grane
3745 SE Doubleton Dr
Stuart, FL 34997
 








From: Ruth Fox
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, November 18, 2014 12:58:50 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle:
    The proposed project "All Aboard Florida" appears to me to be a disaster for the residents and
 businesses of the Treasure Coast including Stuart.
   The only feasible solution appears to be using tracks to the west of the FEC tracks, namely the
 CSX tracks where the impact over all would be much less. Couldn't a partnership between FEC
 and CSX be put together?
   The Federal Government has an obligation to investigate this approach and act accordingly.
 Federal loan involvement. [outright tax payer support or loan guarantee] is a must to create a fair
 and just outcome for everyone involve.


   Sincerely
  John and Ruth Fox
  1101 SE Osceola St.
  Stuart, Fl., 34996
  772-220-2973
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From: Jim Beam
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all aboard florida - a new adventure in stupidity
Date: Wednesday, October 22, 2014 2:27:23 PM


Hello,


I've seen some nutty stuff tried in Florida before, but AAF takes the cake.


There is no reason for those trains to run through the populated areas along the coast.


It is obvious this is a money grab from the Federal government by greedy big business, at the
 expense of everybody that will be subjected to the daily abuse of the actual trains.


And once they run the line for a year, they will bankrupt it, not repay the loan, then start using
 the new rail line for freight.


Lets face it, this isn't about a commuter train, this in the end, is about being able to run more
 freight trains in and out of Florida and getting extra track to do it. But under the guise of
 creating a commuter line, and getting Federal 'loan' money to set it up, which will never be
 paid back.


Some argue that the FEC owns the property the rail lines will be on, and can do with it what
 they want...well, take it from them, with eminent domain. Then make them lease the property
 to run their freight trains even, charge the hell out of them. 


Once they are paying that extra money, we can lower Martin County property taxes, see how
 the greedy thieves like that.


James Beam
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From: STANLEY
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:32:42 PM
Attachments: JohnWinkleAAF.DOC


My comments are attached.
Stan Carlsson
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November 29, 2014



Stanley Carlsson



6446 33rd Lane



Vero Beach, FL 32966-7801



Mr. John Winkle



Federal Railroad Administration



1200 New Jersey Ave., SE Room W38-311



Washington, D. C. 20590



Re:   All Aboard Florida (AAF) High Speed Train. 



Dear Mr. Winkle:



The Federal Railroad Administration should not approve this project based upon environmental and other significant concerns noted as follows:



· Undue haste has been taken with this project.  As a result, its structure and mission are flawed.  It serves two select markets with economic benefits only being realized by the terminal markets in Miami and Orlando.  Despite claims to the contrary, no benefits accrue to the intermediate towns and populations who will have to bear the cost of this project by increased taxes.  Rather, the dangers of high speed rail and the inconvenience of noisy trains, delayed traffic at railroad crossings is being foisted upon all of the towns in between as well as expenses to address noise abatement.  This is clearly a bad deal for all the intermediate populations and should not proceed.



· The Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) undertaken as part of FRA’s assessment is, at the outset, compromised since the firm engaged to study environmental impacts was engaged and compensated by AAF itself!  AAF’s self interest is clearly reflected throughout the draft study.  Why didn’t the FRA select its own independent, impartial firm to conduct the EIS and arrange for the firm to bill AAF? 



· Following from the point above, the identified negative impacts relative to Wetlands, Floodplains, habitat loss, and land use are cavalierly dismissed with no suggested,  credible mitigants.



· All of the intermediate towns will, as a practical matter, be cut in half due to the inordinate amount of 32 trains passing through track level crossings.  Emergency service as well as local traffic will be adversely impacted with delays and increased air pollution from idling cars and trucks.  The resultant concentration of exhaust emissions will adversely effect air quality.



· The rail service will duplicate existing Miami/Orlando service provided by Amtrak.  AAF has not provided or justified projected demand for this service.  Projected ridership data is not being released due to, ostensibly, competitive considerations.  Given historical passenger railroad experience in the United States, AAF will join a lengthy list of unprofitable railroads heavily subsidized by the government.  I’m astounded that the FRA doesn’t recognize this! 



In view of the foregoing environmental well as other critical considerations, the FRA should disapprove the entire project. should be abandoned.



Sincerely,



Stan Carlsson










From: Carolyn Merlino
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Carolyn Merlino
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, November 2, 2014 10:56:25 AM


We are vehemently opposed to the planned railroad service between Orlando and Miami for the
 following reasons:


We are concerned about the time we will spend at RR crossings as this train zips by 32 times a
 day.


We are most concerned about the possible delays that can occur with First Responders trying to
 get through to hospitals and also to get to recipients of their care.


There is no value or up side to this proposal for all the people on the Treasure Coast where the
 train is not going to stop.
Only inconvenience and prospective problems.


John and Carolyn Merlino
9483 SW Wedgewood Lane
Stuart, FL 34997
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From: Neil Lagin
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Re: does nothing but lower property values on the treasure coast when the first child gets killed by the speeding


 train good luck it will seperate towns and prevent and delay emergency vehicles from getting around town when
 the bridge over the seba...


Date: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 11:10:02 PM


SGHOULD BE BUILT WAY OUT WEST DOES NOT BELONG  IN A POPULATED AREA


On Wednesday, September 24, 2014 11:02 PM, Neil Lagin <doctorneil9@yahoo.com> wrote:
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From: JERRY C GRASTON
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; john.winkle@dot.gov; anthony.foxx@dot.gov
Subject: Fw: Deadline: Email Today or Tomorrow re Stop All Aboard
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 5:43:59 PM


 


Please help those of us along the Treasure Coast to stop the running of the high
 speed rail train through our towns along the east coast.  These trains will not be
 stopping in our towns and will be of no value to our lives whatsoever.  They will
 provide no convenience or monetary value to us.  They will only disrupt the quality of
 lives that we so much treasure.  These trains will be going through our areas
 impacting our schools, businesses and some beautiful state parks.  They will create
 safety hazards as well as economic and environmental problems.  I am wondering if
 anyone has really taken the time to ride this route and see what these trains will do to
 neighborhoods, business areas and our waterways.  In many areas such as Hobe
 Sound and Port Salerno there is very little room to even build a second track which
 will make a train even closer to homes and businesses.  I would prefer that this train
 not be approved at all but at the very least it should be west of the turnpike where it
 is sparsely populated and there will be no neighborhoods or waterways disturbed.


I support the letter below and hope this will bring to light why we along the Treasure
 Coast are so against having to bear all the problems this train will bring to our daily
 lives with no benefit whatsoever.


Dorothy Graston


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE
Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590


Re: All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f)
 Evaluation


Dear Mr. Winkle:


The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., a 501(c)(3) organization which has
 promoted a safe and healthy environment and the unique quality of life for
 Martin County residents for more than a decade, objects to the All Aboard
 Florida (AAF) high speed rail project as currently proposed and configured and
 submits comments with respect to the following categories evaluated in the
 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS): Communities and
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 Demographics (Social and Economic Community Impacts), Economic
 Conditions, Environmental Justice, Navigation, Public Health & Safety,
 Threatened and Endangered Species, Wetlands and Water Resources.


Introduction


Martin County is located within the North-South Corridor (N-S Corridor)
 identified on Page 4-1 of the DEIS. The County is located approximately 40
 miles north of West Palm Beach and has an estimated population of 151,263
 based on 2013 U.S. Census Bureau projections.


Since there are no station stops planned between West Palm Beach and
 Orlando, Martin County residents will gain no benefits from 32 new trains a
 day traveling at high speed through our community (along with an additional
 12 to 14 freight trains). AAF will cause economic harm and create safety,
 environmental, noise, and navigation hazards that Martin County residents do
 not currently face.


The stated purpose of the Environmental Impact Statement is to “disclose the
 environmental consequences” of the proposed AAF project “and to inform
 decision-makers and the public of any reasonable alternatives that would
 avoid or minimize adverse impacts to the natural or human environment.” The
 Draft EIS that was drafted by consultants who were paid by AAF fails to serve
 this purpose. It contains inadequate, incomplete, and inaccurate information
 that must be supplemented and corrected before decision-makers and the
 public may fully evaluate the impacts of the proposed AAF project.


Communities and Demographics (Social and Economic Community
 Impacts)


AAF will have serious negative social and economic community impacts within
 Martin County.


Incredibly, the DEIS completely omits Martin County and two incorporated
 municipalities which are crossed by the project in its discussion of
 Communities and Demographics. (DEIS 4-103 through 4-105).


The City of Stuart, which is the County’s largest incorporated municipality (pop.
 est. 15,975) and is the County Seat for Martin County, is not mentioned in the
 DEIS report of impacts of the project on municipalities, although there are 10
 at grade crossings in the city. The Town of Ocean Breeze, also an
 incorporated municipality within Martin County (pop. est. 463) which, like the
 City of Stuart, is literally bisected by the project, has also been omitted.


Many of the City’s cultural resources, including the historic Lyric Theater, which
 is listed on the National Register of Historic Places, and the Stuart Heritage
 Museum are within 100 feet of the FECR tracks.


Comments submitted by the City of Stuart and Martin County address these







 issues in detail.


The Guardians of Martin County question the viability of the DEIS evaluation of
 Communities and Demographics affected by the AAF project when the largest
 incorporated municipality in the County and, in fact, all of Martin County is
 glaringly absent from the examination of these issues. The omission of Martin
 County, the City of Stuart, and the Town of Ocean Breeze from the DEIS
 evaluation of Communities and Demographics raises serious concerns about
 the thoroughness and veracity of the entire proposed EIS.


Another glaringly false and absurd statement with respect to the impact of the
 project on communities is the assurance in the DEIS that AAF “would benefit
 elderly and handicapped individuals by providing a transportation option that
 will enhance mobility and livability in their communities.” (DEIS 5-135)


Martin County has the highest percentage of elderly residents (28.9%) of any
 community within the N-S Corridor. Without any stops in Martin County, there
 is not a single “transportation option” provided by AAF to elderly and
 handicapped individuals. AAF not only fails to “enhance mobility and livability”
 in Martin County communities for elderly and handicapped residents, the
 project promises severe disruption to communities in which the elderly and
 handicapped reside and poses potential life-threatening risks.


Economic Conditions


Because the AAF project literally divides Martin County into two sections – that
 section east of the FECR tracks and that section west of the tracks – the
 project creates a severe threat to the economic survival of small businesses
 that rely on customers to cross the tracks for access.


Numerous small shops, restaurants, plants, groceries, and other business
 outlets are located adjacent to or near the FECR tracks. Fast and safe access
 across the tracks is not assured by the project, threatening the customer base
 of many of these small businesses, especially in the unincorporated areas of
 Port Salerno, Hobe Sound, Golden Gate and Jensen Beach and the
 incorporated municipality of Stuart, which encompasses the minority
 community of East Stuart.


Martin County has five “community redevelopment areas” (CRAs) which will be
 impacted by the project. None of the CRAs are identified or discussed in the
 DEIS. The Jensen Beach, Rio, Golden Gate, Port Salerno and Hobe Sound
 CRAs all are adjacent to or bisected by the FECR tracks. CRAs are statutorily
 created areas designed to eliminate blight, provide affordable housing, and
 generate economic development and stability within the communities where
 they are established. The DEIS fails to consider the project’s negative impacts
 to Martin County’s CRAs, such as the effect of lower property values caused
 by AAF on the Tax Increment Financing methodology that is used to finance
 and maintain CRA operations.







The economic benefits of the project touted by the DEIS are limited to
 temporary construction work in creating new infrastructure in Martin County.


The DEIS analysis that no job loss or neighborhood fragmentation will result
 from the project (DEIS S-17) is not borne out by the experience of small
 business owners and residents in the project area, especially those adjacent
 to or in close proximity to the FECR tracks.


Severe economic damage to existing small businesses will be long-lasting or
 permanent. It is likely some will not survive the onslaught of increased train
 traffic that will block access to their businesses and create hazardous
 conditions for their customers trying to cross the tracks.


Environmental Justice


The DEIS fails to identify, quantify, or describe minority and low-income
 populations in Martin County that are disproportionately impacted by the
 negative impacts of the AAF project.


The County’s minority and low-income populations are, as in many other
 communities, situated closest to the project and are frequently bisected by the
 FECR tracks.


The East Stuart community within the City of Stuart is historically African-
American. East Stuart hosts two at grade crossings – at Florida Street and A1A
 (Dixie Highway) and at Decker and A1A. The tracks separate a densely
 populated residential area from the commercial area, and it is common for
 residents – especially children – to walk or ride their bikes across the tracks
 several times a day. One of the most beloved and utilized organizations within
 the East Stuart community, the Gertrude Walden Child Care Center, which
 provides services for low-income and minority parents and children, is located
 in the immediate vicinity of the project.


Similar situations exist in the Port Salerno, Hobe Sound and Golden Gate,
 where public schools, athletic fields, parks and youth centers such as the Boys
 and Girls’ Club are located in close proximity to the project. These
 communities have a high level of minority residents and businesses who are
 disproportionately impacted by the project, which does not directly impact the
 more affluent communities within the County which are not located as near the
 FECR tracks.


Among the negative effects of AAF on communities with higher percentages of
 low-income, minority, and elderly residents is the certainty that delay will be
 encountered by emergency vehicles crossing the FECR tracks to access
 emergency medical care.


Martin Memorial Medical Center, the largest medical care provider in Martin
 County (and also one of the largest employers in the County), has submitted
 comments objecting to the project noting that emergency responders







 throughout Martin County already “face a unique burden from existing freight
 traffic” on the “rail line [which] slices through the center of” the community.


Where the elderly and the very young live and congregate near the FECR
 tracks, the emergency access burden is of special concern and likely to result
 in tragic consequences. As the CEO of Martin Memorial Medical Center noted,
 even if delays caused by increased train traffic at crossings throughout the
 community are brief, “seconds can truly mean the difference between life and
 death.”


In low-income and minority communities, foot and bicycle traffic across the
 railroad tracks is common and presents additional disproportionate dangers to
 these residents.


Property values in lower-income areas are already depressed and will be
 further depressed by the proximity of the project. Noise and vibration from
 increased train traffic will disproportionately impact low-income and minority
 communities located closest to the FECR tracks.


Navigation


Numerous comments have been submitted regarding the serious negative
 impacts to navigation caused by the project and the failure of the DEIS to
 adequately and accurately address these concerns. The Guardians of Martin
 County, Inc., joins the marine industry, local governments, and boaters
 throughout the County in objecting to the project as it relates to navigation.


The information contained in the DEIS is indisputably inaccurate with respect
 to the number of vessels which pass through the St. Lucie River bridge.
 Comments submitted by Martin County include accurate counts of vessels
 passing through the bridge during the week and on weekends, reflecting more
 than twice as many vessels as the DEIS estimates.


Delays in allowing marine traffic to navigate through the St. Lucie River bridge
 opening will affect boater safety as well as property values for waterfront
 properties that lie to the west of the bridge. Commercial marinas and docks
 that require boaters to navigate through the bridge with longer and more
 frequent closures also will be severely impacted by the project.


Public Health & Safety


The DEIS fails to acknowledge that Fire Rescue and evacuation routes will be
 hampered by the project throughout Martin County.


Even in more affluent communities such as Jupiter Island and Sewall’s Point,
 there will be increased delays in the ability of emergency responders to reach
 the medical center located across the FECR tracks. Both the City of Stuart
 and Martin County, which contracts with other municipalities to provide fire
 rescue services, project serious increases in emergency response times due







 to increased train traffic and crossing closures.


Delays of as much as an additional 45 minutes are projected for evacuation in
 the event of an emergency at the St. Lucie Nuclear Power Plant on
 Hutchinson Island just north of Martin County. All evacuation routes are
 crossed by FECR tracks. In the event of other emergencies or weather events
 that require evacuation, increased train traffic will generate still more delays.


Pedestrian crossings which are frequently used throughout the County,
 especially in low-income and minority areas, will be even more dangerous with
 not only a higher number of trains on the tracks each day but increased speed
 of approaching trains. Pedestrians used to gauging the time available to cross
 the tracks based on the slower speed of freight trains will face significantly
 less crossing time with high-speed passenger trains approaching.


Threatened and Endangered Species


The DEIS discounts any impacts to threatened and endangered species and
 inaccurately states that no such species will be affected by the project.


The project passes through Jonathan Dickinson State Park (JDSP) in Martin
 County, which is the site of a number of resources which are not even
 mentioned in the DEIS. The Florida Division of Recreation and Parks (DRP)
 has submitted comments identifying species which will likely be impacted,
 such as perforated reindeer lichen ( Cladonia perforata ) located within the
 right-of-way and Curtiss’ milkweed ( Asclepias curtissi).


The Division notes that the federally protected eastern indigo snake has habitat
 within the N-S Corridor that will be impacted, as well as the Florida scrub jay,
 gopher tortoise, gopher frog, and Florida mouse. The gopher frog is especially
 likely to cross back and forth across the tracks in the park to travel between
 scrub habitat and wetlands breeding grounds.


Expansion of the tracks through JDSP will impact Florida scrub jay habitat as
 well as gopher tortoise on site.


More frequent closings of the rail crossing within JDSP will have severe
 negative impacts since the park has only one public access road. Emergency
 vehicles, campers, and day visitors could be trapped in the western part of the
 park during closures.


The DPR has submitted extensive and detailed comments addressing these
 issues.


Wetlands and Water Resources


As with other environmental impacts, the DEIS minimizes damage to wetlands
 and water resources resulting from the proposed project.







Comments submitted by Martin County detail serious concerns, including
 potential impacts to the Northwest Fork of the Loxahatchee River, which is
 federally designated as a Wild and Scenic River. The DEIS brushes off such
 concerns, suggesting that the lack of proximity to the FECR tracks eliminates
 or minimizes them. The entire Loxahatchee River watershed is a significant
 ecological complex, however, that provides unique habitat for endangered,
 threatened and migratory birds that travel throughout the area, including within
 the right-of-way.


Overall impacts to wetlands throughout the project area have not been
 quantified or addressed by the DEIS, which discusses mitigation of these
 impacts without acknowledging Martin County’s special protections for all
 wetlands. Insufficient data is provided for an accurate evaluation of the
 project’s wetlands impacts.


Impacts to water resources are being considered by the U.S. Army Corps of
 Engineers; however, the Corps has yet to schedule public hearings which
 have been requested by the Guardians of Martin County, Inc., as well as
 Martin County and other governmental agencies.


It is inevitable that impacts to manatee, protected seagrasses, and other
 marine life will be severe as a result of increased train traffic resulting in
 increased bridge closures producing more vessels queuing up to navigate
 through the bridge.


Conclusion


The DEIS failed to objectively and fairly evaluate the CSX Route Alternative
 (DEIS Figure 3.2-1), which would avoid most if not all of the negative impacts
 to Martin County residents and communities. The AAF-paid consultants simply
 rejected the CSX Route Alternative out-of-hand, citing speculative issues such
 as “the risk that CSX would not be willing to enter into” a shared use
 agreement for existing infrastructure and unsupported conclusions such as the
 CSX Route Alternative poses “the highest potential adverse direct and indirect
 impacts to wetlands and protected species.” (DEIS 3-7)
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., strongly opposes the AAF project as
 proposed. The DEIS is replete with inaccurate, out-dated, speculative, and
 subjective material that appears to have been deliberately skewed by the
 drafters to support an unsustainable, critically flawed project.


The Guardians advocates consistency with the Martin County Comprehensive
 Growth Management Plan in all development throughout the County. The
 DEIS inaccurately states that the Plan was prepared by the Martin County
 “Division of Community Planning.” (DEIS 4-4) There is no such agency within
 Martin County government. The Plan was prepared by the Martin County
 Growth Management Department.


Please insist that the final EIS be delayed until supplemental and accurate
 information is provided that truly reflects the AAF project’s impacts on the







 population and communities along the projected route.


Sincerely,


Peter H. Conze, Jr., President
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc.
www.theguardiansofmartincounty.com
Prepared by Virginia P. Sherlock, Esq.
Counsel to The Guardians of Martin County, Inc.



http://www.theguardiansofmartincounty.org/






From: dan spotts
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all aboard florida comments
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 6:12:22 PM
Attachments: DEIS response.docx


Please include and address these comments in a hopefully revised and improved EIS .
 
A hard copy was sent directly to john Winkle
 
Daniel Spotts



mailto:miaqua@earthlink.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment



Mr. John Winkle


[bookmark: _GoBack]Federal Railroad Administration


1200 New Jersey Avenue


SE Room W38-311


Washington, D.C. 20590








Re: All Aboard Florida


December 2, 2014





Miami Aqua-culture, Inc. owns property directly adjacent to the FEC rail lines in Boynton Beach, Florida.  We operate both a retail business and an import/export business from this location.  We are therefore directly impacted by the proposed all Aboard Florida project planned for our back yard.  I have reviewed the Environmental Assessment written exclusively by AAF contractors, the FONSI written by the FRA in response to the unsolicited and self-serving EA, and now the required DEIS written under the direction of the FRA.  There are many contradictions, distortions of fact and failed methodology which leaves this current DEIS, in our view, non-compliant with both the spirit and the legal requirements of NEPA.  The following issues need to be addressed for the final EIS to have any credibility as a rigorous and true evaluation of the overall Environmental Impact of this project.


Failure to perform a comprehensive and independent, critically reviewed analysis of the project from Miami to Orlando.


When the EIS was announced on April 15, 2013 in response to a large loan request from AAF, it was quite clear that it would cover the entire project, and possible alternatives, from Miami to Orlando.  This declaration was unambiguous, and a direct requirement of NEPA.  However, the summary and introduction of the DEIS makes it clear that FRA administrators, including John Winkle, purposely substituted a self-serving Environmental Assessment (EA) written entirely by AAF 2 years earlier to describe impacts of the project from Miami to West Palm Beach.  At the time the EA was written, AAF was not seeking any approvals or funding for the FRA.  As a result the FRA took that document at face value without any critical review or independent verification of the assertions or conclusions it contained.  Mr. Winkle and the FRA have repeatedly pointed to the FONSI issued by the FRA January 31, 2013 based solely on the EA.  They claim that finding of no impact as the legal basis for refusing to review and re-analyze the project from Miami to West Palm Beach in this DEIS.  But in fact on page 6 of the introduction to the FONSI, the FRA makes very clear that “…neither the EA nor this FONSI address in any way the environmental impacts associated with the development of passenger rail in the larger corridor between Miami and Orlando or how the impacts might be appropriately be identified and evaluated should a federal approval or a funding role through the FRA be identified in the future.”


The refusal of the FRA to properly evaluate this project in the DEIS as required by the NEPA invites a legal challenge.  It also brings into question the credibility and impartiality of the FRA to conduct a truly independent review as required by law.  If the DEIS will concentrate solely on the Phase II from West Palm Beach to Orlando as some have suggested, then any proceeds from a resulting loan must also exclude any improvements in Phase 1 or re-financing of $450 million in private bonds used in Phase 1 construction.





Failure to properly analyze freight impact.


AAF has maintained that they are strictly a passenger railroad.  As a result they demand that this DEIS only look at the impacts of 32 passenger trains per day schedule.  But AAF will share these tracks with their parent company, FEC Railways, a freight company.  In their EA, AAF claimed a freight increase of only 5% over the next few years.  But Gov. Rick Scott and the president of the FEC have publicly claimed that freight will more than triple on the FEC tracks by 2016.  This is directly the result of double tracking and a Positive Control System (PTC) upgrade paid for by AAF but now required for all passenger trains and freight lines that carry hazardous goods.  In your own introduction to The DEIS, the FRA acknowledges that freight trains will become longer and increase to 20-22 per day (2 per hour).  However, nearly all your impact evaluations are based on the current 10-12 trains per day, at least in the Miami to West Palm analysis.  This is a fundamental flaw and should require a review or a mitigation limit of 12 freight trains per day.





Failure to properly analyze noise and air pollution.


At the time this DEIS was released, AAF had announced its selection of a Siemens model high speed train only a few days before.  This DEIS, like the deeply flawed EA 2 years earlier, could only make unfounded claims and assertions about how much noise and pollution the proposed train would make.  In both the EA and DEIS the claim is that overall noise and pollution would actually decrease over current levels by adding 32 passenger trains and additional freight trains each day.  This does not pass the ‘laugh test” or seem credible in any way.  The reduced pollution claim appears to come from an assumption that 91% of all AAF passengers will come from existing, dirtier forms of transportation.  This assumption is contradicted by AAF’s own claims that this project will bring millions of new visitors to South Florida.  The small numbers projected to come from Amtrack, Tri-rail or plane traffic will not be enough to reduce their operations or associated noise and pollution.  It is highly unlikely that the auto passengers, who make up 69% of the AAF riders, will actually give up their cars for a more expensive train travel that will also require locating parking in downtown traffic and locating ground transport on arrival at their destination city, for only a minor savings in time.


In the case of noise, the DEIS does not describe the actual dBA of the passenger train traveling at 80-110 mph or the associated locomotive.  It does claim that a diesel train traveling at 50 mph will be about 88 dBA and a locomotive horn will be about 110 dBA.  Without hard data, we can assume that a high speed train will exceed 100 dBA.  Even removing the horn noise, the train itself will only be slightly quieter.  All of these levels are in excess of local noise ordinances, which every other private business must abide.  And in fact on I-95 roadway, the Department of Transportation requires sound mitigation to protect homes and businesses impacted from the noise of cars traveling 55-70 mph on a smooth roadway.  We should expect at a minimum the same noise protection through the rail corridor, or slower speeds.





Failure to properly analyze traffic congestion and safety concerns.


The current DEIS does not look at traffic or safety issues in my area, relying instead on the earlier EA. In Boynton beach, Delray Beach, Stuart, Jupiter and many other towns the FEC tracks run right  through the middle of downtown.  In the earlier EA, AAF looked not only at the interruption to local traffic due to the train passing, but also the queue interval.  This was described as the time spent in a line of backed-up traffic after a train has passed.  The EA found that during rush hour the queue interval resulted in a LOS factor F, the worst ranking for both passenger and freight trains.  They then created a “weighted average” of the queue interval over the course of an hour, assuming 1 passenger train and 1 freight train per hour.  By doing so, they were able to claim an average LOS of factor D or E, just barely acceptable.  But of course, in reality, there will be 3 or 4 trains per hour.  Using the queue data in the EA, this would result in 12-15 minutes of traffic delay per hour on average in more populated areas compared to the 2-4 minutes claimed in the DEIS.


This is important for police and emergency responders.  There are no hospitals east of the FEC railway between West Palm beach and Boca Raton.  There is only 1 fire/rescue station in Boynton Beach on the east side to serve several beachside communities.  In our personal discussions with the Boynton Beach Fire rescue chief , the AAF project is a potential disaster waiting to happen in terms of EMS response time.  Lives will be put at risk unless mitigation (such as an overpass) is planned.  These fears are echoed in many communities.  Yet the DEIS contains no interviews with EMS officials.  And since a finding of “no impact” has been declared, there are no mitigation plans proposed.


On another safety note, AAF proposes to operate highly dangerous equipment through heavily populated neighborhoods with little or no security or safety precautions for the general public or wildlife.  On the I-95 or Alligator Alley roadway, nearly every foot is protected with a chain link fence to deter wildlife or people from wandering onto the road.  In contrast each year several dozen people die on the unprotected FEC tracks.  This can only be expected to increase without mitigation.  Any other private company operating such dangerous equipment would be required to provide at least basic protection.  The FRA, an agency that claims dedication to safety, is requiring none.





Failure to analyze devastating economic impact on local communities.


It is taken as an article of faith that the AAF project will create jobs and millions of dollars for South Florida business.  But in reality, with the exception of real estate development controlled by AAF in Miami, Ft. Lauderdale and West Palm Beach, there is very little projected benefit from this project to smaller communities.  In fact, residents and businesses throughout the corridor will suffer tremendously and are already suffering now as plans develop.  Within the past 6 months since AAF announced plans to proceed aggressively, 17 businesses have left or closed operations in downtown Boynton Beach.  This does not count over a dozen that left earlier in the year and another dozen of new retail space that has never been rented.  Developers have pulled out of projects near the railroad or have demanded higher cash incentives from local governments to locate near the AAF tracks.  This contrasts with full occupancy further west in Boynton Beach, more than 500 feet from the railway.  In its EA, AAF claimed that growth in the corridor would increase at less than 1% per year for the next 20 years.  They claimed that this is because the entire corridor is overbuilt with no room for expansion (obviously false) and that the area has shown negative growth for the past 5 years all the way from Miami to West Palm.  Property values, rental value and taxable value all continue to drop directly because of the railroad plans.  None of this was covered in the DEIS.  For most of South Florida communities, this project is an unmitigated disaster.





In conclusion the most disturbing thing about the DEIS is the obvious way that the FRA is cheerleading for the private company All Aboard Florida.  Rather than doing everything it can to protect the people of South Florida and taxpayers across the nation, the FRA has failed in its responsibility to act in a fair and responsible manner.  We hope you will take these items into consideration and completely re-evaluate this project in the way that was required at the start.    





Sincerely,





Daniel and Janice Spotts,


Owners


Miami Aqua-culture, Inc.







From: Osokato@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:07:11 PM


 To whom it may concern:
 
The EIS paid for by AAF is not only biased, it is flawed. The impact on towns and cities has not be
 addressed, nor has the danger to the general public. I strongly urge you to reject this proposal.
 
Dr. Don Gordon
6506 river run drive
Sebastian, Florida 32958



mailto:Osokato@aol.com
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From: Phil Macken
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, November 19, 2014 10:37:10 AM


In the Nov. 19 commentary section, I read the letter written by "Deane MacMillan" of Sewall's
 Point offering the alternative view on All Aboard Florida. MacMillan  pointed out the
 obvious. The "Common Sense" aspect of the whole proposal, and the possibility of an
 alternate agenda have been right in front of us all along.
I grew up in the northeast and have ridden  the subway/train systems from NY to Boston. I
 understand the need and demographics in those geographic areas, but Florida is a completely
 different animal.  Too spread out.  I do not believe the costs associated with upgrade to the
 tracks and train operations can or will be offset by ridership. Where is the market for Miami
 to Orlando. It won't be commuters and surely not Disney. A blind man  with a cane can see
 something is just not right. 
I believe MacMillan hit the nail on the head with the freight aspect in the plan. Smoke &
 Mirrors to access the path of least resistance and "funding " for a very expensive
 infrastructure upgrade to current the rail system is what I have observed to date. 
My take on what we will see is 32 trains/day for up to 90 days, after which a reduction to 16
 trips for 3 to 6 months. Then finally a financial failure where a additional freight traffic will
 be needed to offset the losses. 


Phil Macken
Port St Lucie



mailto:mackenpc@yahoo.com
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From: George Dugan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Dickens Tom; George Dugan
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, November 3, 2014 12:52:40 AM


I live in Saint Lucie Village in Saint Lucie County in River Woods.we are bounded by the InterCoastal Waterway to
 our East and the East Coast Railroad to the West there are no roads out of our development except the Milton road
 crossing.
Increasing the train traffic as proposed w/additional track very greatly increase's the likelihood we will be unable to
 get out as a result of any problem causing the crossing to be closed which of course would be immensely more
 likely if the proposed new use of the land by the railroad is allowed.
The increased noise will be substantial,the number of times crossing the track will be impossible due to increased
 rail traffic will be greatly increased from the situation that existed when our homes were built,and of course that's
 not just an inconvenience our only means of reaching Hospitals or leaving our neighborhood for any life or death
 reason will be much more likely to be unavailable despite how pressing our need may be.
All Aboard Florida has not been truthful in their representations to us for example their Attorney addressed our
 Community stressing among other things that all of the project would be privately funded he was quite clear on that
 point and made it several times and of course as we know now that's not true and it's not a part of the project that he
 would not have known the truth about.
Increasing Freight traffic to the degree possible with a new track would have been  obviously objectionable to all the
 residents along the path of the proposed project.
  Looking at the revenue the project can hope to realize versus the costs they are intending to incur with proposed
 loans,it seems likely they would default on the taxpayer backed financing,and then instituting increased freight
 traffic with the dangers and problems it presents to the large residential population it affects would be the ultimate if
 not the obviously intended use of your approval to their plan.
Please deny All Aboard Florida's application.
Sincerely
G.D Dugan III



mailto:dugan3d@comcast.net
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From: Neil Lagin
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Re: does nothing but lower property values on the treasure coast when the first child gets killed by the speeding


 train good luck it will seperate towns and prevent and delay emergency vehicles from getting around town when
 the bridge over the seba...


Date: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 11:09:23 PM


WUILL ADD TOM POLUTION TO AN ALREADY SICK RIVER  LOWER PROPERTY VALUES CAUSE DEATHS AND DELAYS NOT BENEFIT A SOUL ON THE
 TREASURE COAST  TOTAL BULL AND A WAASTE OF TAXE PAYERS MONEY


On Wednesday, September 24, 2014 11:02 PM, Neil Lagin <doctorneil9@yahoo.com> wrote:
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fw: Florida All Aboard
Date: Monday, October 6, 2014 3:58:02 PM


 
From: Pennington, Rebecca (FRA) 
Sent: Monday, October 06, 2014 06:15 AM Eastern Standard Time
To: Winkle, John (FRA); Gray, Rakonda CTR (FRA) 
Cc: Thompson, Kevin (FRA); Hill, Corey (FRA); Mcnamara, Maryann (FRA) 
Subject: FW: Florida All Aboard 
 
FYI  (As a reminder, I’m not responding to these.)
 
Rebecca Pennington
FRA CFO
W36-312
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE
Washington DC  20590
 
Cell 202-440-2870
 
Rail –Moving America Forward
The mission of the Federal Railroad Administration is to enable the safe, reliable, and efficient
 movement of people and goods for a strong America, now and in the future.
 
Follow FRA on Facebook and Twitter
 
"Do what you can, with what you have, where you are."


- Theodore Roosevelt


 
 
From: AlaSch200@aol.com [mailto:AlaSch200@aol.com] 
Sent: Sunday, October 05, 2014 11:14 PM
To: floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Cc: alex.rocha@mail.house.gov; alohadrycleaners@gmail.com; alyona@artsgarage.org;
 ASantone@aol.com; b_sadasivam@hotmail.com; beng2002@aol.com; beth.lerner@myfloridahouse.gov;
 bob@sparvero.com; BoodieC@gmail.com; brego3@comcast.net; btavel@optonline.net;
 caselloj@mybbfl.us; chuckh@stuartandshelby.com; colonna@mydelraybeach.com;
 csplotkin@yahoo.com; ctbonfield@aol.com; dccc@dccc.org; donzie22@optonline.net;
 drjoewalsh@aol.com; felicett@bellsouth.net; felicia.goldstein@mail.house.gov; fitzpatrickm@mybbfl.us;
 flabee@comcast.net; FRA.CFO@dot.gov; frankmccluskey11@gmail.com; freeburncindi@gmail.com;
 global6@msn.com; golflix@aol.com; grassroots@fladems.com; hanleys@comcast.net;
 harold.rube@gmail.com; icur2b1@outlook.com; info@barackobama.com; info@charliecrist.com;
 info@FriendsofDelray.com; info@rickscottforflorida.com; jayrose96@aol.com; jcalica@optonline.net;
 jcraig5@live.com; jeffrobinson@prodigy.net; jojosez2@aol.com; joymaz11@gmail.com;
 kjmacnamee@yahoo.com; kmiller@pbpost.com; kristine@preservationfla.org;
 kylee@pineapplenewspaper.com; LarryGaisin@yahoo.com; letters@pbpost.com; letters@sun-
sentinel.com; lois.richman48@gmail.com; magicg@bellsouth.net; mbruckel@gmail.com;
 michaelblocker@mac.com; mjburman@nyc.rr.com; mkatz71@gmail.com;
 morrison@mydelraybeach.com; mysamona@aol.com; palcal1@msn.com; perlmanjeff@gmail.com;
 plattj@gmail.com; rbcolbert@aol.com; RBusker@BuskerNY.com; rita103c@sbcglobal.net;
 RJDELBCH@aol.com; rose.ross897@gmail.com; rosiebudg@comcast.net; rrose27@aol.com;
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 runnormrun@aol.com; sheilabruckel@gmail.com; sheris1029@aol.com; smichael@hudsonholdings.com;
 ssherman@thenation.com; steve.bayder@gmail.com; steve@berlinre.com; susans96@aol.com;
 taylorj@mybbfl.us; te3593@aol.com; teddgatteau@gmail.com; tedherman@verizon.net;
 terradata@aol.com; truth4delray@gmail.com; vasasson@yahoo.com; wendi_levitt@hotmail.com;
 wstrilling@bellsouth.net; zaazuq@gmail.com
Subject: Fwd: Florida All Aboard
 
 
 


From: AlaSch200@aol.com
To: glickstein@mydelraybeach.com
CC: frankel@mydelraybeach.com, Jacquet@mydelraybeach.com, jarjura@mydelraybeach.com,
 Petrolia@mydelraybeach.com
Sent: 10/5/2014 10:44:46 P.M. Eastern Daylight Time
Subj: Florida All Aboard
 
Mayor Glickstein,& Commissioners,         
 
             Most everyone is in favor of a viable passenger rail service,including
 the Federal government.
              However,this has been a most difficult project to develop,as our
 governor Scott, has stated,a few short years ago when he turned down a 2
 billion dollar Federal  grant & asserted," that the Florida tax payers would end
 up paying to operate the rail service once it was finished"
          Florida All Aboard's current plan of operation seems to confirm the
 governor's former assertion that the Florida taxpayers would end up paying
 for this very expensive $2.5 billion dollar project.
        The more one examines this program,the worse it gets,& the less sense
 this entire project makes.
         To begin with,FAA has filed for 2 major Federal loans,one from the
 Federal Railroad Admin. for $1.6 billion & another from the Federal Transit
 Admin. for $800 million.
         100 million would be billed to the counties along the FEC tracks, in order
 to pay for the ongoing daily operation of both the Tri rail 50 trains & the 32
 FAA high speed passenger trains.
        In addition, the ongoing maintenance costs to the individual coastal
 towns would increase two & three fold,in order to maintain track
 upgrades,repairs & improvements.
       Why the government is even seriously considering these 2 large federal
 loans,to a junk bond rated program, financed by a NY hedge fund, to develop
 a passenger service,that will undoubtedly fail, & is a very poor risk, also
 makes no sense.
               The only thing that does make some sense here, is that the
 passenger service,is just a ruse, in order to obtain the necessary funding to
 upgrade the 2 & 3 track,system,& improvements,& necessary track
 construction for the freight operation,& real estate development, that are
 some of the main business entities for FAA.
               The recent environmental impact statement is an other example of a
 sham,hired & paid for by FAA, that claims that there will be little impact on the
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 environment,&  traffic,& air quality will be improved.
             Reason dictates however,that with 100 trains,including 20 freight
 trains, 2.5 miles long,running 24/7, there will be major traffic gridlock,that will
 impact, both car & boat traffic.& emergency vehicles
             It will cause additional air pollution as cars idle in place waiting for
 these 100 trains to pass.
            This will also result in reduced property values,& lost income of taxes
 & tourism for the coastal towns & the millions of Florida residents, possibly in
 the billions of dollars.
            Almost 31,000 florida residents,& 30 coastal communities understand
 the problems generated by FAA & have signed petitions & have passed
 resolutions objecting to this plan.
             It is too bad that the Delray commission,that represents a town that
 would be most effected by FAA is still silent on this matter .
            Where is the commitment & integrity for this commission to protect the
 citizens of Delray,especially for those 2,000 units in close proximity to the
 tracks,& or bridge.
            Your silence in this matter is deafening & should this project ever be
 approved & implemented this administration will be held accountable .
            On the other hand,should this project be stopped,the credit will go to
 all those who opposed it & had the courage to act accordingly.
 
                                                                                                           Alan
 Schlossberg
                                                                                                           200
 Macfarlane drive
                                                                                                           Delray
 Beach,Fl.33483








From: shorbound1@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all aboard florida train service in vero beach.
Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 12:30:13 PM


I am a resident of vista royal @highway 1 and 4th st.The current train noise is awful. We do not need it to
 be multiplied. I do not support this project nor anyone supporting it! 
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From: Tom Guinther
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:43:40 PM



December 3, 2014
 
Gentleman:
    I am the current Chairman of the Barefoot Bay Recreation District (BBRD)
 Board of Trustees, which governs the community of Barefoot Bay Florida,
 located in south Brevard County, and represents more than 5000 residents, the
 majority of which are very concerned about the impact of All Aboard Florida
 (AAF) to our community and our standard of living.
    Some of our resident concerns about the All Aboard Florida (AAF)
 passenger rail project and the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)
 they have forwarded to the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) for review
 and comment are as follows:   
    The DEIS repeatedly refers to the impacts of adding 32 high speed trains as
 “will be mitigated.” No remedies are discussed for important issues like noise,
 vibration, air quality, construction staging or the impact more freight and 32
 passenger trains will have on our natural habitats and wildlife. There has been
 a serious attempt by AAF to fool us into accepting their plan with misleading
 facts or partial truths at area forums. Additionally, as the South Florida Phase 1
 segment is moving forward, many people believe there is nothing we can do to
 resolve their concerns. That sentiment has been used by AAF to limit
 comments and promise local officials concessions and/or stations “sometime in
 the future.”
    The new AAF tracks will bisect Barefoot Bay, a community of mostly
 retired and senior residents, and will mean increased train activity could
 virtually cut off the east parts of my neighborhood from western portions and
 be a serious impediment to the delivery of emergency services. Neighbors will
 be separated from neighbors and access to needed community services will be
 limited by increased delays at railroad crossings.
    Safety at railroad crossings is also a huge concern for our residents and when
 you add 32 daily high speed trains, PLUS 16 to 20 freight trains to our road
 crossings, which are at grade level, you create an accident waiting to happen.
    Also, not adequately addressed by AAF is the demolition and replacement of
 the St. Sebastian River railroad bridge. The AAF states the bridge will remain
 in its right-of-way and while that may be true, the tracks are being moved east
 and at landfall, will impact homes in the Little Hollywood community, one of
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 our southern neighbors. Among the issues, “to be mitigated”, are the impacts
 of bridge construction on the annual winter migration of the Florida Manatee,
 an endangered species. The St. Sebastian River is treated as a stand-alone issue
 and no mention is made concerning its use as a watershed by the St. Johns
 River Management District or that the St. Sebastian River is a tributary of, and
 included in, the National Indian River Lagoon Estuary, a Lagoon of national
 importance and already in critical need of restoration.
    In conclusion, I am asking the Railroad Administration to reject the flawed
 Draft Environmental Impact Statement and tell All Aboard Florida to do their
 due diligence and provide needed facts that truly justify this proposal. It is also
 worth mentioning that Florida voters approved an amendment to the state’s
 constitution in 2000 authorizing a high speed “bullet” train adjacent to
 Florida’s Turnpike and actually, Florida already has a passenger train that goes
 from Miami to Orlando and no one rides it. It’s called Amtrak.
 
Sincerely yours,
 
Thomas Guinther,
Board of Trustees Chairman,
Barefoot Bay Recreation District








From: Garret Almeida
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 10:03:39 AM


Sir,
I am a boater and a marine business owner in Stuart Fl and the All Aboard Florida rail service 
will be severe problem for my boating and my business.  Please deny the loan/funding request 
for this project.  The viability of this is questionable at best.
Best regards,
Garret Almeida | Yacht Brokerage | cell (561) 818-0300 | office (772) 692-1001 |fax (772) 
692-1004
garret@ityachts.com | www.ityachts.com | 415 NW Flagler Ave #202| Stuart, Florida 34994 
Island Trader Yacht Sales, the adventure begins here...
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From: mrsgas11
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, November 3, 2014 2:56:23 PM


Good Afternoon, Mr. Winkle,


I need to know if any of the route engineers for All Aboard Florida live in
 any of the designated areas that these passenger trains will run?
If not, I feel they do not have a right to force this route on us residents.


I live in Fort Pierce, off Midway & U.S. 1.  My home is less than one mile
 from the current cargo train tracks.  We cannot peacefully sit in our yards
 without hearing the train horn blow or feel the vibration from the rumbling
 of these huge trains.  It's even worse during the evening and after the
 midnight hour.


There is NOT one picture in my home that hangs straight because of the
 vibrations.  I CANNOT even imagine how much more vibration there will be
  when these 32 passenger trains run on these same tracks.  I feel the
 vibrations will cause cracks in our home foundation and other damage.  


The current trains run thru the Savannah preserve along Indian River Drive.
  There is so much natural wildlife in the Savannah.  AND if you walk along
 the tracks you will find alot of dead wildlife because the cargo trains hit
 these animals.   I don't even know how many more animals will be crushed,
 hit or ran over when the passenger trains fly thru.


There will not be any scenery for the passengers to enjoy because they are
 going so fast.  Why bother with this route then?   There are tracks along I-95
 and/or the Florida Turnpike that could be utilized for the same destination.
  


This is not in the best interest for the residents' safety, well being or living
 conditions.  We are senior citizens and definitely not able to move, not that
 we want to.


Please reconsider the route for these passenger trains.  I am afraid our
 health is to fragile to stand this impact on our lives.
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Thank you for listening, 


Margaret and Glenn Szczesniak (ses-nee-ak)
5410 Palm Drive
Fort Pierce, FL  34982
772-801-5400








From: FRANK BIRK
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Re: no trains
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 11:54:24 AM


My name is Elizabeth A. Birk.  I live in North Fr. Pierce but all our doctors are in Vero beach.  We
 travel to the doctors at least once a week and must cross the tracks.  MY HUBAND HAD TWO
 HEART ATTACKS.  WE NEED FAST ACCESS TO THE HOSPITAL.  PLEASE STOP AAF TO
 SAVE SOMEBODIES LIFE.   THANK YOU,  ELIZABETH A. BIRK    13953 Cancun Ave Ft.
 Pierce fl. 35951       f_birk@ bellsouth.net


On Monday, December 1, 2014 10:46 AM, FRANK BIRK <f_birk@bellsouth.net> wrote:


I had two heart attacks and am awaiting the big one.  I hope I can get to the hospital in time before
 the trains come rolling in.  I happen to live on the wrong side of the tracks.  PLEASE stop this
 terrible idea of high speed trains.   Thank you,  Frank j. Birk       f_birk@bellsouth.net 



mailto:f_birk@bellsouth.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fw: Florida Not All Aboard
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 8:19:16 PM


 
From: A Scott [mailto:akaaloha@gmail.com] 
Sent: Sunday, October 26, 2014 06:40 PM Eastern Standard Time
To: Winkle, John (FRA) 
Subject: Florida Not All Aboard 
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:


We are seeking your help to stop a project that is important to all Floridians. As you may
 know, All Aboard Florida has applied to the Federal Railroad Administration for the largest
 federal railroad loan ($1.5 billion) in history. The purpose of the loan is to start a passenger
 railroad service from Miami to Orlando. The loan application is based on false premises and
 would result in an irresponsible waste of taxpayer money.


The great flaw in the application is that passenger railroad services have never been profitable.
 Yet All Aboard Florida has claimed that it would be profitable and privately funded with no
 financial burden to the State of Florida. Simply stated, there is no precedent for the claims
 made by All Aboard Florida.


Also important is the experience here in Florida. First, we already have a passenger service
 from Miami to Orlando. It is AMTRAK’s Sunset Limited, and it survives with large federal
 subsidies. Furthermore, the State of Florida has gone to a great effort to study the feasibility
 of three other railroad passenger services for Florida — and turned them down because it was
 determined that they lacked economic feasibility. The first was the Florida Overland Express,
 the so-called Bullet Train in the 1990s. In 2004, a constitutional amendment to Florida’s
 constitution was repealed based on the endorsement of Governor Jeb Bush to kill a proposal
 for a second passenger service. Finally, in 2010, Governor Rick Scott rejected federal funds
 of $1.25 billion for another proposed passenger service because it would be “far too costly for
 taxpayers” and “the risk far outweighed the benefits.” These considered judgments were
 based on serious state studies.


An editorial in the Palm Beach Post on May 17, 2014 went right to the heart of the matter. It
 called All Aboard Florida’s business plan “odd,” and quoted an economist as saying it “was
 pie in the sky.” On top of this a thoughtful article by the well-known author Carl Hiaasen
 pointed out that All Aboard Florida has sued to keep its ridership surveys a secret. All Aboard
 Florida is trying to foist upon us a pig in a poke. In the coming weeks the Federal Railroad
 Administration will issue an Environmental Impact Study and give the public an opportunity
 to comment on the loan application. Please give your attention to this matter and lend us your
 support. The project lacks any objective basis and the loan should be rejected. We are
 counting on you to protect the public interest.


Concerned Resident of Jupiter, Florida 
Alohalani Scott



mailto:john.winkle@dot.gov

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment










From: Neil Lagin
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all aboard florida
Date: Sunday, October 19, 2014 10:30:19 AM


will impact opur area with fast  trains  32 each day  delayin  ambulances and emergency vehicles.  will impact us with  noise from the trains  train  horns  delay boats, lower
 our already low property vaues.   he train wil not stop anywhere north of Palm Beach through Orlando so why  have it come   through our  quiet towns. Neil Lagin 
 doctorneil9@yahoo.com    838 wentworth street Sebqstian Florida  the  2  new  bridges being  schedulaed to croos the  San Sebastin river will  add to the lagoons 
 pollution   thank you
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From: Linda Harris
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:22:31 PM


I am against All Aboard Florida coming through the Treasure Coast as it will be
 detrimental to the environment and as well as the people living here.  There are
 alternatives that are more advantages to the public such as building a rail system
 along I-95, Florida Turnpike, or use existing AMTRAC system.


I do support high speed rail as it has been successful in other parts of the world.  The
 U.S. is so far behind in passenger train service compared to Europe, China, and
 Japan because governments have supported such a move with public monies. 
 AMTRAC is not properly funded to serve as the prototype for high speed rail service. 


It seems to me that AAF is using a passenger system to be ready for heavier freight
 traffic when the Canal is completed and the Miami port is finished.  In a few years
 AAF will declare bankruptcy and the freight system will be profitable to the investors.


I see no benefit for the citizens of the Treasure Coast and all the disadvantages that
 increased rail traffic will have for people and businesses along the proposed route
 and our way of life.  It seems our citizens are fighting to stop this train system similar
 to David and Goliath - but remember who won.
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From: Charles E. Kanter
To: Palm Beach Post; USCGD7publiccomment@uscg.mil; Ellman Judy & Louis; Kanter Corinne; Kollender Harriet &


 Larry; Naditch Jerry, Barbara; Stern Judy and Larry
Cc: John.Winkle@DOT.Gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, November 19, 2014 10:53:28 AM


MEMO
TO: Members and additional parties listed at the end of report.
FROM: Charles E. Kanter, Moderator.
REF: Results of Discussion Group Meeting: 16 Nov. 2014
 
Our discussion group addresses major societal problems of which we might provide helpful
 critique and possibly some special input. Our meeting of Sunday, 16 November 2014 topic
 was “All Aboard Florida.” All discussion group members live and work in Florida and might be
 effected in one way or another. Based upon consensus, the group attitude was inquisitive.
 Neither positive nor negative, serious burning questions were asked, relevant comments
 made as listed.
 
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Unanswered questions and comments:
1. Extreme lack of public information: The only public information that was generally available
 was published in local newspapers. Insufficient detail and little advance planning notice.
2. Permits: Where is public disclosure of any or all permits issued for this activity? Normally, all
 activity of this scope is heavily permitted by many agencies and there is usually public input
 before the permits are issued. No knowledge of any permit application public discussion.
3. Where are the building permits for the ongoing construction in West Palm Beach and
 Miami: Why is the Mayor of West Palm Beach at odds with the builder over street closings?
 How can a private company demand/force a city to do its bidding on roads?
4. Where are the required permits from the USCG for changing any schedules or access to
 bridge over navigable waterways? Where are the public documents, approved by the USCG
 that the bridges in question are structurally adequate for this amount of increased traffic?
 Why is their so much opposition to using those bridges by the marine industry?
5. Lessons learned from “high-speed” rail between Washington and NY. The accident statistics
 are available on line and are informing.
6. The involvement of Disney or Universal in the business plan or financing?
7. Viability of Flagler era tracks for high-speed rail. Are additional tracks to be installed? Is
 there going to be conflict between the freight trains and the passenger trains?
8. Economics: Where are the passengers coming from? There is no perceivable demand now,
 how are they going to generate sufficient traffic to justify this investment. Amtrak already
 offers rail to Orlando and needs government subsidy to survive. What happens to the
 taxpayers when this program is terminated? What are taxpayer liabilities?
9. How are they going to finance this? Taxpayers? Bonds? Both are rumored, both are
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 negative.
10. There was full agreement that a Disney-like elevated railway that would solve all the
 obvious problems with on the ground using ancient tracks over rickety bridges disturbing
 many communities would vanish and support and riders would be easier to generate.
 
The following were sent copies of this report:
 
Letters@pbpost.com
USCGD7publiccomment@uscg.mil
AAF_comments@vhb.com;
John.Winkle@DOT.Gov
www.floridanotallaboard.com
www.citizensagainstthetrain.com
 
Comments can be submitted by mail to:
Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311, Washington, DC 20590.
 
Charles E. Kanter,
2905 S. Greenleaf Circle
Boynton Beach, FL 33426
561-369-7828
 
www.sailcopress.com
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From: Thomas Lydon
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, November 5, 2014 4:39:47 PM


Please consider the added noise impact on those residents that already suffer the horn signaling that is mandated at
 all crossings. The present rail line is only 60 yards away from our complex and those horns cause quite a stir at all
 hours of the night. Please consider the elderly people (one residents wife has terminal cancer as we speak and wants
 to spend her last days enjoying the sun, sand and what quite is available
Sent from my iPhone 6 Plus
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From: Avikinglady@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Re:All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, October 30, 2014 12:42:03 PM


 
To: AAF
 
We live approximately 1/4 mile east of the tracks in Stuart off Cove Road.  We experience the noise and
 vibrations from the current rail operation.  While not enjoyable, the frequency of operation and the
 operating speed of current trains are livable.  However, with AAF, the frequency and speed make AAF a
 terrible combination that will badly affect our lifestyle, property values, health and, most importantly, our
 safety.
 
There is zero benefit to the Treasure Coast from AAF.  All one has to do is follow the trains now speeding
 through these areas (and there are 78 crossings) .  It would be devastating to the Treasure Coast.  If you
 want to build something worth your effort and money, move the project to follow alongside I-95/Florida
 Turnpike and make it a two way, electric driver operation with more stops to service all areas. Also, why
 stop at Orlando? You could continue up the East Coast to Boston, stopping at all major cities in between.
 The Japanese have engineered this some time ago !!
 
We will join with all area residents opposing AAF and will not stop unitl we stop AAF as it is now planned.
 
                                                  Dean and Caren Rasmussen
                                                  4920 SE Hanson Circle
                                                  Stuart, FL 34997
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From: Lonie Layman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fw: LETTER
Date: Friday, November 28, 2014 1:27:26 PM
Attachments: Form AAF Letter.docx


 
DATE: _11-28-2014____________
TO: John.Winkle@DOT.gov and AAF_comments@vhb.com
 (AAF_comments@vhb.com)
FROM: Lonie Layman,  email address loniej@bellsouth.net
Mailing address 835 Sapodilla Dr. Barefoot Bay, Fl. 32975
 
Dear Sir:
 
I am writing with concerns about the All Aboard Florida (AAF) passenger rail
 project and the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) they have
 forwarded to the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) for review and
 comment.
 
The DEIS repeatedly refers to the impacts of adding 32 high speed trains as
 “will be mitigated.” No remedies are discussed for important issues like
 noise, vibration, air quality, construction staging or the impact more freight
 and 32 passenger trains will have on our natural habitats and wildlife. 
 There has been a serious attempt by AAF to fool us into accepting their
 plan with misleading facts or partial truths at area forums.  Additionally, as
 the South Florida Phase 1 segment is moving forward, many people
 believe there is nothing wecan do to resolve their concerns.  That sentiment
 has been used by AAF to limit comments and promise local officials
 concessions and/or stations “sometime in the future.” 
 
The new AAF tracks will bisect our community of mostly retired and senior
 residents. This means increased train activity could virtually cut off the east
 parts of my neighborhood from western portions. This is a serious
 impediment to the delivery of emergency services.  Neighbors will be
 separated from neighbors and access to needed community services will
 be limited by increased delays at crossing.
 
Safety at railroad crossings is also a huge concern.  Add 32 daily high
 speed trains, PLUS 16 to 20 freight trains to road crossings, that are level
 to the roadway (grade level) and we have an accident waiting to happen.   
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DATE: _____________


TO: John.Winkle@DOT.gov and AAF_comments@vhb.com (AAF_comments@vhb.com)


FROM: ____________________ your email address _____________________________________


Mailing address___________________________________________________________________





Dear Sir:





I am writing with concerns about the All Aboard Florida (AAF) passenger rail project and the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) they have forwarded to the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) for review and comment. 





The DEIS repeatedly refers to the impacts of adding 32 high speed trains as “will be mitigated.” No remedies are discussed for important issues like noise, vibration, air quality, construction staging or the impact more freight and 32 passenger trains will have on our natural habitats and wildlife.  There has been a serious attempt by AAF to fool us into accepting their plan with misleading facts or partial truths at area forums.  Additionally, as the South Florida Phase 1 segment is moving forward, many people believe there is nothing wecan do to resolve their concerns.  That sentiment has been used by AAF to limit comments and promise local officials concessions and/or stations “sometime in the future.”  





The new AAF tracks will bisect our community of mostly retired and senior residents. This means increased train activity could virtually cut off the east parts of my neighborhood from western portions. This is a serious impediment to the delivery of emergency services.  Neighbors will be separated from neighbors and access to needed community services will be limited by increased delays at crossing. 





Safety at railroad crossings is also a huge concern.  Add 32 daily high speed trains, PLUS 16 to 20 freight trains to road crossings, that are level to the roadway (grade level) and we have an accident waiting to happen.    





Also not adequately addressed is the demolition and replacement of the St. Sebastian River railroad bridge.  AAF states the bridge will remain in its right-of-way.  While the bridge may be in the right-of-way, the tracks are being moved east and at landfall will impact homes in the Little Hollywood community.  Among the issues “to be mitigated” are the impacts of bridge construction on the annual winter migration of the Florida Manatee, an endangered species. The St. Sebastian River is treated as a stand-alone issue.  No mention is made concerning its use as a watershed by the St. Johns River Management District or that the River is a tributary of – and included in - the National Indian River Lagoon Estuary, a Lagoon of national importance and in critical need of restoration.





Finally, Florida already has a passenger train that goes from Miami to Orlando and no one rides it.  It’s called Amtrak.  





I am asking the Railroad Administration to reject the flawed Draft Environmental Statement and tell All Aboard Florida to do their due diligence and provide needed facts that truly justify this proposal.  Better yet, tell them to move their trains west.  Florida voters approved an amendment to the state’s constitution in 2000 authorizing a high speed “bullet” train adjacent to Florida’s Turnpike. 





Sincerely yours,


















 
Also not adequately addressed is the demolition and replacement of the St.
 Sebastian River railroad bridge.  AAF states the bridge will remain in its
 right-of-way.  While the bridge may be in the right-of-way, the tracks are
 being moved east and at landfall will impact homes in the Little Hollywood
 community.  Among the issues “to be mitigated” are the impacts of bridge
 construction on the annual winter migration of the Florida Manatee, an
 endangered species. The St. Sebastian River is treated as a stand-alone
 issue.  No mention is made concerning its use as a watershed by the St.
 Johns River Management District or that the River is a tributary of – and
 included in - the National Indian River Lagoon Estuary, a Lagoon of
 national importance and in critical need of restoration.
 
Finally, Florida already has a passenger train that goes from Miami to
 Orlando and no one rides it.  It’s called Amtrak.  The Government has to
 subsidies this service.  I feel that the AAF train service will some how be
 put on us as tax payers to pay in the future.
 
I am asking the Railroad Administration to reject the flawed Draft
 Environmental Statement and tell All Aboard Florida to do their due
 diligence and provide needed facts that truly justify this proposal.  Better
 yet, tell them to move their trains west.  Florida voters approved an
 amendment to the state’s constitution in 2000 authorizing a high speed
 “bullet” train adjacent to Florida’s Turnpike.
 
Sincerely yours,
Lonie Layman
 
 
 








From: william clair
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all aboard florida
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 4:36:14 PM


BECAUSE ALL ABOARD FLORIDA'S SPEED THROUGH THE TREASURE COAST 
COMMUNITIES OF INDIAN RIVER COUNTY,ST.LUCIE COUNTY;MARTIN COUNTY 
WITHOUT ANY STOPS,
I FEEL A CORRIDOR FOR ALL ABOARD FLORIDA THROUGH THE TREASURE 
COAST MUST BE ON A NEW CORRIDOR SIGNIFICANTLY WEST OF 
THESE HEAVILY POPULATED AREAS!!!!!!


SINCERELY,
WILLIAM J. CLAIR, FLORIDA PERMANENT RESIDENT& HOME OWNER
OCEANSIDECLAIR@ BELLSOUTH.NET
7936 SE DOUBLE TREE DRIVE
HOBE SOUND, FLORIDA 33455
772-770-6910
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From: Rachanne Bank
To: AAF_Comments_Reply
Subject: AAF
Date: Friday, December 5, 2014 11:32:28 AM


DEAR SIR,
PLEASE RECONSIDER THIS PROPOSAL.  IT WILL GREATLY DAMAGE ALL THE 
COMMUNITIES THAT HAVE RAILROAD TRACKS RUNNING THROUGH THEM. WE 
ALL KNOW PASSENGER TRAINS DO NOT MAKE MONEY, BUT FREIGHT TRAINS 
DO.  THIS IS THE CAMELS FOOT IN THE DOOR….
WE HAVE ENOUGH TRAINS RUNNING THROUGH TOWN NOW, PLEASE DO NOT 
INCREASE THEM.
THANK YOU,
RACHANNE BANK
JOSEPH BANK
1805 SAILFISH PT. BLVD. 
STUART, FL. 34996
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From: Bobbie Deemer
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, November 20, 2014 8:54:34 AM


We worked hard to find a peaceful place to live.  Please don't let it
be destroyed by a bunch of greedy bunch of Wall Street
gorillas.  Please chose the people for once.
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From: Margaret Buchwald
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, November 5, 2014 4:41:34 PM


Please stop this endeavor!  Our quiet life will more than be disrupted.  We live less than a football field away from
 the tracks in Jupiter (A1A and Riverside Drive).  If the train is necessary, why not use the corridor towards Indian
 Town?  30 plus, high speed trains will be a disaster for our Northern Jupiter Community and Tequesta.


Margaret Buchwald
Sent from my iPad
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From: Anthony Orrico
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Reasons for Opposition to the All Aboard florida Rail Expansion
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 12:48:11 PM
Attachments: image.png


Reasons for Opposition to All Aboard Florida Rail Expansion.docx


Please see the attached document,


Dr. Anthony and Adriana Orrico
The Orrico Team FL at Loggerhead Realty
http://TheOrricoTeamFL.com
info@TheOrricoTeamFL.com
Tony 561.707.6188, Adriana 561.707.3079
Fax 561.575.0486



mailto:tony.orrico.usa@gmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

http://theorricoteamfl.com/

mailto:info@TheOrricoTeamFL.com





Reasons for Opposition to All Aboard Florida Rail Expansion





[bookmark: _GoBack]


Like many local residents and mariners, I am quite concerned about the negative


impact of AAF and the associated planned freight expansion. I understand that


AAF alone will require 32 additional closings of the Loxahatchee River railroad


bridge per day, and that there will be additional freight traffic necessitating many


long closings also. The freight closings are the worst part of the problem, given


the long length of the trains and duration of the closings. 





I see the following navigational problems:





• Impeding navigation of the river for recreational purposes


• Limitation of access to the western portion by boaters


• Limitation of access of emergency vessels for long periods of time,


   especially when the bridge is traversed by freight trains. This could result in


   deaths in cases of accidents or illness.


• Complete blockage of access if a freight train is stopped on the bridge


   because of mechanical breakdown or accident


• Excessive wear and tear on the mechanism of the bridge





I further see the following land-based problems:





· Intolerable traffic delays due to the increased frequency of railroad crossing blockage due to both AAF trains and the expected increased number of long, slower-moving freight trains


· Increased chance of train-auto collisions at crossings


· Long delays in response time for emergency vehicles, resulting in unnecessary deaths


· Decrease in property values due to the noise, danger, and congestion from the increased rail traffic


· Lower quality of life in this beautiful part of Florida.  Some of the most beautiful developments in this part of the nation will be devastated by this project.





When I moved to Jupiter in 1987 and the population was 19,000, I was appalled to find grade-level railroad crossings.  These may have been sensible when the railroad was built and the area was largely uninhabited, but I thought it was much too dangerous running through a town of 19,000.  Now, Jupiter is a bustling community of about 60,000, and the crossings are currently much more dangerous.  I find it hard to believe that a project like AAF, which will markedly increase the train traffic at these grade-level crossings, would advance as far as it already has.  This is a serious problem, and it is screaming for a solution.





And yet, the solution seems rather simple, although probably more expensive for FEC.  If the passenger and freight trains were switched to the CSX tracks in West Palm Beach by building an extension between FEC and CSX tracks, all the traffic would be moved westward to areas of lower population density and less impact and danger to the populace. 





If AAF and the freight expansion need to occur at all, this is the only acceptable solution for our local residents, and it would not eliminate the potential benefits of the project. It would merely move the rail traffic west.







From: mary anne daniels
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: mary anne daniels; ed daniels
Subject: Fw: Not All Aboard Florida
Date: Saturday, November 8, 2014 6:37:25 PM


--- On Sat, 11/8/14, mary anne daniels <daniels425@sbcglobal.net> wrote:


> From: mary anne daniels <daniels425@sbcglobal.net>
> Subject: Not All Aboard Florida
> To: "mary anne daniels" <daniels425@sbcglobal.net>
> Cc: "ed daniels" <edward-daniels@sbcglobal.net>, "mary anne daniels" <daniels425@sbcglobal.net>
> Date: Saturday, November 8, 2014, 6:31 PM
> Having just read an article in the 
> St. Lucie News Tribune entitled "Will Public Meetings Change
> All Aboard????   Are you kidding .......     these
>
> meetings are a waste of time for the poor people who made
> the effort to attend  and  think their concerns are of any
> interest to anyone involved in
>
> this project.  This is a "done, in your face, deal" and no
> one will be able to reverse the facts that are already
> established and in the works.
>
>
> Aren't we all wishing that the past planning, or lack of,
> for South Florida had included some foresight in what was
> done. Or are we just going to go
>
> forward  destroying what's left of the east coast of
> Florida by allowing something this outrageous to completely
> impact the little communities along
>
> the coast line.  Yes, it is a scenic route traveling along
> the beautiful waterways that we all love along the east
> coast- but not at the expense of
>
> destroying the tranquility and peace of so many people who
> would never envision hours and hours of trains rumbling past
> their quiet quaint
>
> towns all day.  This route passes thru some of Florida's
> most beautiful areas and will only be beneficial to  the
> southern most cities of Miami, Ft.
>
> Lauderdale and West Palm Beach.  All of us who have made
> our homes in towns north of these cities will suffer with
> noise , pollution and snarled
>
> traffic among other unwanted injustices  as  a result of
> this poorly thought out  proposal. 
>
>
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>  What are you thinking,  people!!    It is time to put
> your heads together and think this thing through -and come
> up with another plan because you
>
> only get one chance at keeping this beautiful coastline. 
> They're all taken.
>








From: Fred. Mensing
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all aboard florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:39:07 AM


The loss of AAF plans now will cost much more In 20 years   The FEC was a 2 main track railroad till passenger
 service ended in the mid 1960's and history shows 28 trains ( passenger ) a day in the winter season    People who
 move next to an airport/Railroad  are only fooling them selves expansion is sure to come   As the supply of oil is
 used up the need of train service will expand and it will be best done now not later.  Make AAF HAPPON IT WILL
 WORK.  THE NORTH EAST METROLINER WAS TO FAIL? IT DID NOT AND ALL THE ISHUES WERE
 FIXED NOISE GRADE CROSSONGS ETC
SUBMITED BY FRED. MENSING


Sent from my iPhone
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From: Cieslewski
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Reject All Aboard Florida
Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 10:13:30 AM


I strenuously object to the plan to run up to 32 passenger trains a day from Miami to
 Orlando. As a resident of Vero Beach, I already put up with several freight trains a
 day impeding my travel in town and sounding their horns at the several crossings
 near my home. The increased train traffic would seriously affect my quality of life. 


Paul Cieslewski
Vista Royale
63 Woodland Drive
Vero Beach, FL 32962



mailto:cies1338@yahoo.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: BSMcKey@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; john.winkle@dot.gov; Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov; Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil;


 David.Keys@noaa.gov; Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil; Allan.Nagy@faa.gov; James.Christian@dot.gov;
 Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov; Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov; John_Wrublik@fws.gov;
 Charles_Kelso@fws.gov; CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov; BillNelson@senate.gov;
 Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov; GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com; MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov


Subject: AAF
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:30:59 PM


All Aboard Florida, a private entity, should not be allowed to negatively impact
 the quality of life enjoyed by the residents of the Treasure Coast of Florida. 
 Martin County has strived to make our community a good place to live and has
 been very successful in those endeavors.  Now a private entity areas of Stuart,
 Port Salerno, Jensen Beach and Hobe Sound (in addition to the freight traffic
 already in existence), endangering our lives, livelihoods, the environment, our
 wildlife, and our peaceful existence.  And they expect us to pay the bill for, at
 least, continuing maintenance of crossings!
 
Since no passenger train service in this country runs a profitable operation, this
 proposed service cannot expect to do so either.  So, it is apparent this project is
 all about the other profits they plan to realize, namely development at terminal
 locations and probably increased freight traffic utilizing the added tracts.
 
Please don't allow this to happen!  The Treasure Coast of Florida and especially
 our unique Martin County should not be the unwilling victims of a big business
 scheme designed only to fill the pockets of (non-local) investors involved with
 this proposal.
 
Please,  stop this insanity!
 
Sande McKey
Stuart Resident
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From: Beverly Anderson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, November 12, 2014 1:58:48 PM


Mr. Winkle:
I have been coming to Stuart, Fl since 1978. I now spend at least 5 months here. It has only improved over these
 years
The AAF would ruin this area. It would not be safe with emergency vehicles possibly stopped at crucial times.
 Traffic would be unbearable, especially during the winter season. The boating and fishing industries, plus the
 recreational enjoyment would stop.
Please consider out west florida for the tracks.
Beverly Anderson
529 NE Planation Dr
306
Stuart, FL. 34996
772-232-6790


Sent from my iPad
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From: Cwpsmp1@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, November 5, 2014 5:28:34 PM


Supplementing our previous comments (9-14-2014), opposing "All Aboard Florida", please consider the
 following:
"As CSX tracks running further inland than FEC's on the coast are currently in "Amtrac" passenger service
 between West Palm Beach and Orlando, "AAF" should use them for a period of two years as a "Trial
 Run" to prove viability of their proposed service, before consideration of FEC's coastal route, use of
 which will severely adversely impact Treasure Coast communities."
 
Thank you very much.
Your truly,.
Sharon and Charles Phillips
5511 SW Landing Creek Dr
Palm City, FL 34990
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From: Mike Antheil
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: USCGD7DPBPublicComment@uscg.mil
Subject: Comments on DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:01:31 PM
Attachments: Letter to John Winkle re DEIS Comments 12-2-2014 ma + ABS (2).pdf


 
Hello,
 
Please find my letter and comments regarding the DEIS attached.
 
Thank you!
 
 
 


 
Mike Antheil
561.703.4345 Direct


PoliComm: Delivering a Clear Message
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       December 3, 2014 



 



 



VIA EMAIL 



 



Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 



Washington, DC 20590 



 



  Re: Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement  



 



Dear Mr. Winkle, 



 



My name is Mike Antheil. I am a partner in the PoliComm Group, which specializes in public affairs, 



advocacy, and industry business development. I have represented the energy industry, marine industry, and 



railroad industry, among others. From November 2011 through November 2013, I was the Executive Director 



of the Marine Industries Association of Palm Beach County. I am an avid boater, and have spent hundreds, if 



not thousands, of hours on the waterways of Florida. Based on my personal experience, as well as my 



professional experience, I have become very familiar with the interests of the marine industry in our state. The 



marine industry is a massive economic driver, and one of the backbones of the South Florida economy. 



I have read with interest various newspaper articles by concerned individuals and groups such as the 



“Citizens Against Rail Expansion in Florida” which have focused predominantly (if not solely) on the interests 



of the marine community. I understand these interests better than most, but I urge all interested parties to 



consider the needs of other Floridians and visitors to Florida who desperately need the transportation alternat ive 



proposed to be provided by All Aboard Florida, as well as the freight rail services currently provided by All 



Aboard Florida’s sister company, Florida East Coast Railway.  



The population of the State of Florida is growing by leaps and bounds. This growth was initially 



precipitated by Henry Flagler’s passenger and freight railroad which provided needed transportation of people 



and goods to the various communities in Florida which, in turn, connected the various Florida communities to 



each other and enabled them to flourish. Of course, in recent years, this population growth has been fueled by 



another crucial economic driver- tourism; as well as a temperate climate, an increase in focus on Florida as a 



commercial, retail and business center, and of course the marine community which avidly plies the waterways 



of our state.  



While there are certainly many positive aspects to this population boom in our state, there have been 



negatives as well. In particular, the needs of individuals to travel between the various significant commercial 



centers in our state have not been satisfied by existing transportation alternatives. One need only attempt to 



drive the clogged expressway system between Miami and Orlando in order to realize that much more needs to 



be done to facilitate the free flow of individuals between these communities and metro hubs. The high-speed 



passenger train service proposed to be provided by All Aboard Florida will clearly serve that critical need in our 



state.  



Mike Antheil 



PoliComm Group, Inc 



561.703.4345 



mike@aclearmessage.com 
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By the same token, the transportation of freight is a critical component to the needs of our community 



and yet another crucial economic driver. The Florida East Coast Railway has become synonymous with the 



movement of freight to and from our various communities. In many instances it has literally become the 



lifeblood of our business community since it transports freight from our communities to the rest of the world, 



either through connections with other railroads or to ports such as the Port Miami and the Port of Palm Beach. 



The freight railroad transports numerous commodities such as crushed rock, automobiles, bulk liquids, building 



materials, orange juice, electronics and other items Floridians consume and use every day. Critical Florida 



industries such as Cemex, Seaboard Marine and Tropicana (located in Indian River County) heavily rely on 



Florida East Coast Railway for their transportation needs.  



Regardless of these critical transportation needs, individuals within the marine industry have focused on 



the operations at three moveable bridges over the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and New Rivers. They assert that the 



marine industry is paramount in this state and, in their view, that the marine industry is entitled to the majority 



of the available access via these bridges – in other words, that these bridges must remain open for 40 minutes 



every hour in order to serve the interests of the marine community. In my view, this is where the problem lies. 



That assertion is simply not equitable, nor does it serve the needs of Floridians who demand viable 



transportation alternatives, for both passenger and freight service. A fair and equal compromise over a jointly 



shared asset is the only reasonable conclusion.  



It is my understanding that federal law requires that bridge assets over waterways, such as movable 



bridges, be equitably shared between the marine community and land transportation, such as vehicles and trains 



(The Truman - Hobbs Act). In a community such as Florida, this equitable sharing makes absolute sense, since 



both the land transportation and the marine industries are vital to our continued growth. Thus, whether the 



equities favor 30 minutes of bridge opening each hour, or 60 minutes during each two hour period, depending 



on the schedule that best meets the needs of both the rail and marine industries, an equitable sharing is entirely 



appropriate and necessary.  



Certainly, in the management of these three bridges by the railroad, the needs of the marine community 



must be met as well. The railroads must provide adequate and frequent information to boaters as to when the 



bridges will be open or closed. Predictability is vital to facilitating the smooth operations of commercial and 



recreational boaters underneath these bridges. Simply stated, they need to know when the bridges will be open 



and closed.  



All Aboard Florida has proposed to provide this predictability through real-time web and smart phone-



based information as to the bridge opening and closure time frames. Additionally, large visible signs on the 



bridges will advise boaters of the countdowns to bridge openings and closures. As boaters become used to this 



extensive information about predictable openings and closures, they will be able to better time their own access 



underneath the bridges and thereby make more efficient use of this bridge resource. That predictability, coupled 



with adequate scheduling of the passage of trains over the bridges (which All Aboard Florida and Florida East 



Coast Railway are also proposing) will enable these bridges to be shared equally.  



I know boaters habits and peculiarities (as I said I am one myself). And, I know that when we are armed 



with predictable information on the opening and closure of bridges, we can make efficient usage of these 



passages. Candidly I would agree with assertions that there are some boaters who will rush under the closing 



bridge, and thereby trip a safety mechanism which causes the bridge to reopen, thereby upsetting everybody’s 



schedule, but I believe that most boaters are responsible and view safety as paramount. I believe that if boaters 



and captains know when the bridges are open and closed we can responsibly share these three bridges equally 
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with the railroad. Yachts, ships and other vessels come from all over the world to visit South Florida for repair 



or brokerage and typically stay for weeks and months at a time. It is perfectly reasonable that these well 



seasoned captains can calculate an additional 30 minutes in their travel plans. 



As a final point, as some commentators have noted, these bridges are old. The mechanical equipment 



which renders the bridges operable for openings and closings could certainly use upgrading and updating. 



Again, All Aboard Florida proposes to do just that – upgrade the mechanicals on each of these three bridges 



which will substantially reduce the individual closure times at each bridge. I think this is another important step 



to facilitating the equal sharing of the bridges by the railroads and the marine community, and I encourage All 



Aboard Florida to complete this upgrading process as soon as possible. 



 



Very truly yours, 



 



Mike Antheil 



 



 



cc: Seventh Coast Guard District Bridge Branch (via email)  



Docket number USCG – 2014 – 0937 Public Hearing  



 



 













From: Sharon Kenny
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fw: Please Say NO to All Aboard Florida"s high-speed rail ! ! !
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 12:56:24 PM


--- On Mon, 4/28/14, Sharon Kenny <kensha818@yahoo.com> wrote:


> From: Sharon Kenny <kensha818@yahoo.com>
> Subject: Please Say NO to All Aboard Florida's high-speed rail ! ! !
> To: "Federal Railroad Administration" <frapa@dot.gov>
> Date: Monday, April 28, 2014, 1:20 PM
> TO:  The Federal Railroad
> Administration
>          Public Affairs
> Office
>
>
> Greetings:
>
> We live in Stuart, Florida, a small town on the Atlantic
> coast 100 miles north of Miami,
> and 100 miles southeast of Orlando.  This series of
> small towns which is called the
> Treasure Coast would be adversely affected in a very major
> way should this high-speed
> rail come through our coastal communities. 
>
> Between the noise, the traffic congestion at the crossings,
> the inability of emergency vehicles
> to get to their destinations - - the small town atmosphere
> would be ruined.
> We depend on tourism for a healthy economy in Florida, and
> the invasion of these trains
> on the antiquated tracks would repel our visitors.  The
> marine industry would be affected
> due to the railroad bridge having to be raised and lowered
> across a major pathway
> on the St. Lucie River.
>
> It seems that the only people who would benefit from this
> train are the investors,
> the legislators, and the possible casino industry that is
> trying to be pushed through
> in Miami.
>
> If "quiet zones" are created to contain these trains as they
> zoom through 32 times each day,
> our small streets are going to feel like the urban I-95
> interstate with 20 foot walls,
> as though the train is in a tunnel!!!
>
> These Florida East Coast tracks also go through preserved
> land and at least one State Park.
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> What would happen to the wildlife and their migratory routes
> as they seek food and mates???
>
> Please take into account the many people who really care
> about our quality of life.
> and say NO to these investors who only care about how much
> money they can make.
>
> Sincerely,
> Sharon Kenny Esposito
>
> If the train cannot be stopped from being built, there are
> CSX tracks that go through the middle of the state to Orlando.
Perhaps the AAF people could be persuaded with financial contributions
to switch their plans from West Palm Beach to Orlando.
Please help us to preserve our quality of life
and not ruin a big stretch of the Atlantic Coast communities in Florida!!!
>
>
>
>








From: Paul W Floyd Jr
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all aboard florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 12:39:22 PM


 I  have seen no info as to why this line is needed ?  how it will be paid for ?   Cant
 imagine that many people in Miami wishing to go to Orlando on numerous trains
 daily--   my home town of Jupiter fl   will be tied up numerous time daily,  cutting the
 hospital off from the eastern part of the town  while  rescuers wait for empty trains to
 pass.   That makes a lot of sense!!   Who dreams up these absurd idea's.   It will be
 another Washington money pit as is most of what Washington does!    Some fat cat
 campaign supporter will pocket millions  and we get stuck with the
 mess!!!!!!!!!!!!!               Thank you Washington DC
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From: Ershow, Corey
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Rep. Patrick Murphy Official Comments on EIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:51:55 AM
Attachments: EIS Public Comment Letter Final.pdf


Dear Mr. Winkle,
 
On behalf of Rep. Patrick Murphy, please find attached his official comments on the AAF EIS. Please
 let me know if you need anything else.
 
Sincerely,
 
Corey A. Ershow
Transportation Counsel
Congressman Patrick E. Murphy (FL-18)
Corey.Ershow@mail.house.gov
202-225-3026
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From: Ned Arnold
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:59:14 PM


Please respect the sanctity of my home by not pursuing AAF.


The noise is currently more than enough to encroach on the tranquility of my and my wife's quality of life. The
 proposed increase will be beyond acceptable.


Edward Arnold
236 Poinciana Dr.
Jupiter, FL 33458


Sent from my iPad
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From: Gerrie Roberts
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2014 8:13:14 PM


I would like to comment on the proposal to run high-speed trains daily from Orlando to
 Miami.
 
This process would be very disruptive to the towns along the route from Orlando to Miami. In
 addition, the tracks would have to be upgraded to be able to service the high-speed
 trains.Residents in the towns would be subjected to the noise and disruption without having
 any benefit from the trains.
 
At the very least the trains should stop at many towns along the route to allow residents from
 towns beside Orlando and Miami to have access to the trains.
 
If this is not possible, then I think that the railroad should be relocated to the middle of the
 state so as not to impact so many FL residents.
 
If neither of my proposals can be acted upon,  then idea of high-speed trains should be
 abandoned entirely.
 
Geraldine Roberts
38 Plantation Dr, #205
Vero Beach, FL 32966
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From: mandolinda@bellsouth.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, November 6, 2014 5:52:40 PM


FREE Animations for your email Click Here!


I am AGAINST All Aboard Florida!!!  It will spell the end of our quaint way of life on
 the Treasure Coast.  32 high speed trains and up to 20 freight trains...are they
 smoking something?  We would be impacted by at least 3 trains per hour!  Traffic,
 noise, pollution, danger to wild life and human life all unacceptable. 
1.     Traffic....with up to 3 trains per hour the gates would be going down every 20
 minutes.  How long are the trains?  Roads would be impassible for how long each
 time?
Downtown areas would be heavily impacted, Ft. Pierce, Stuart, Jensen Beach, Hobe
 Sound, etc.  High speed trains through a down town area is an accident waiting to
 happen.
Perhaps they should be made to build an overpass for each and every crossing!, or
 run new tracks out west through the cattle ranches where it would impact next to
 nothing.  Or use the alternative corridor along the Fla turnpike and I95.
2.      Economic Impact....again downtown areas where we have worked hard to
 build up a "town" atmosphere, with restaurants, theaters, shops, etc., could be
 ruined by 2 or 3 these high speed trains roaring through town every hour.  Where is
 the peace and tranquility of outside dining going to be after THAT?  Here we go
 again with Downtown areas turning back into blighted areas with no business!
         Crossing maintenance, as it is now, the counties, cities would be responsible
 for the maintenance of crossings...this would have to change.  AAF would have to
 bear this cost and maintenance.
3.       Environmental Impact .....AAF will adversely affect noise, vibration, water
 resources, wetlands, floodplains, wild life and human life, and endangered
 speicies.  We are working hard to protect our waterways and water based way of
 life on the Treasure Coast.  This project will set us back decades! 
 
AAF as proposed cannot happen!  It must be stopped! 
 
Linda Squeo
432 NW Ferris Drive
Port Saint Lucie, Fl  34983
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From: Gary Hickman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments on EIS on All board Florida
Date: Tuesday, October 7, 2014 7:44:44 PM


I spent 28.5 years working for the Federal Government.  At one point in my career I
 was Assistant Director for Policy at the US Water Resources Council in the Executive
 Branch.  I also worked for the President's Office of Management and Budget.  I was
 instrumental in developing the US Government's Principles and Policies for the
 calculations of both economic and environmental cost/benefits (B/C) ratios
 
The assumptions about the future used to make projected economic
 benefits of All Aboard Florida are seriously flawed.   The  flaws in the assumption
 causes drastically overinflated claims of benefits vs. costs.   Continuing with this
 project will seriously impact the financial lively hood of hundreds of thousands of
 Florida citizens between Orlando and Fort Lauderdale thru higher property  taxing by
 each jurisdiction along the route of the railway.  The Federal taxpayers will also be
  adversely impacted from the Federal Government providing grants to All Aboard
 Florida under flawed assumed B/C ratio. 
 
 
Gary L. Hickman
 
cc President's Office of Management and Budget
     Senate and House Budget Committees 
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From: Marion Conley
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fw: Proposed high speed and additional freight trains going through Treasure Coast Florida
Date: Saturday, November 29, 2014 8:15:14 AM


----- Forwarded Message -----
From: Marion Conley <swampfox5645@yahoo.com>
To: "AAF_comments@vhb.com" <AAF_comments@vhb.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 10, 2014 12:14 PM
Subject: Proposed high speed and additional freight trains going through Treasure Coast Florida


It simply makes no sense that these trains need to be so close to the coast.  Has no consideration been given to
 the people who live and work here?   This will be a total disruption of our lives and could be changed if the trains
 were located west of here where there is less density.   Not to mention the damage to our local wildlife, some of
 which is Federally protected.  I have yet to meet one person who is in favor of this project.  Our concern is that
 profits will overcome any justice.
Thank you.
Marion Conley
5645-2 Marina Drive
Sebastian Florida 32958


in addition-, I recently read an article in our local paper proposing ALL tracks be relocated west and replaced with
 green space connecting towns.  What a wonderful use of the land this would be.  I feel it deserves SOME
 THOUGHT ON THE PART OF THE OWNERS.
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From: Pamela Fogt
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Reply to All Aboard Environmental Impact Study
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:34:57 PM
Attachments: ATT00001.txt


Dear Mr. Hinkle,


I hope my comments make the greatest impact on you.  I will keep emotion at a
 minimum, and be as factual as possible.  My husband and I were born and raised in
 Martin County, and have lived on the Treasure Coast our entire lives.


The two photos (at the bottom of this email) are from the back yard of our home in
 Eden, between Indian River Drive and the Savanna State Park.  The western edge
 of our half acre property is bordered to the west by the FEC tracks.  We have lived
 here 28 years, and yes, we knew the train would be our neighbor.  We learned to
 sleep through the night, we feel the vibrations to our frame home.  As you can see,
 we have structural damage to our pool deck and wall from the freight train vibrations. 
 We can only imagine what it will be like with the planned 32 All Aboard Florida daily
 trains.


But that is not the only challenge for us:  We own the property across the tracks,
 which you can see in the landscape photo.  Our only access is to walk across the
 tracks.  This could become a death defying experience in the future of AAF's plans
 really happen.


So, we ask you to deny AAF's request based on the following reasons:


1.  Key parts are missing from the AAF Environmental Impact Study.


2.  The EIS was not prepared by an impartial expert, nor did it include key elements
 that are materially important the Treasure Coast.  It neglects to list Fort Pierce and
 Stuart as "affected environments," and inaccurately characterizes St. Lucie County
 as "low density residential and undeveloped."  The consultants repeatedly ignored
 federal requirements and used erroneous information to make their case.  It is the
 railroad administration's duty to comment on the report, not the company's.  Our
 Treasure Coast residents insist on accountability in the FRA's oversight of the EIS.


3.  The EIS's wildlife assessment was conducted by an incorrect agency - the Army
 Corps of Engineers rather than the U.S. Fish and Wildlife, and is woefully
 inadequate.  It concludes "no adverse impact."  This demonstrates either inability or
 inexperience, or a conscious disregard for existing law.


4.  The boat traffic data is inconsistent with data collected by Martin County, and the
 collection methodology for the St. Lucie River Bridge was done with a model meant
 for vehicle-traffic.  This needs to be re-evaluated with the utmost of accuracy.  A local
 maritime lawyer has commented the safety issues at the single track, almost 100
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 year old St. Lucie FEC Railroad Bridge will be "dire,"  given the currents and volume
 of boats. This waterway is the vital cross state intra-coastal waterway from the Gulf
 of Mexico to the Atlantic Ocean.  Total daily train crossings would grow from 10 in
 2013 to at least 42 when AAF begins service, growing total weekday closing time
 from four hours to 9.8 hours--horrible for boat traffic, and it will turn our downtown car
 traffic to a standstill when trains come through the many Martin County crossings. 


5.  Our chances of being saved in an emergency at our home would be severely less
 if AAF is fulfilled.  We live to the east of the FEC tracks, between the Walton Road
 FEC crossing and the Martin County Line crossing. Emergency access to the nearest
 hospitals require clearance at one of these two crossings.  32 or 42 more trains a day
 will put many lives in danger. 


6.  Potential train derailments, toxic material spills and the two dramatic curves in the
 tracks north of the Roosevelt Bridge could bring immeasurable harm to our
 community.  Straight lines are needed for high speed rail.


7.  Using this existing corridor, because it is here and owned by a private company,
 does not justify a project of this magnitude.  It would have a significant, detrimental
 effect on the communities that border the FEC. 


8.  Please make AAF go west, either parallel to I-95, or use the CSX tracks. 


9.  It seems incomprehensible that this endeavor will be an economic success.  There
 is no example of a profitable endeavor like this in the US or anywhere in the world. 


10.  Last, but not least:  The character and soul of the Treasure Coast communities
 will be devastated if this happens.  People will leave.  Property values will decline. 
 My husband and I just sold a lot in Jensen Beach within a hundred feet of the FEC
 tracks.   We were once offered $200,000.  It sold for $120,000.  This is just the
 beginning, and it could only get worse.  Martin County is a coastal, estuary
 community.   The FEC cuts through the heart of our downtown, with residential areas
 bordering the entire track area.  AAF is totally incompatible with this area.  We will
 have all the pain, no gain. 


I invite you to come down and see this for yourself.  It will be shocking.  We had more
 citizens attend the EIS Public hearing in Martin County than all the meetings
 combined.   


Please see the truth, and don't be swayed by Fortress or AAF.  You would not
 tolerate this if you lived here.   


Respectfully,
Tom & Pam Fogt
12746 Refuge Lane
Jensen Beach, Florida 34957
Home:  772-229-5134
pwfogt@yahoo.com
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Sent from my iPad








From: Bobby Bilbo
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all aboard florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 4:09:39 PM


All Aboard Florida Project impacts have not been properly or fully evaluated in the


 Draft EIS, especially with respect to need for the Project, noise, safety, wildlife, and


 marine navigation. Lacking appropriate evaluation based on accurate data, impacts


 and mitigation cannot be properly identified or alternatives evaluated. The Project


 should be halted until evaluation of impacts is complete and appropriate mitigation is


 provided.


Marine navigation in the area of the Loxahatchee Bridge is of particular concern. The


 bridge currently poses significant safety concerns. Situation will be worsened by


 increased rail traffic and bridge closures. Having been a boater here for years, the


 condition of the rail bridge is particularly concerning and what will probably be heavy


 and sustained repairs and construction will negatively impact not only the people on


 the water but also the tax dollars necessary. Since when could a government project


 concerning salt water, wildlife, railroads and many more variables even be


 considered to stay on task, schedule and even close to on budget? Many more


 factors need to be studied before the life of thousands is so negatively impacted.


Thank you,


Bobby Bilbo
direct: 561-460-6956
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From: ray coffey
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 12:15:20 AM


This service is not needed. It will solve nothing.  Amtrac should be an example.  Build roads from
 east to west in central Florida. The public does not want AAF, and will not support it!
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From: hicksjessica
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, November 14, 2014 10:00:19 AM


Dear Mr. Winkle,


   I will be brief. All Aboard Florida is a stupid idea.


Jessica Hicks
Port St Lucie, FL


Sent on a Sprint Samsung Galaxy S® 5
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From: Alan Grunfeld
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 9:17:09 AM


To whom this may concern:


I live in Stuart, FL.  If 32 trains a day are going to pass through here, they must stop here and provide service to
 Maritn County.


My vote is either to have NO trains pass through Stuart or have them stop here to provide transportations services to
 the
residents.


Sincerely,


Alan Grunfeld
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From: Amelia Grant
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments on EIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:33:52 AM


Dear Sir/Madam,


I have reviewed your study and find it underwhelming.  I live near the tracks in
 Jensen Beach and note a few items I disagree with that I believe need
further study or revision.


1.  The plan drawing seems to indicate an 110 mph design speed on the track north
 of Jensen Beach Blvd through the St. Lucie County line. This area is entirely
 residential and the track bisects an existing mobile home park. I believe the speed
 is too high to be safe.


2.  The noise/vibration study by my personal experience is off by 50% (as in the
 area shown on the aerial photograph under represents the impact of the noise and
 vibration by 50%). My house is already vibrating and we don't have nearly the train
 traffic proposed.


3.  It does not appear that adequate study has been done on the impact on the rare
 and endangered plant life in and around the Savannas State Preserve State Park.
 There are 19 Threatened and 23 Endangered Plant Species in St. Lucie County
 alone.


Amelia Grant Davis
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From: Joseph Leinbach
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fwd: AAF COMMENTS SUPPLEMENT
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 11:14:26 AM


This is a supplement to the comments I sent to you Nov. 30, 2014. 


I understand that the Central Florida Expressway Authority signed a lease with AAF to allow
 AAF to run high speed passenger service alongside the Beachline Expressway .  However
 several parcels of land that are necessary for rail tracks are not owned by the authority.  Since
 negotiations are underway for alternatives, the EIS WAS INCOMPLETE on a major part of
 the proposal.  Obviously if the railway connection from Cocoa to Orlando is not complete, it
 would be impossible to run AAF service.  An amendment to the DEIS is necessary with a 90
 day review period for comment.  


Passenger service is currently available twice a day from Orlando to Miami in both directions.
  I understand that there in not high usage of the current service.  Bus service is also available
 at $35 per trip.  If the FRA thinks that there is demand for more passenger service on this
 route,  expansion and improvement of the existing services is the better option.  The route is
 shorter and the cost would be far less than the $2.3 billion that AAF has proposed. The DEIS
 did not properly consider this alternative.  


Thank you.  


Joseph Leinbach 


Sent from my iPad
Joe


Begin forwarded message:


From: Joseph Leinbach <joeleinbach5@gmail.com>
Date: November 30, 2014 at 12:13:01 PM EST
To: John Winkle <AAF_COMMENTS@vhb.com>
Subject: AAF COMMENTS


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration 
Washington , D.C. 
I am a homeowner in Stuart for over 17 years and a boat owner for most of those
 years.  I have nothing against passenger trains, and for 40 years commuted on the
 LIRR, Jersey Central RR and NYC subways.  High speed passenger rail can be a
 very worthwhile venture in some areas.  Miami to Orlando using FEC tracks is
 not a viable plan.  AAF plans are a complete fiasco.  The EIS is a sham, done by
 consultants and paid for by AAF.  The 522 pages are filled with half truths,
 inaccurate statements and lacks transparency.  The economic effect on Stuart and
 most Treasure Coast communities would be disastrous to their way of life and
 future growth.  
Listen to the voting public. Over 38,000 people have signed a petition against
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 AAF,  requesting that any high speed rail to Orlando be placed WEST OF THE
 LAKE.  More than 30 county and municipal governments have passed
 resolutions opposing AAF and sent them to the FRA.  There have been several
 rallies against AAF.  
I realize that the FRA IS PROMOTING AAF, as there has been no serious
 consideration of other routes other than FEC.  After three years of planning by
 Fortress Investment Group, the public is excluded from reviewing basic
 information such as fares, financial projections, construction details and ability to
 pay back a $1.8 billion loan .  It probably is ALL ABOUT FREIGHT and a way
 to develop real estate for Fortress Investment Group. Like the the Treasure Coast
 governments of Martin, St. Lucie and Indian River Counties and Vero Beach and
 Stuart I am requesting an amended DIES to CORRECT FACTUAL ERRORS
 and provide FULL CONSTRUCTION PLANS for all track as well as GRADE
 CROSSINGS. 
The train bridge over the St. Lucie River takes about 20 minutes to open and close
 and there are no plans to change this single track.  Under Coast Guard rules
 maritime traffic has priority over rail crossings.  AAF has not shown how they
 can meet a three hour schedule from Miami to Orlando 32 times a day and handle
 freight trains on that SINGLE track section.  
There are over 300 grade crossings along the proposed route.  110 MPH trains are
 a serious safety issue in all the communities.  In addition Fire, Police and
 Ambulances will be delayed at many crossings, putting human life at risk.  In the
 NE corridor there are tunnels or overpasses at almost all crossings for safety.  
Finally, AAF has stated that it is a private business and is seeking private
 financing.  However it has not withdrawn its application to receive$1.8 billion
 from the Federal government.  It is clearly a HIGH RISK investment, as the
 recent sale of junk bonds by AAF had a 12% interest rate.  
The FRA should NOT APPROVE the Draft EIS and either (1) cancel the absurd
 project or (2) require an amended EIS be submitted followed by a 90 day period
 for public comments.  
Joseph Leinbach 
6940 SE Winged Foot Dr
Stuart FL 34997
772-283-8344
Sent from my iPad
Joe








From: Rick Brown
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Representation Please for People Affected
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 6:56:19 AM


Far too many negative impacts as proposed. Make them build tracks along I-95 corridor, if at all. Chaos because of
 greed and discern for residents and environment. Please do not allow this. What if it was you?
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From: Cathi Odom
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all aboard florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:18:15 PM


I am ABSOLUTELY against the "passenger" train. I am sure that All Board Florida (FEC)
 already knows it will be a boondoogle. No one is going to use it to go from Miami to Orlando.
 But, the tracks & infrastructure will all be in place to carry freight. At TAXPAYER expense!
 The only jobs it will create will be to build the depots that will within no time at all be
 obsolete. As the tracks cross major roadways, it will cause many traffic problems. Law
 enforcement, medical, etc. will be stopped while far too many trains are passing. The noise
 will be unbearable, and, I'm guessing with as many trains as they say will be traveling
 through, never ending. Homes which have already lost value due to the horrible economy,
 will continue to lose value.


Cathi Odom
6009 Tangelo Dr
Ft. Pierce, FL 34982
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From: Tom McDonald
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Thursday, October 23, 2014 1:50:05 PM
Attachments: AAF Support Letter.CTA.PDF


 
 
Thomas M. McDonald, President
CRAVEN THOMPSON
& ASSOCIATES, INC.
3563 NW 53rd Street
Fort Lauderdale, FL  33309
Phone:  (954) 739-6400
Fax:  (954) 739-6409
Cell:  (954) 296-3999
email: tmcdonald@craventhompson.com
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From: Barb
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, November 14, 2014 1:47:17 PM


Dear Mr Winkle -


My husband and I have lived in Vero Beach since 1979.  It is a quiet, unassuming beach town with active residents
 who have created an exceptional community.  Understandably, we are all concerned about All Aboard Florida and
 the 34 trains racing through our community each day.  We are also concerned about the addition of several more
 freight trips each day.  The impact will be devastating on all of our sister communities up and down our beautiful
 Treasure Coast.  Without any stops planned for anywhere north of Palm Beach, the rail service is of no value to the
 hundreds of thousands of residents being bypassed by these high speed trains.


Which begs the question:  Why is the train, that ostensibly is to provide high-speed service between Miami and the
 Orlando Airport, going up the coast when Orlando is in the middle of the State?


I understand that FEC already owns the coastal railroad tracks.  But they must "lease" the right-of-way down SR528
 (The Beachline) from Cocoa Beach to the Orlando Airport.  If time is of the essence for moving people as
 expeditiously as possible between Miami and Orlando, why don't they lease a right-of-way up the Florida Turnpike,
 beginning just past their last stop of West Palm Beach?  That is a more direct route, and it interferes with very few
 populated areas....


Or could it be that All Aboard Florida is designed to fail?  There will be double tracking all the way up the coast as a
 result of, potentially, a taxpayer guaranteed "government" loan, that would be perfect for the expansion of freight
 service.  With the widening of the Panama Canal, and the upgrades to the Port of Miami, the case MUST be made
 that this project is not really about transporting people, but rather, about increasing freight traffic - at the expense of
 the Public.


I appreciate the opportunity to add my comments to the Public record regarding All Aboard Florida's petition for
 approval.


Thank you.
Sincerely,
Barbara Drndak
406 33rd Ave SW
Vero Beach, FL  32968
772-538-0255
barb@drndak.com
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From: sandyinthesun@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 9:53:22 AM


I spent threes hours doing chores locally yesterday here in Sebastian, Florida.  During
 this time, I stopped for several minutes at railroad crossings twice!  All the grocery
 stores, pharmacies and general merchandise stores are on the other side of the
 tracks.
 
All Aboard Florida would disrupt every day life, destroy local businesses and create
 an environmental danger to everyone in Indian River County.
 
Do not allow this !  It is not a boon to local people.  It is meant for the monetary
 success of others!
 
Sandra R. Flockhart
141 Joy Haven Drive
Sebastian, Florida  32958
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From: My Mail
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments on Federal Railroad Administration"s draft environmental impact statement
Date: Thursday, December 4, 2014 10:31:53 AM


To whom it may concern:


I believe my comments have missed the 75-day comment period however I travel extensively for my work which
 takes me away from my Stuart home base for long periods of time. I, like many of my Stuart neighbors who are
 part-time residents during the winter months, find the 90-day comment period suggested by Governor Rick Scott
 more reasonable and accommodating. This is particularly true when considering that many of my neighbors do not
 arrive in Florida for the winter season until after the New Year. Despite that lack of consideration for the comment
 period I respectfully submit the following comments to the draft environmental impact statement.


* The public comment period should be increased to 90-days in order to be complete and comprehensive in terms of
 accurately and objectively collecting comments from impacted residents BOTH full-time and part-time residents.
 Failure to increase the comment period to 90-days is a failure to completely capture public comment.


* I question the subject matter expertise of the authors of the study. Many, if not all, are not residents of the
 impacted area and therefore cannot objectively measure and quantify the all of the appropriate potential impacts of
 the All Aboard Florida proposal. I, therefore, dispute the scope and accuracy of the study. It has not been
 thoroughly vetted, is incomplete, and is in many cases inaccurate in both the quantifiable aspects of the report not to
 mention the immeasurable ways the All Aboard Florida proposal will negatively impact the Treasure Coast and
 Stuart, FL in general. For example, how can public sentiment be measured in terms of potential visitors considering
 Stuart, FL and the Treasure Coast as a vacation destination. Today those sentiments most likely include positive and
 thoughts and images of quaint shops, relaxing vistas, and enjoyable days on the water boating, fishing, and sight
 seeing. If the All Aboard Florida proposal is accepted then future sentiments of visitors must then include
 consideration of how dozens and dozens of high speed trains speeding through the area could impact their vacation
 plans.  Visitors will have to consider whether the trains will impact their personal safety in terms of the high speed
 crossings and ability to reach care facilities in times of emergency, their stress level and ability to relax on vacation
 versus fighting traffic snarls caused by multiple high speed crossing per day, their ability to enjoy time on the
 waterways versus waiting for train bridge crossings, noise, pollution, etc, etc.  the list goes on and on and the
 potential to impact incoming tourist dollars cannot possibly be accurately defined, predicted, or understood. My
 opinion is the study has not accurately quantified the potential negative impact the trains will have on local tourism
 and general visitor sentiment. The impact of the proposal  will be devastating to tourism in the area therefore should
 not be accepted.


* I dispute the finding of the impacts on boaters utilizing the waterway crossing under the Stuart railroad bridge. The
 study only considered marina slips and private docks and failed to consider the substantial impact on potential
 watercraft using the Okeechobee waterway or to quantify the number of vessels who will no longer use the passage
 due to negative impact cause by the continuous railroad crossings. In addition the study failed to consider the
 substantial impact on boats launched on the numerous boat ramps that service the impacted area. The study findings
 in this area is therefore grossly incomplete and inaccurate.


* I dispute the findings of impact on public safety considering that emergency vehicles will undoubtedly encounter
 delays at railroad crossings. However the study fails to address and quantify residual traffic jams caused by the
 interrupted flow of normal traffic patterns. For example multiple train crossings during times of peak traffic may
 only close a roadway for a handful of minutes at a time but may cause traffic jams and slow downs lasting several
 minutes or hours as normal flows are recovered (which may never happen due to the cumulative effect of
 continuous subsequent crossings).  The study does not consider or accurately quantify that cumulative effect and
 cannot be accepted.


* In particular I dispute the impact on the crossing in front of the Harborage Condominium complex in Stuart, FL.
 The study does not consider total potential impact on residents of the complex entering and exiting the complex as
 well as impact to their public safety caused by delays in emergency vehicles accessing the development. In addition
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 the study fails to considers additional traffic caused by visitors to the complex--people visiting residents, going to
 the multiple businesses in the complex, and also the marina slips. The study is incomplete and grossly inaccurate in
 terms of the volume of potential traffic impact at that crossing and critical, negative impact the multiple crossings
 will create on residents and visitors alike.


* I dispute the benefits to the public and the environment predicted in the proposal--ridership estimates are too high,
 pollution impact is inaccurate as additional pollution caused by the vehicles waiting at crossings is inaccurate. In
 addition, the pollution caused by the residual traffic jams mentioned above were not accurately quantified and
 included in the study. I contend that once accurately quantified the overall environmental impact will be
 overwhelmingly negative on the area and therefore should not be accepted.


* Impact of the cities of Stuart and Jensen Beach are inaccurate in terms of economic impact, environmental impact,
 and quality of life for residents. All railroad crossing impact data for all crossings in those cities are understated as
 defined in the study and should not be accepted.


Thank you,
Scott Wells
Stuart, FL
440 530-0373


CC: Governor Rick Scott








From: Dee deWaal
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fwd: AAF
Date: Monday, October 20, 2014 3:03:26 PM


 I have again & again called Rick Scott's office, can't speak to anyone- tried to leave a
 voice mail- no go-tried over and over again to Email - no go. I want him to know I will
 not vote for him and will encourage everyone I can to do same unless he speaks up
 and says he will do everything he can to stop AAF..
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From: Sheryl
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Reroute AAF!
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:34:52 PM


We strongly urge you to consider the Turnpike or I95 corridors for All Aboard Florida. Our communities are
 anxious and angry with the proposal to run 32 trips through our cities and towns.


It is understood that this is a business, and profit is the name of the game. However, there are these other viable
 alternatives open to you. Whether it's passenger or freight, it's time to relocate the railway system to the fairly rural,
 middle part of our state.


Perhaps it will take more planning and money on your part, but there would be virtually no opposition to that
 location, saving you time and frustration.


We are not against the railroad. We are against the manner in which this has been thrust upon us, with no
 consideration.


Look at the Turnpike/I95 options!


Sheryl Creekmore
Grand Harbor
Indian River County


Sheryl's iPhone
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From: Holly Rosvik
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all aboard florida
Date: Wednesday, October 8, 2014 4:08:30 PM


Dear John Winkle,


I am writing you to request that you request you utilize all of your efforts to stop the train
 project from Miami northward. The new rails and Miami's plan to become a deep water port
 will most likely increase freight train passage. Costs for mitigating the noise, safety issues and
 the devaluation of our property have not been resolved in Vero Beach's favor.


I am currently a resident at Vista Royal, a senior community of 1512 condos in Indian
 River County, bordering Route 1 and the current railroad tracks. We are
 overwhelmingly against the All Aboard Florida proposal to add tracks allowing up to
 32 passenger trains a day, travelling at high speeds, very close to our community.
 There are presently 3 railroad crossings (Oslo Road, 1stStreet and 4th Street) that will
 be directly affected by the planned tracks and trains, limiting our access to
 emergency services, shopping and daily travel throughout Indian River County, as
 well as the safety issues associated with the additional trains.


As a resident of Vista Royale I am recognize the need for the development of industry.
 As seniors we must be concerned with our safety first. Decreased ability for safety
 vehicles to enter our community is of great concern. The addition of trains and noise
 associated with them will also add noise to our many outdoor activities we currently
 enjoy. We are also concerned that Vista Royale’s properties will decline in value
 because of the diminished access to our community and the increased noise
 generated by the high speed trains.


Please do not allow the All Aboard Florida proposal to pass. 
Sincerely,


Phyllis H. Johansen


50 Woodland Drive
Vero Beach, Florida
Are you a good person?
Click here to find out!
www.livingwaters.com/good
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From: Kevin O"Halloran
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Tuesday, November 18, 2014 9:46:03 PM


        I would just like to say I support AAF but I would like the state to consider developing the big picture. Florida
 should not only support the project as is but also expansion to other parts of the state like Jacksonville and Tampa.
 Florida needs a world class transit system and this project will not work in a vacuum so we should support transit
 oriented development and projects that help reign in the excessive car culture we have in this state. Bike lanes,
 multi-use development, and regional transit expansion that connect to AAF should all be supported in order for our
 state be be successful, sustainable and respected. Please just look at the big picture and don’t hope this will be a one
 and done solution. Also keeping fares low with a possible public/private partnership would be helpful for everyone.
 Thank you for your time
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From: Jane M Israel
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Saturday, November 15, 2014 5:16:21 PM
Attachments: Railroad.docx


Please see attached 



mailto:janemisrael@aol.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment



						Mrs. Jane Israel


						4508 SE Peachwood Ter.


						Stuart, Florida 34997


						November 6, 2014





AAF-comments@vhb.com





Dear Sir:


	


	Regarding the proposed “All Aboard Florida”, I feel that it’s not just a case of NIMBY (Not In My Back Yard).  It’s more like NRTTMOMH (Not Right Through The Middle Of My House).





	My husband and I moved here over nine years ago and we love the whole atmosphere of Stuart and the Treasure Coast.  The waterways, the slow-growth efforts, the historical aspect and the people who live here are all part of what makes the area so unique.  Even the current trains provide some degree of nostalgia.  But 23 additional trains at higher speed would be an abomination.  Just think of the safety hazards, emergency response delays and the noise.  The tracks, as they are now, run right through towns dividing east from west.  The beautiful rivers and waterways (we’ve worked so hard to maintain) that provide pleasure trips and livelihoods for residents here would be completely destroyed.  People would not be so quick to relocate or even vacation on the Treasure Coast and the local economy would suffer greatly.  The trains ADD NOTHING GOOD to Martin County and other communities on the Treasure Coast.





	The railroad needs to be relocated to the west a few miles.  There the economy is based on farms not tourism.  It may cost more money  -  but maybe not.  Do we really know?  As an alternative, the entire Treasure Coast could be elevated, but that may cost even more.





	Notice that I have not mentioned possible future additional freight trains and the Miami shipyard improvements and the Panama Canal widening.  It’s plain to everyone that All Aboard Florida is a foot in the door towards the more profitable freight activity.





	Please don’t ruin our quality of life on the Treasure Coast.  We cannot build All Aboard Florida as it is presently proposed!





[bookmark: _GoBack]						Signed:





						Mrs. Jane Israel


						(772 283-5181)	










From: Ann Golden
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 10:58:18 AM


Please know that the proposed train which would run through many small towns at incredible speeds would
 influence the way of life that we have come to know and love in a very negative way.  Many people in Vero Beach
 live on the west side of the railroad tracks, and most importantly, the hospital is on the east side of the tracks.  Any
 emergency vehicles would be impeded both in getting to critical situations and then returning to the hospital.  Life
 and death situations would be delayed just so  trains could pass through our little town going at incredible speeds. 
 It would afford us nothing but delays and life threatening situations.  Why should we face this so that people from
 Miami, Fort Lauderdale and West Palm Beach could be whipped to Orlando instead of either driving themselves or
 flying?  They have chosen to live where they do, and we have chosen to live where we have.  Maybe we should be
 granted the opportunity to continue our existence in the way it was originally planned!  Perhaps law suits will
 follow deaths from delays due to this idiocy.


Most sincerely,


Ann M. Golden
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From: Dennis Cardriche
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments on Rail Plan
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:37:11 AM


Hello All Aboard Florida,


My name is Dennis Cardriche and I've lived in Vero Beach since late 2009.  I love the tranquil atmosphere and beauty that this city
 provides.  After weighing the pros and cons of this rail project, I see no tangible benefit.  In fact, it will be outright harmful.  Outside of
 routinely delaying my commute to work and the rhythmic crooning of rolling freight, the project poses a direct risk to the local
 population.  I am an Emergency Medicine physician and, speaking from experience, the time it takes for EMS to respond to patients in
 dire straights and transport them to me in the emergency room is critical to whether I'm saving their lives or breaking the bad news to
 their families. Why delay my patients and paramedics with trains that could be rolling out west in underpopulated areas?  I suspect All
 Aboard Florida considers it cheaper to do so.  Greed is never a good thing, especially when it's barreling through your community over
 thirty times a day.  I speak for the tranquility and public health of my community in advocating for the new rail service to be routed
 elsewhere.  


                                                                                                                                                                                                                        
 - Dr Dennis Cardriche, MD  917-400-2094
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From: verobob2@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fwd: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:46:23 AM


From: "BOB" <verobob2@comcast.net>
To: "BOB" <verobob2@comcast.net>
Sent: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 11:16:07 AM
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA


ATTN -Mr  John  Winkle,
                                       
As a long time resident of Vero Beach with an extensive background as a railroad
 engineer, I know the current route for "All Abroad Florida" will have a devasting effect
 on 10's of thousands of residents  who live along its proposed route.  The unintended
 consequences of this project are presently well defined, but seem to be ignored with
 the mantra being FULL SPEED AHEAD! 
 
This travesty against the people of the State of  Florida can be corrected by rerouting
 the project to the west of the Interstate and toll road thru central Florida.  I trust that a
 new track system with concrete sleepers will be required regardless of which route is
 selected.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Radwill
 
 
 
 
 
 
f
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From: Ed Werner
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Reroute All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:26:57 AM


If there are to be no stops in Jupiter, Stuart, Fort Pierce and Vero Beach, the trains
 should be routed west from West Palm Beach to express tracks to be laid
 appropriate to high speed trains. The entire concept is ill-conceived and does not
 serve the actual residents whom it will inconvenience on a regular basis, let alone
 endanger at the crossings. I would like to take a train to Miami or Orlando, but if I
 have to drive an hour to get to a station, I might just as well drive the rest of the way.
 This could have been a good thing for Florida if done the right way.
Edward K. Werner
11410 164th Ct. N.
Jupiter, FL 33478-6114
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From: JOANWOODHOUSE@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all aboard florida.
Date: Tuesday, September 23, 2014 9:14:56 PM


As a resident of this town,please do not let AAF  come through Vero Beach. It is terrible use of tax dollars
 and will only diminish the property values in Vero Beach, as the many trains speed thru this area and in
 doing so, disrupt it's commerce and safety. There is no advantage for AAF in this town and only
 disadvantages. Thank you. Joan Woodhouse.
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From: Gloria Spiess
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 9:05:34 AM


I do not want AAF and neither do the other residents of Vero Beach. There is no need to discuss improving RR
 crossings, train tracks or how fast the trains will move.  We do not want fast trains plowing through our community
 and disrupting traffic and increasing noise.
Forget it.  We do not want the fast trains and extra freight.
Gloria Spiess


Sent from my iPad
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From: Patrick & Lois
To: Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov; CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov; Bill@BillNelson.senate.gov; 


GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com; AAF_Comments@vhb.com; Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil; David R Thompson 
Major; Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil; Allan.Nagy@faa.gov; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Gavin.James@epa.gov; 
Mueller.heinz@epa.gov; John_wrublik@fws.gov; Charles_Kelso@fws.gov; James.Christian@dot.gov


Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, November 16, 2014 1:43:09 AM


5700 NE Island Cove Way, #4405
Stuart, Florida 34996


The St. Lucie River is not just another Florida river.  It stands apart from the New River, the 
Loxahatchee River and the Miami River because it is not merely a vessel thoroughfare through 
some county roads…..it’s the only way for vessels to transit from the Gulf of Mexico to the 
Atlantic Ocean without going south around the Florida Keys.   All Aboard Florida’s plans for 32 
high speed transits a day over the “100 year old” Railroad Trestle Bridge across the St. Lucie 
River (isn’t that a HUGE safety issue?).   In its closed position, the trestle will not only cause 
major delays for boats passing under it, but will adversely impact the automobile traffic traveling 
on NE Dixie Highway.
 
All Aboard Florida also means that these 32 trains will travel through downtowns and 
neighborhoods at more than100 miles per hour and thus will have enormous negative impacts on 
safety concerns such as delays of emergency vehicles and at RR crossings at intersections (both 
people and cars).  Economic concerns include tourism, real estate values, as well as the 
Taxpayers responsibility to pay for crossing improvements, road improvements, operation and 
maintenance.


It has been proven time and time again that Americans do not want to travel by train.  Personally, 
we think that All Aboard Florida is a scam that is headed for failure a (at the Federal Government’s
 expense) to accommodate the additional number of freight trains that will be traveling through 
small towns once the newer Panama Canal is completed.


All Aboard Florida poses the greatest threat to the quality of life, health and safety of the residents
 of Martin County as well as to the other towns and cities in its path.  If you feel that All Aboard 
will succeed, we URGE you to please consider moving the railroad tracks further west of Route 
95.  
  
            Thank you for listening,


  Patrick F. Farley & Lois J. Farley
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From: Teresa Kinsey
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 6:57:16 PM


To whom it may concern:


I am among many residents of Stuart who thinks it is a terrible idea to have this many trains going through
 residential areas. The traffic back up alone is frightening to think of. Please reconsider this plan and look at it from
 a resident's point of view. Moving away from the trains may be the option we choose if this plan persists. Who wins
 then?


Sincerely hoping you reconsider,


Teresa Kinsey


Sent from my iPad
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From: Gale Baker
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments on the AAF EIS
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2014 4:56:03 PM
Attachments: AAF Response EIS .docx


Dear Mr. Winkle,
Thank you for sending the EIS information for All Aboard Florida. I attach comments in
 response to that body of documents. and also paste them below in case you do not have docx.


Comments to All Aboard Florida Environmental Impact Statement provided September 19,
 2014.


 


I noted that the EIS initially addresses South Florida with little concern for the negative impact
 of the towns and their residents along the Treasure Coast.


 


I sincerely hope that the Federal Railroad Commission will agree that this fatal so called “fete
 accompli” will devastate the Treasure Coast in such a way that it cannot recover,
 economically or physically, and that they will deny Federal funds (supported by taxpayers) to
 this privately owned company.  All Aboard Florida could be quite a boon for West Palm
 Beach and Miami as well as Orlando in the movement of freight. However, for all those
 towns in between along the coast north of WPB and south of Orlando, it imposes monumental
 human and economic cost to Treasure Coast residents and businesses; and literally decimates
 Treasure Coast towns without one iota of benefit. And – it drains taxpayer’s dollars without
 adding revenue.


 


1.     1.1-A1_2013-FONSI - Purpose and Need: AAF addresses a need to improve intercity
 transportation and decongest highways in South Florida with no reference to their
 proposed tracks from Orlando to Miami. Due diligence would have clearly resolved their
 assumption that there is a lack of rail transportation to these cities. The existing rail line
 AMTRAK from Orlando to the cities AAF wishes to service has little ridership and runs
 at a deficit.  TriRail also services the southern Florida area quite sufficiently.


a.      The EIS addresses specifically Miami, Fort Lauderdale and West Palm Beach
 connections, which are already in place with rail alternatives. It ignores the towns
 that will be negatively affected by a high speed train and increased freight traffic
 along the Treasure Coast.


b.     Many/most of the tourists who vacation in Orlando are not necessarily the same
 type of tourists with a desire to shop in West Palm Beach or hang out in South
 Beach. These folks generally are automobile travelers with several passengers
 (children) traveling together and not on separate paying tickets.


c.      AAF suggests that the construction of the project will provide jobs and improve
 the economy.  They are also likely aware that job creation for track construction is
 a transient thing and would only increase burden on infrastructure and taxpayers
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Comments to All Aboard Florida Environmental Impact Statement provided September 19, 2014.





I noted that the EIS initially addresses South Florida with little concern for the negative impact of the towns and their residents along the Treasure Coast.





I sincerely hope that the Federal Railroad Commission will agree that this fatal so called “fete accompli” will devastate the Treasure Coast in such a way that it cannot recover, economically or physically, and that they will deny Federal funds (supported by taxpayers) to this privately owned company.  All Aboard Florida could be quite a boon for West Palm Beach and Miami as well as Orlando in the movement of freight. However, for all those towns in between along the coast north of WPB and south of Orlando, it imposes monumental human and economic cost to Treasure Coast residents and businesses; and literally decimates Treasure Coast towns without one iota of benefit. And – it drains taxpayer’s dollars without adding revenue.





1. 1.1-A1_2013-FONSI - Purpose and Need: AAF addresses a need to improve intercity transportation and decongest highways in South Florida with no reference to their proposed tracks from Orlando to Miami. Due diligence would have clearly resolved their assumption that there is a lack of rail transportation to these cities. The existing rail line AMTRAK from Orlando to the cities AAF wishes to service has little ridership and runs at a deficit.  TriRail also services the southern Florida area quite sufficiently. 


a. The EIS addresses specifically Miami, Fort Lauderdale and West Palm Beach connections, which are already in place with rail alternatives. It ignores the towns that will be negatively affected by a high speed train and increased freight traffic along the Treasure Coast. 


b. Many/most of the tourists who vacation in Orlando are not necessarily the same type of tourists with a desire to shop in West Palm Beach or hang out in South Beach. These folks generally are automobile travelers with several passengers (children) traveling together and not on separate paying tickets. 


c. AAF suggests that the construction of the project will provide jobs and improve the economy.  They are also likely aware that job creation for track construction is a transient thing and would only increase burden on infrastructure and taxpayers along the Treasure Coast without any long term benefits. 


2. 3.3-C_grade-Crossings: Martin County has 26 miles of track with 25 grade crossings; 10 are in the town of Stuart. 


County Length of Corridor (miles) Number of Crossings


Brevard 42miles    55 crossings


Indian River 21miles 30 crossings


St Lucie 22miles   20 crossings


Martin 26miles   25 crossings


Palm Beach 18miles   26 crossings


The already existing 18 trains of freight traffic [mostly occurring during evening and early morning hours when they are most effective in disrupting sleep], now increasingly double-stacked and with considerably intensified noise and vibration. This number is projected to multiply substantially with the expansion of canal and Miami shipping.  A substantial  increase of the already burdensome freight traffic could paralyze Treasure Coast Towns. Adding Passenger trains would potentially shut them down indefinitely for hours per day. This will impact our town of Stuart in the following ways. 


a. Substantially increase delays for emergency vehicles, ambulances, fire department, and police vehicles needing immediate access to Martin Memorial Hospital North from west of the track; therefore endangering human life. 


b. Substantially increase delays for patients trying to access medical facilities along Osceola [including cancer patients going for radiation and chemotherapy] therefore endangering human life.


c. Substantially increase delays at hurricane evacuation routes from the east; therefore endangering human life.


d. Increase noise levels throughout wildlife sanctuaries located near railroad tracks, and bring unwanted death to animals crossing; therefore endangering wild life.


e. Significantly delay access and parking to downtown businesses that already have to fight for their livelihood; therefore impacting local economy. 


f. Significantly delay access to theaters and galleries located on the east side of the tracks; therefore impacting both the economy and access to the arts.  


g. Significantly increase already extremely high noise levels along the route, including homes, businesses and downtown Stuart, deterring festival participation, therefore impacting the economy as well as access to cultural experience for young and old.


h. Significantly impact boaters who must cross under railway tracks and use drawbridge access to open water, as well as businesses dependent on those boaters, therefore impacting the economy, recreation and quality of life. Reports from a significant number of boaters indicate that they would no longer use these recreational areas and would not make their usual stops here.  


i. The safety issues cited in the Palm Beach Post are monumental, especially with trains traveling through our town at speeds up to 110 MPH. It was noted that trains between NYC and Washington DC have NO vehicle/railroad crossings. According to RR Official Frank Frey, the company is trying to skirt the safety issues.  Please see http://www.palmbeachpost.com/news/business/federal-rail-official-blasts-all-aboard-floridas-s/nfS39/ 


j. The EIS does not address the time trains might stand in que waiting for the drawbridges to open and close and how these standing trains might further impact railway crossings while they block these crossings during their wait, further impacting all of the above problems caused by increased train traffic.      


k. Significantly impact home values along the FEC corridor. Real Estate sales and home values have already been affected negatively by the impending idea of more train traffic near and in some cases no more than 100 feet from homes in gated upscale communities.  Page 5-122 and 5-126 of the DEIS states the project would not displace residences or businesses and have no adverse effect on residential or commercial property. With property owners already trying to unload properties due to the project, that statement holds no validity.  


3. 4.1.3-C Navigational Report: Indicates a wait time of approximately 17.6 minutes of wait time for boats during train crossings at the St. Lucie River Crossing, while glossing over the actual impact of boating and boating businesses in the area, where at time several boats are stacked up waiting for trains to cross. I am confident the Coast Guard will have more on this. Please review their comments carefully.  Impact on businesses will be substantial.


a. Table 2.2-3 indicates 746 out of 900 Martin County’s river marinas are affected by rail traffic, clearly showing the detriment of increased trains. The EIS indicates that the marine industry for the St. Lucie River was $523.7 million in December 2013. The EIS states St. Lucie River has 1,307 slips; over half are commercial.  Delayed boating will definitely impact these businesses and the economy.  I refer to the EIS informational table:


b. “The St. Lucie River represents approximately 82.9% of the marine activity in Martin County and 15.3% in St. Lucie County. Because the economic activity associated with the St. Lucie River is located in both Martin and St. Lucie Counties, the total economic value of this river is equivalent to 82.9% of the economic value of the marine industry in Martin County plus 15.3% of the economic value of the marine industry in St. Lucie County, resulting in a total economic value of $648.8 million. This total value is comprised of $481.3 million in direct expenditures, $79.4 million in indirect effects, and $88.1 million in indirect effects.  This activity supports a total of 6,420 jobs and $186.6 million in personal income (see Table 5.2-9).”


c. Page 13 indicates a passenger train will speed through Martin County at 77 mph.  That is a dangerous speed to project for the curved track through the downtown area of Stuart as well as other areas in St. Lucie County with dangerous curves. 


d. Item 2.2.4 indicates that FEC participated in more than 300 informational meetings beginning March 12, 2012. If that is true, it does not explain why many of the citizens up and down the Treasure Coast had no knowledge of this proposed project until this year.


4. 4.2.4-A_Potentially contaminated sites [cannot be read without clearer map of the areas indicated. No road or highway signs]. 


5. 4.3.3-A1_ Plant populations – I am unable to respond to this as I am not knowledgeable about the plant life, but would like to see it preserved. 


6. 4.2.2-A&B Minority and Poverty population graphs; I am sure this has to be in there – but wonder what effect it would have on our area unless it is to state that where there are minorities less concern might be given to inhabitants. 


7. 4.4.5-B3 Cultural Resources Proximal – EIS aerial view at page 76 shows how close the FEC railway is to the bedrooms of residents at the Stuart Yacht and Country Club [in some cases, no more than 100 feet or less]


8. 4.4.6A Recreational page 5 shows how many parks and wild life refuges are affected by the railroad. Increased traffic could only make it less appealing.  


9. 5.2.2-A3. I believe you can see that the noise and vibration impacts are substantial and widespread throughout Martin County. I can attest to it with the lack of sleep from freights in the middle of the night and from the cracks in my walls from the vibrations. Does the FEC plan to compensate me for repairs? 


10. 5.2.2 – B page four needs to be reevaluated in its estimated impacts, from none to severe in many of the items. 


11. 5.2.2 – C I note there are no residential listing in the vibration impact studies. 


12. On page S-23 EIS states there will be no adverse effect on communities. This is patently not true. 


13. Draft EIS – page 3-11: With the perspective of increased freight trains and possibly no passenger trains to speak of, the CSX, I-95 and Florida Turnpike Alternatives are given a thumbs down by FEC. There is also a consideration they do not seem to mention, and that is shipping their freight by water. 


14. Projections of ridership do not take into consideration that tourism and the economy itself may be adversely affected in the next few years due to a number of things having nothing to do with travel by rail, plane or car. 


15. DEIS Page 5.50 indicates zero moderate to severe noise affects in the north-south section. Since noise effects are more than zero in both categories now, this is untrue.   





I am not knowledgeable enough to speak to some of the information contained in the EIS as to wildlife, farming etc. but am confident there are sufficient responders to do so. 





Thank you for your time.





Gale Baker


2832 SE Fairway West [at the Stuart Yacht and Country Club]


Stuart, Florida  34997


(843) 253-6211


neongale@gmail.com 






 along the Treasure Coast without any long term benefits.


2.     3.3-C_grade-Crossings: Martin County has 26 miles of track with 25 grade crossings;
 10 are in the town of Stuart.


County Length of Corridor (miles) Number of Crossings


Brevard 42miles    55 crossings


Indian River 21miles 30 crossings


St Lucie 22miles   20 crossings


Martin 26miles   25 crossings


Palm Beach 18miles   26 crossings


The already existing 18 trains of freight traffic [mostly occurring during evening and early
 morning hours when they are most effective in disrupting sleep], now increasingly
 double-stacked and with considerably intensified noise and vibration. This number is
 projected to multiply substantially with the expansion of canal and Miami shipping.  A
 substantial  increase of the already burdensome freight traffic could paralyze Treasure
 Coast Towns. Adding Passenger trains would potentially shut them down indefinitely for
 hours per day. This will impact our town of Stuart in the following ways. To mitigate the
 following problems, considerable attention should be put on diverting these tracks to
 alternate routes [even though FEC has determined they are not an option]. Federal tax
 funds should not be spent for this private project, which will decimate our Treasure Coast
 towns. 


a.      Substantially increase delays for emergency vehicles, ambulances, fire
 department, and police vehicles needing immediate access to Martin Memorial
 Hospital North from west of the track; therefore endangering human life.


b.     Substantially increase delays for patients trying to access medical facilities
 along Osceola [including cancer patients going for radiation and chemotherapy]
 therefore endangering human life.


c.      Substantially increase delays at hurricane evacuation routes from the east;
 therefore endangering human life.


d.     Increase noise levels throughout wildlife sanctuaries located near railroad
 tracks, and bring unwanted death to animals crossing; therefore endangering wild
 life.


e.      Significantly delay access and parking to downtown businesses that already
 have to fight for their livelihood; therefore impacting local economy.


f.      Significantly delay access to theaters and galleries located on the east side of
 the tracks; therefore impacting both the economy and access to the arts. 


g.     Significantly increase already extremely high noise levels along the route,
 including homes, businesses and downtown Stuart, deterring festival participation,
 therefore impacting the economy as well as access to cultural experience for







 young and old.


h.     Significantly impact boaters who must cross under railway tracks and use
 drawbridge access to open water, as well as businesses dependent on those
 boaters, therefore impacting the economy, recreation and quality of life.
 Reports from a significant number of boaters indicate that they would no longer
 use these recreational areas and would not make their usual stops here. 


i.       The safety issues cited in the Palm Beach Post are monumental, especially with
 trains traveling through our town at speeds up to 110 MPH. It was noted that
 trains between NYC and Washington DC have NO vehicle/railroad crossings.
 According to RR Official Frank Frey, the company is trying to skirt the safety
 issues.  Please see http://www.palmbeachpost.com/news/business/federal-rail-
official-blasts-all-aboard-floridas-s/nfS39/


j.       The EIS does not address the time trains might stand in que waiting for the
 drawbridges to open and close and how these standing trains might further impact
 railway crossings while they block these crossings during their wait, further
 impacting all of the above problems caused by increased train traffic.      


k.     Significantly impact home values along the FEC corridor. Real Estate sales and
 home values have already been affected negatively by the impending idea of more
 train traffic near and in some cases no more than 100 feet from homes in gated
 upscale communities.  Page 5-122 and 5-126 of the DEIS states the project would
 not displace residences or businesses and have no adverse effect on residential or
 commercial property. With property owners already trying to unload properties
 due to the project, that statement holds no validity. 


3.     4.1.3-C Navigational Report: Indicates a wait time of approximately 17.6 minutes of
 wait time for boats during train crossings at the St. Lucie River Crossing, while glossing
 over the actual impact of boating and boating businesses in the area, where at time several
 boats are stacked up waiting for trains to cross. I am confident the Coast Guard will have
 more on this. Please review their comments carefully.  Impact on businesses will be
 substantial.


a.      Table 2.2-3 indicates 746 out of 900 Martin County’s river marinas are affected
 by rail traffic, clearly showing the detriment of increased trains. The EIS indicates
 that the marine industry for the St. Lucie River was $523.7 million in December
 2013. The EIS states St. Lucie River has 1,307 slips; over half are commercial. 
 Delayed boating will definitely impact these businesses and the economy.  I refer
 to the EIS informational table:


b.     “The St. Lucie River represents approximately 82.9% of the marine activity in Martin
 County and 15.3% in St. Lucie County. Because the economic activity associated with the St.
 Lucie River is located in both Martin and St. Lucie Counties, the total economic value of this
 river is equivalent to 82.9% of the economic value of the marine industry in Martin County
 plus 15.3% of the economic value of the marine industry in St. Lucie County, resulting in a
 total economic value of $648.8 million. This total value is comprised of $481.3 million in
 direct expenditures, $79.4 million in indirect effects, and $88.1 million in indirect effects. 
 This activity supports a total of 6,420 jobs and $186.6 million in personal income (see Table
 5.2-9).”



http://www.palmbeachpost.com/news/business/federal-rail-official-blasts-all-aboard-floridas-s/nfS39/
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c.      Page 13 indicates a passenger train will speed through Martin County at 77
 mph.  That is a dangerous speed to project for the curved track through the
 downtown area of Stuart as well as other areas in St. Lucie County with dangerous
 curves.


d.     Item 2.2.4 indicates that FEC participated in more than 300 informational
 meetings beginning March 12, 2012. If that is true, it does not explain why many
 of the citizens up and down the Treasure Coast had no knowledge of this proposed
 project until this year.


4.     4.2.4-A_Potentially contaminated sites [cannot be read without clearer map of the
 areas indicated. No road or highway signs].


5.     4.3.3-A1_ Plant populations – I am unable to respond to this as I am not
 knowledgeable about the plant life, but would like to see it preserved.


6.     4.2.2-A&B Minority and Poverty population graphs; I am sure this has to be in there –
 but wonder what effect it would have on our area unless it is to state that where there are
 minorities less concern might be given to inhabitants.


7.     4.4.5-B3 Cultural Resources Proximal – EIS aerial view at page 76 shows how close
 the FEC railway is to the bedrooms of residents at the Stuart Yacht and Country Club [in
 some cases, no more than 100 feet or less]


8.     4.4.6A Recreational page 5 shows how many parks and wild life refuges are affected
 by the railroad. Increased traffic could only make it less appealing. 


9.     5.2.2-A3. I believe you can see that the noise and vibration impacts are substantial and
 widespread throughout Martin County. I can attest to it with the lack of sleep from
 freights in the middle of the night and from the cracks in my walls from the vibrations.
 Does the FEC plan to compensate me for repairs?


10.  5.2.2 – B page four needs to be reevaluated in its estimated impacts, from none to
 severe in many of the items.


11.  5.2.2 – C I note there are no residential listing in the vibration impact studies.


12.  On page S-23 EIS states there will be no adverse effect on communities. This is
 patently not true.


13.  Draft EIS – page 3-11: With the perspective of increased freight trains and possibly no
 passenger trains to speak of, the CSX, I-95 and Florida Turnpike Alternatives are given a
 thumbs down by FEC. There is also a consideration they do not seem to mention, and that
 is shipping their freight by water.


14.  Projections of ridership do not take into consideration that tourism and the economy
 itself may be adversely affected in the next few years due to a number of things having
 nothing to do with travel by rail, plane or car.


15.  DEIS Page 5.50 indicates zero moderate to severe noise affects in the north-south
 section. Since noise effects are more than zero in both categories now, this is untrue.  







 


I am not knowledgeable enough to speak to some of the information contained in the EIS as to
 wildlife, farming etc. but am confident there are sufficient responders to do so.


 


Thank you for your time.


 


Gale Baker


2832 SE Fairway West [at the Stuart Yacht and Country Club]


Stuart, Florida  34997


(843) 253-6211


neongale@gmail.com


*Dance at dawn. Sing at sunset. Laugh in the moments between.*
*Gale Baker*
*www.neonqueens.com* <http://www.neonqueens.com>
*843-253-6211*
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From: Carol Goldstein
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fwd: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA--A DISASTER
Date: Saturday, November 1, 2014 11:31:44 AM


To: AAF_comments@vhbcom


All Aboard FLorida will be a disaster to thousands of people.  Up to 40 freight 
and passenger trains a day is a horrible scenario to envision.  We have to cross 
these tracks to go about our everyday activities such as school, hospitals, market, 
I-95 etc.  Professionals in the business will tell you that passenger trains have 
never been profitable.  And what a bad idea to have freight move along the same 
tracks as passenger trains.
The noise, pollution, safety considerations and terrible inconvenience will have a 
tremendous impact on thousands of people and ultimately, the value of our homes
  Can AAF have that much clout against the thousands of homeowners that will be
 affected?
There are alternate tracks in mostly unpopulated areas further west.  The impact in
 that area would be minimum to the population.  Amtrak already has passenger 
trains along these existing tracks running from Miami, Ft. Lauderdale, West Palm 
Beach through Tampa, Orlando and continuing on the north-south corridor.   Isn’t
 this sufficient?
I live in Palm Beach Gardens and would hope that my comments, along with the 
many other residents who are voicing their opinions against AAF will be taken 
seriously.
Carol Goldstein



mailto:princess@gilgoldstein.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Bill Aufiero
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Response to AAF EIS
Date: Wednesday, November 26, 2014 3:00:43 PM
Attachments: Response to AAF EIS.docx


Old Vero Ice Age Sites Committee is submitting the attached file as:


Response to and Request for Reevaluation of:  2013 Cultural Resource Assessment Report for
 the All Aboard Florida Passenger Rail Project from Orlando to West Palm Beach. Janus
 Research, Tampa. Survey #20495, on file with DHR.


Please address all replies to:


OVIASC 


P.O. Box 351


Vero Beach, FL 32961-0351


Randy Old President 



mailto:billaufiero@gmail.com
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November 26, 2014








Federal Railroad Administration 			Old Vero Ice Age Sites Committee


1200 New Jersey Avenue				P.O. Box 351


SE Room W38-311					Vero Beach, FL 0351


Washington, DC 20590				Randy Old President


 							rbold@rbold.com


[bookmark: _GoBack]Attn: John Winkle					772-584-3424


 


 


Dear Mr. Winkle:





Response to and Request for Reevaluation of:  2013 Cultural Resource Assessment Report for the All Aboard Florida Passenger Rail Project from Orlando to West Palm Beach. Janus Research, Tampa. Survey #20495, on file with DHR.





	The Old Vero Ice Age Site Committee (OVIASC) herein submits its comments on the Janus Inc Cultural Resource Assessment Report (CRAR) concerning this project and offers the following recommendations concerning issues important to the preservation of knowledge of the historical and archaeological resources of Florida.  After review of all sections of the CRAR and its appendices, we believe it inadequately addresses the impact to these cultural resources, especially along the North-South FEC Railway Corridor, and seems to offer no resolution to mitigating impact on any previously reported sites beyond ignoring them, nor allow for the possibility of the discovery of unreported sites along the railway.  We understand that Janus Research has reconsidered initially overlooked data in past reevaluations of projects (Streelman & Pepe 2011) and we hope and expect they will perform the same in this case.  We feel the need for archaeological field testing as such designed for the E-W Corridor to also be performed to a lesser, though more targeted, extent along culturally important areas of the N-S Corridor, outside of the Right of Way (ROW) for obvious practical reasons, but within the defined indirect Area of Potential Effect (APE), especially at the "Vero Man" archaeology site, 8IR9, and other such sites and potential areas of interest discussed below.  We are aware that this indirect APE, a 150ft buffer margin, typically only applies to historical architecture, but beseech the DHR and SHPO to make a special consideration for key sensitive areas such as bridges spanning canals and streams, also discussed below.





1) Geography/geology/archaeology background:


	The Terminal Pleistocene and Early Holocene epochs, specifically the Tardiglacial- 13,000-10,000 years before present (BP), greatly changed the Florida landscape through sea level rise and significant climatic change which had an enormous impact on the flora and fauna of the time (Bader & Parkinson 1990).  It was during this era that the earliest humans, known as Paleoindians, also inhabited Florida in bands of hunter/gatherers and continued to make a living while adapting to these changes.  One of the prime locations for Paleoindian camps, as well as settlements of later inhabitants from Archaic to Malabar to the historic/colonial era, was along the Atlantic Coastal Ridge, a narrow stretch of high ground running along much of the east coast of Florida.  Streams, springs, and wetlands along or coursing through the Atlantic Coastal Ridge are areas of specific interest, and many former streams have been converted into canals in the last century.  The natural high ground of the Atlantic Coastal Ridge, coupled with the long history of human use creating shell middens, burial mounds, and other structures, created the perfect cut on which much of the N-S FEC Railway Corridor bed has been built, with bridges over the streams and converted canals.


	The traditional soil sequence of the area was defined over a century ago (Sellards 1912; Gunter 1929) as an Anastasia layer overlaying the water table followed by a Melbourne horizon and Van Valkenburg horizon, but these established designations, long a controversial topic of debate for dating (Rouse 1950), have also been found wanting when blanketed across a larger area as research and excavations in more recent years reveal a more complex picture of the stratigraphy while simultaneously helping to better date the soil sequence of the region.  For this reason, excavations and surveys of past decades may have stopped short of, or altogether missed, buried artifacts due to misunderstood stratigraphic sequences, especially in areas with heavy historic and modern depositions of disturbed and inverted layers.





2) Railroad Site 8IR846:


	The only Indian River county site mentioned in the Janus CRAR is 8IR846, a Malabar shell midden uncovered during survey work by David Dickel (1992), as it is the only site designated to encompass the Railway ROW.  Dickel had the following comments:


	"The site is located on the eastern down slope of the Atlantic Coastal ridge. The site may have continued further to the west into higher ridge elevations, but access to this area was blocked by a tall chain-link fence edging the John's Island West Golf Course, which effectively denied access.


	The vegetation is small scrub oaks, a few taller oaks, and mostly nicker bean, vines with thorns, saw palmettos, and large to small thickets of scrubby hog plums. The site area is 'trashy' and near railroad tracks, and appears to have been used as an informal dump for car parts, old pop and beer bottles. etc. Informants suggest there was a larger site with abundant ceramic further west, but this was seen during golf course construction, and it appears what is left is peripheral deposits, not the main site."


	That same survey goes on to not recommend further excavation, testing, or preservation of the site mainly because it has become too disturbed by construction and modern activities.  This is a case study for the need to prevent this same disturbance from happening at other sites before archaeologists can properly excavate, document, and record the invaluable and irretrievable scientific data and knowledge that would otherwise forever be lost and which has the potential to inform us in new ways about Florida prehistory.  Local lore and satellite imagery coupled with groundwork has already confirmed the existence of other middens and sites in the area, especially in Brevard and Indian River Counties and especially near streams and former water sources.  It would be a travesty to tell the same story of loss about these undiscovered mines of information.  Dickel's 1992 survey itself uncovered 26 new sites, several of which are labeled eligible for the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). 





3) Vero and other known sites surrounding, bordering, and/or in close proximity to rail:


	The Janus CRAR notes an area of indirect APE up to 150ft outside of the ROW for historical architecture, but disregards archaeology sites which fall into that zone, and indeed neglects to include some others on its otherwise extensive and exhaustive maps.  A cursory glance at these maps reveals that the "Vero Man" site, 8IR9, touches the ROW and so is well within 150ft and stands to accrue yet more unnecessary disturbance to areas of the site that have not been thoroughly excavated.  This site surrounds the Main Relief Canal built in 1913 through what once was Van Valkenburg Creek.  The digging of said canal revealed fossils and bones of extinct megafauna and other creatures, including human remains. Recent excavations through a partnership with OVIASC, Mercyhurst University, and Harbor Branch at this site have begun to yield extremely valuable data to our understanding of the early human occupation of Florida, and any disturbance to this site without proper prior investigation would surely be a mistake in violation of the state goals of historic and cultural preservation.  OVIASC was instrumental in renewing interest in archaeology in the area after a water treatment system was proposed within the boundaries of the site (Penders 2005, Doran et al 2008), and succeeded in postponing such plans in lieu of modern detailed excavations which have garnered the support of the local community.  Key artifacts, data, and evidence that could aid in settling the century long debate (Sellards 1917) over the Vero site could be destroyed, damaged, or disturbed if it now lies waiting in the impact zone.  This site is also eligible for the National Register of Historic Places.


	The "Gifford Bones" site, 8IR7, falls within this archaeology-sites-excluded indirect APE as well, though it is omitted from the Janus CRAR map.  A survey by Kelly Driscoll (2007) redefined and expanded the extent of 8IR7 to the southeast due to construction in that area, which was confirmed by Matthew White (2010) in a Phase I Survey.  We expect that more of the site holds artifacts waiting to be uncovered to the west, south, and southwest surrounding the canal and railroad.  The Gifford Bones site is located along the North Relief Canal, also a former creek known as Houston Creek, and excavations there in the early 20th century recovered projectile points, megafauna, and other bones near a drainage ditch adjacent the current railway bridge.  OVIASC is extremely interested in this site and intends to carry out excavations at Gifford in the future, and so this sensitive area is also emphasized as an area from which to mitigate destruction as much as possible.


	Other unreported sites within the indirect APE in Indian River and Brevard counties show signs of midden and mound formations, especially near canals and streams.  These hold a world of potential, and so their potential destruction or disturbance are also hoped to be mitigated in some fashion.  Indeed, there is a history of following an existing historic railroad corridor, testing for, and discovering yet unknown archaeological resources in front of a rail project within Indian River county (Wallace 2012), and we believe this local example makes an excellent guideline for exercising a similar project along the N-S FEC Railway Corridor before the railway and bridge upgrade construction is commenced.  Allowing such a project to proceed, even only in select areas of concern, could perhaps avoid another "Railroad Site" 8IR846 repeat and salvage some history and archaeological data from midden or mound with a railroad build through/atop it before such unrecorded sites are further damaged beyond recoverability.





4) Bridges/Canals/Streams


	All bridges along the railway will have more intense construction at those sites, whether they are listed for replacement or "upgrade".  The Vero and Gifford sites mentioned above border canals that were once natural streams.  In addition to these known sites, other canals and streams are also very likely locations for yet undiscovered sites, from the South Canal in Indian River county to the Sebastian Bridge on the border of Brevard and Goat Creek, Turkey Creek, etc.  These areas have great potential to reveal new discoveries, data, information, and revelations about prehistoric Americans and the cultures they produced.





Conclusion


	OVIASC and concerned citizens of Indian River County and surrounding counties implore the agencies involved in the coming construction for the AAF Passenger Rail Project to insure due diligence is undertaken in preserving our cultural and historical heritage.  It is our sincere hope that the above recommendations are seriously considered to avoid losing scientific data for all time and confusing the archaeological record for future generations.








Works Cited





Bader, Sharon F. and Randall W. Parkinson


    1990  Holocene Evolution of Indian River Lagoon in Central Brevard County, Florida. 	Atmospheric and Oceanographic Sciences. 53:3, p. 204-215.





Dickel, David


    1992  An Archaeological Survey of Indian River County Florida. Archaeological & History 	Conservancy Tech Report #55. BHP, Indian River County Board of County 	Commissioners. Survey #3170, on file with DHR.





Doran, Glen H., Barbara Purdy, G. E. Farr, and T. Stafford


    2008  Vero Site Scientific Investigations in 2009. Florida State University. Survey #20485





Driscoll, Kelly A. 


    2007  An Archaeological and Historical Survey of the Hatala Property Project Area in	Indian 	River County, Florida.  Panamerican Consultants, Inc., Tampa. Conducted for NAP 	Indian River II LLC, Fort Myers. Survey #14224, on file with DHR.





Gunter, Hunter


    1929  Administrative Report, Statistics of Mineral Production in Florida, Geology of Florida, 	The Extinct Land Mammals of Florida. Florida State Geological Survey. Twentieth 	Annual Report 1927-1928.





Penders, Thomas E.


    2005  A Preliminary Archaeological Survey of the Main Canal Vortex Treatment System/Vero 	Site, Vero Beach, Florida. Thomas Penders & Associates, Titusville. Survey #14147, on 	file with DHR.











Rouse, Irving


    1950  Section of Anthropology: Vero and Melbourne Man: A Cultural and Chronological 	Interpretation. Transactions of the New York Academy of Sciences. 12:7, p. 220-224.





Sellards, E. H.


    1917  Further Notes on Human Remains from Vero, Florida. American Anthropologist, New 	Series. 19:2, p. 239-251


    1912  The soils and other surface residual materials of Florida: Florida Geological Survey 	Fourth Annual Report, p. 1-79.





Streelman, Amy and James Pepe


    2013  Cultural Resource Assessment Report for the All Aboard Florida Passenger Rail 	Project from Orlando to West Palm Beach. Janus Research, Tampa. Survey #20495, on 	file with DHR.


    2011  Cultural Resource Assessment Survey Reevaluation of the SR 510/Wabasso Road 	Resurfacing Project from US-1 to the Indian River Bridge (#880052) in Indian River 	County, Florida. Janus Research, Tampa. Survey #18270, on file with DHR.





Wallace, Jelane M.


    2012  A Cultural Resource Assessment Survey of the Proposed Trans-Florida Railroad Trail 	in Indian River County, Florida. Panamerican Consultants, Inc., Lakeland. Survey 	#19393, on file with DHR.





White, Matthew


    2010  Phase I Cultural Resource Survey for the 5485 US Highway 1 Property, Indian River


	County, Florida. Suncoast Archaeological Consultants, Inc., Lake Wales. Survey #18080, 	on file with DHR.





1










From: claudia mungo
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all aboard florida
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2014 10:38:27 AM


to build a rail system that will devalue property values down the east coast just to accommodate the few that
 will use this system.32 high speed trains plus 14 freight per day is obscene ..plus the fact that it surely will
 lose money. If Amtrac is a looser , surely all aboard will follow. A commuter railroad connecting cities and
 county's along a route from north to south and east to west makes sense and will help the envionment. My
 VOTE FOR ALL ABOARD IS NO.    CLAUDIA MUNGO VERO BEACH, FLORIDA
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From: Robert Metell
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 11:34:07 PM


I believe All Aboard Florida would be a good thing for the state. First, Florida will take the
 lead in developing a High Speed Train system privately funded. Secondly, it will demonstrate
 private investors can provide affordable travel options to tourist and the citizens of Florida. 
 Thirdly it will provide employment which in turn will be a boost to the economy. Fourthly, it
 is environmentally friendly, by providing travelers another option to reach Central Florida
 from South Florida. 


I support all the efforts of All Aboard Florida to bring a High Speed Passenger Train service to
 FL. I think, once it is up and running, it should be extended to Tampa, Jacksonville and out
 the Panhandle.


Thank You
Bob Metell
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From: jwolotschaj@juno.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, November 16, 2014 5:46:54 PM


My husband and I are among the many Florida residents who are against the high-speed trains
 going through Vero Beach with no benefit for us. It would be better suited for the tracks west
 of here.
 
John & Linda Wolotschaj
3489 63rd Sq
Vero Beach, FL 32966


____________________________________________________________
Odd Trick Fights Diabetes
"Unique" Proven Method To Control Blood Sugar In 3 Weeks. Watch Video.
DiabetesProtocol.com
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From: Jenene Hoyer
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 11:49:29 AM


I attended the Impact meeting at Port Saint Lucie last evening and feel that there is no real
 purpose to these meetings except to fulfill the requirements of the federal government.  The
 decisions have been made, there was no one open minded to any other thoughts and the
 Obamaesque attitude of "I will do what I want and you don't matter" was alive and well.  I
 doubt any of the comments made on paper will ever reach anyone - so easy to "misplace".  It's
 also very easy to somehow lose the transcripts from the "court reporter".  Everyone acts as
 though we are mindless souls without a brain and unable to see thru the games that are being
 played.  That is not so.  If those of you that are going to be making a LOT of money from this
 project would be willing to listen to those you say you are trying to serve and give back a
 little to the communities you are going to bypass, it might not be so hard to get support for
 these projects.  


Ideas:
1.  Move the tracks west to either follow the Toll Road or I95 - I understand money, I
 understand getting control of the land for the right-of-way. However, it would take away the
 concerns of the public that live along the rails, the environmentalists and the parents with
 children that have to cross these rails.  You would have less mileage of tracks to lay, also.


2.  If you insist on leaving it where the existing tracks are, find a good location along the
 Treasure Coast for a stop.  We have the deep water port coming in at Ft. Pierce that could be a
 way for cruise ships to bring passengers into the area to increase tourism, awareness of the
 area and a way to increase jobs and money for the locals.  They are currently in the process of
 expanding the airport at Ft. Pierce to accommodate jumbo jets - not only for passengers but
 for cargo and other trade potential.  This would also increase the viability for growth along
 the Treasure Coast area. We already have the Coast Guard station, the customs facility and a
 growing partnership between Vero Beach and Disney.  All of these are reasons to believe that
 the potential for growth is here is we have some help from the AAF folks to expand their
 stops to support the growth that is so deperately needed in our area.  I believe if you were
 willing to do this, you could expect a greater amount of support and acceptance for your
 project.  Giving back to the people should be your goal instead of how much can we keep for
 ourselves.  


3.  Make sure that at these meetings you have folks that are willing to listen and not be so
 defensive and rude.  Some of the people we were to talk with last evening had no idea about
 what customer service is about.  At least fake it and pretend you care about what people are
 saying.  


4.  Make sure that the spokespeople tall the truth.  Trying to make up facts that don't hold
 water is insulting to those of us who have done the research.  The state owns the land along
 the toll road right-of-way - not the Federal Government.  Once the road was built, the land
 was turned over to the state - in order to consider that alternative, you don't have to deal with
 federal government regulations and unwillingness to lease the land to investors to build a
 railway. A lot of folks will believe anything they are told and take it as fact; however, there
 are a lot of us that are educated and do our homework and know fact from fiction.  Just
 because we may not agree with you does not mean we are stupid.  More respect for the public



mailto:jhoyer1027@gmail.com
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 and better hearing as to the wishes of the pubilc would do a world of good for those of you
 trying to push this thru.  There are a lot of "greased palms" in this project and we are going to
 take the brunt of those deals.
-- 
Jenene R. Hoyer
1528 SW Mockingbird Circle
Port Saint Lucie, FL 34986








From: CINDI PEARMAN
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments on the AAF Program
Date: Sunday, October 19, 2014 11:45:28 AM


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave. SE, Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590


Dear Mr. Winkle,


We are strongly against the AAF Program as it will negatively impact us directly and our community. We currently live a half block away from the 
railroad tracks in Hobe Sound on Woodwind Street and experience noise and vibration (especially on our second floor) with the current train traffic. 
An additional 32 trains a day will significantly deteriorate our quality of life along with of those who live and work near the tracks in Martin County as 
well as destroy property values while providing no economic or quality of life benefit. 


Noise/vibration - The EIS report doesn't not properly show sound and vibration impact areas. The zones need to be greatly increased in size to get 
clearer picture of the true impact zone. Attached is a jpg. of our area with the red circle indicating our approximate property location. The EIS orange 
impact area for vibration would need to be increased 5 fold to reach our location which we currently experience vibration. For this reason we believe 
the EIS does not accurately reflect the true impact the AAF would have on Hobe Sound and the corridor as a whole. 


Geology -  The constant vibration from numerous trains running atop soil mainly composed of sand and water has the strong likelihood to cause 
liquefaction. To our knowledge, liquefaction has yet to be addressed yet should be as Florida soil is mainly sand and water and liquidation has 
deviating consequences to those who own property in the vibration zone.   


Traffic - The railroads interweave main roads in Martin County. An increase of 32 trains will negatively impact the flow of traffic increasing commute
 times and deter potential business impacting residents quality of life and visitor attraction. 


Taxes -  While the Martin County listed resolutions to mitigate railroad construction upgrades and future maintenance,  there is no mitigation set up to 
compensate Martin county residents for: the loss in property values and subsequently property taxes, and the loss in business and subsequently retail 
taxes, the retention of businesses, or the damages from liquefaction the AAF would cause. 


Based on the aforementioned, we firmly believe the implementation of the AAF would put Martin County in an unrecoverable downward spiral both 
economically and in quality of life for those who live and work in Martin County and therefore should NOT be allowed to move forward.


Sincerely,


David and Cindi Pearman
772-932-7512
8689 SE Woodwind St.
Hobe Sound, FL 33455
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From: Pam Kay
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 3:44:49 PM


At a recent meeting in Port St Lucie, Florida, All Aboard Florida shared the environmental impact study conducted
 by and paid for by All Aboard Florida, it was apparent to all who attended that this was a complete conflict of
 interest - a study done for and paid for by AAF would naturally slant its findings in favor of the money. We are in
 direct opposition to the impact All Aboard Florida will have on the lives of Treasure Coast residents who will
 realize ZERO benefits from it disrupting our waterways and highways, not to mention the constant barrage of
 noise.  


Pam Kay
yaya_kay@comcast.net
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From: verobob2@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fwd: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 11:17:41 AM


From: "BOB" <verobob2@comcast.net>
To: "BOB" <verobob2@comcast.net>
Sent: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 11:16:07 AM
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA


ATTN -Mr  John  Winkle,
                                       
As a long time resident of Vero Beach with an extensive background as a railroad
 engineer, I know the current route for "All Abroad Florida" will have a devasting effect
 on 10's of thousands of residents  who live along its proposed route.  The unintended
 consequences of this project are presently well defined, but seem to be ignored with
 the mantra being FULL SPEED AHEAD! 
 
This travesty against the people of the State of  Florida can be corrected by rerouting
 the project to the west of the Interstate and toll road thru central Florida.  I trust that a
 new track system with concrete sleepers will be required regardless of which route is
 selected.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Radwill
 
 
 
 
 
 
f
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From: William Harrigan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Monday, November 3, 2014 6:02:31 AM


To whom it may concern,
I am a resident of Hobe Sound & live a 1/2 mile east of the RR tracks. I am so opposed to this AAF not only for the
 noise, & stopping traffic, but for the safety of all the children in the neighborhood who are riding bikes, skating, &
 playing. It is very reasonable to predict this AAF will have blood on the tracks.
William Harrigan
8167 SE Windjammer Way
Hobe Sound


Sent from my iPhone
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From: ROBERT HALL
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 7:38:28 AM


Mr. Winkle, I believe this proposed project is both selfish and ill conceived. Firstly, where have rail passenger trains
 ever been profitable ? Amtrak has been in existence for a very long time and is still a burden to taxpayers. That
 said, this veiled attempt to set up an infrastructure to take advantage of the Panama Canal expansion is more than
 obvious for freight expansion.
Logic dictates that the proposed 32 trains per day and the current freight schedule will adversely affect both
 business, residential and marine interests. Quality of life is one of the main reasons most of us live here. In Vero
 beach, anyone seeking hospital emergency care, coming from west to east will be obstructed, especially when lives
 are at stake.
There is no benefit to us on the Treasure Coast, as there are no planned stops.
The obvious option to utilize the interior route, west of us, is both reasonable and responsible. If objectivity and the
 concerns of "We The People" are seriously considered, this certain disaster can be averted. We pray that will be the
 case. Respectfully, Robert S. and Joan A. Hall-- 9460 East Maiden Court, Vero Beach, Florida-32963------772-581-
2633


Sent from my iPad
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From: Jim Byous
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments on the DEIS
Date: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 11:30:23 AM
Attachments: J Byous comments.pdf


Below and attached are comments regarding the statements of no negative effects on inland navigation 
related to the expansion of rail service per the scope outlined in the AAF DEIS.


I am an owner of a marine business based in Stuart Florida with 140 employees.  Our company frequently 
conducts marine operations in the area, and maintains dockage upstream of the St Lucie river crossing.    
Per the attached statement, we believe that navigation along the St Lucie will be substantially impacted by 
the additional bridge openings, rendering the bridge span navigable for an unacceptably limited span of 
time during daylight hours.


Additionally, I am a pleasure craft owner and frequently pass under the St Lucie bridge for recreational 
boating activity.   Many times we have been delayed for more than 30 minutes waiting for freight passage 
on the bridge, with the vast majority of the wait time being prior to the arrival of the train.


I own residential property with deepwater dockage upstream the bridge on a tributary of the South Fork of 
the St Lucie.  Property with dockage in Martin County is typically valued in inverse proportion to the transit 
time between the property and the St Lucie inlet.  The closer the property, the higher the worth.   The 
additional bridge openings and resulting drop in available navigation hours will result in a negative impact 
on property values for waterfront property upstream the St Lucie bridge.   


Please feel free to contact me with any questions regarding the statements above or attached.


Best regards,


Jim Byous



mailto:jbyous@oceanspecialists.com
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From: Julie Preast
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Martin County Commissioners; Beth Beltran; Kevin Freeman; Terry Rauth; Anna Colgan; Edward Erfurt; Pinal


 Gandhi-Savdas CRA; Paul Nicoletti; Sheila Kurtz; Joe Capra; Taryn Kryzda; Nancy Weiss
Subject: Response to All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Date: Friday, November 21, 2014 10:33:12 AM
Attachments: RCC All Aboard Florida DEIS.pdf


Hello Mr. Winkle,


Attached is the response from the Rio Civic Club regarding the Draft Environmental
 Impact Statement that is due by December 3rd.  
The original letter is being sent to you by U.S. Mail.


Julie Preast
Secretary
Rio Civic Club
772-692-1163
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MARTIN COUNTY COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AREAS. 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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











TABLE T.1 Population
Housing 



Units
Population 
% of County



Population 
% within 



Buffer



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



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



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



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



 



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











 



 



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



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



 



TABLE T.2
Walk/Cycle to 



Work



Population with 
Income to Poverty 



Level <1
Food Stamps



HH with 
Disability



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











 



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



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



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



 



  



T-3
Housing 



units
Average Value Total value 5% of Value



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











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



 



 



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



 











Chart C. Comparison of households % with Disability



 



 



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



  











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



 



 



  











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



 



 



 



 



  











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



 



 



 



 



 



  











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



 



 



  











FIG. V. RIO CRA, RAILROAD CROSSINGS AND BUFFER 
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From: james meyer
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all aboard track program
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:21:20 PM


I think it is a mistake, a very expensive mistake. jim meyer
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From: jpender@gate.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Saturday, November 8, 2014 4:07:44 PM


Please DO NOT allow additional coastal train tracks and excessive closing of bridges to boat traffic as proposed by
 All Aboard Florida.  I am in favor of trains in the right place, which should be west of the fragile coastal area and
 waterways.
Thank you for protecting this irreplaceable environment.
Sincerely, Patricia A. Pendergast
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From: diann browning
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fwd: All Aboard Florida - Time"s a Ticking
Date: Thursday, October 16, 2014 1:05:08 PM


Dear Neighbors:


As you may be aware, All Aboard Florida is planning to build new rails and provide
 passenger train service from Miami to Orlando which will involve passage of 32 trains a day.
 The new rails and Miami's plan to become a deep water port will most likely increase freight
 train passage. Costs for mitigating the noise, safety issues and the devaluation of our property
 have not been resolved in Vero Beach's favor.


Public Comment at Vero Beach will be at Indian River State College, Richardson Hall,
 6155 College Ave, Vero Beach (Behind Ruby Tuesday's and Home Depot on 58th Ave) on
 November 5, 2014 between 3:30 and 7 p.m.


The Federal Railroad Administration is committed to a robust public comment process.
 It is important that individuals voice their opinion on this railroad issue.


To mail letters: John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration, 1200 New Jersey Ave.
 S.E., Room W38-31, Washington ,DC 20590


E-mail: aaf_comments@vhb.com (underscore between aaf and comments)
The Board passed a resolution several months ago. We will include this with this


 notification. Please take the time to send an e-mail or letter to the above addresses to voice
 your dissent.


Thanks,
Mary Ann Yankanich


RESOLUTION
Be It Resolved That the Vista Royale Board of Directors, representing a senior


 community of 1512 condos in Indian River County, bordering Route 1 and the current
 railroad tracks, is overwhelmingly against the All Aboard Florida proposal to add tracks
 allowing up to 32 passenger trains a day, travelling at high speeds, very close to our
 community. There are presently 3 railroad crossings (Oslo Road, 1st Street and 4th Street) that
 will be directly affected by the planned tracks and trains, limiting our access to emergency
 services, shopping and daily travel throughout Indian River County, as well as the safety
 issues associated with the additional trains.


Residents of Vista Royale are presently disturbed by the existing train noise
 throughout the day and night, and any additional trains and noise associated with them will
 only exacerbate this level of disturbance and severely limit our peaceful use of the many
 outdoor activities we currently enjoy. We are also concerned that Vista Royale’s properties
 will decline in value because of the diminished access to our community and the increased
 noise generated by the high speed trains.


We request you utilize all of your efforts to STOP THIS TRAIN PROJECT FROM
 GOING FORWARD.
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From: Gloria Spiess
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: negron.joe.web@flsenate.gov; debbiemayfield@myfloridahouse.gov; posey@house.gov
Subject: AAF
Date: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 9:24:08 AM


I do not want AAF and neither do the other residents of Vero Beach. There is no need to discuss improving RR
 crossings, train tracks or how fast the trains will move.  We do not want fast trains plowing through our community
 and disrupting traffic and increasing noise.
Forget it.  We do not want the fast trains and extra freight.
Gloria Spiess and Ray Spiess


Sent from my iPad
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From: Dwane Daniel
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 10:34:55 AM


I am a Florida native and resident of 66 plus years. While the concept might have some merit the
 overall project is yet another example of development greed by the few and at the expense of the
 many. BIG CHOO CHOO, Bad Idea!
 
Dwane C. Daniel, Broker/Associate
Innovative, Resourceful, Results!
kw/KELLER WILLIAMS REALTY of the TREASURE COAST
819 SW Federal Highway, Royal Palm Financial Center, Suite 300, Stuart, FL 34994
Dwane@FlaPropertyFinders.com   (772) 370-4329, Mobile
Service Area: Jensen Beach, Hutchinson Island, Stuart, Palm City, Jupiter Island, Port St. Lucie, Fort Pierce & Vero Beach
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From: Joan Bausch
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: john.winkle@dot.gov; Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov; David.Keys@noaa.gov; Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil; 


Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil; Allan.Nagy@faa.gov; James.Christian@dot.gov; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; 
Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov; Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov; John_Wrublik@fws.gov; Charles_Kelso@fws.gov


Subject: Comments on the Draft EIS for all Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:41:02 PM
Attachments: AAF my comments on DEIS.pdf


ATT00001.htm


Find 2 page letter attached. Thank you for your time in this very important matter. 


Joan Bausch
20 S. Sewall's Point Rd.
Sewall's Point, FL 34996
772-219-8285
jclb@gate.net
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1.  There is a great Economic Injustice about this project that would allow the investors, who 
bought the FEC, to garner profits by requiring money from the taxpayers of the many 
communities through which the train will run, to pay for the necessary upgrades to the many 
crossings in each county. There is no benefit to  our community in any way--
a. In Martin County that amounts to 25 crossings at a cost per crossing, burdening taxpayers.
b. Crossings will be affected with estimated closing for 2-3 trains per hour every daylight hour.
c.  Taxpayers will also be required to pay for the “quiet zones” should they be wanted.
d. There will be no train station/stop, but an increase of inconvenience with more train traffic, 



causing noise, vibrations, and delays in our daily lives, as well as potential safety issues.



Solution:  Have the railroad (FEC) pay for, account for, any/all necessary upgrades for the trains 
they wish to run. Then decide if the cost to them is worth the many impacts they will have on our 
towns & cities. 



a. Include payment for the replacement of ALL the bridges-- stationary as well as movable. 
b. Safe sidewalks at crossings to allow walkers to reach shopping on other side of the 



tracks.
c. In neighborhoods that have active walking traffic, install elevators sufficient to move 



baby carriages, small children, and small hand trucks (for the businesses )



2. Extremely FAST trains through our most environmentally sensitive areas will cause unknown 
impacts to the wildlife which we value and want to protect. The Draft EIS does not speak 
specifically to how Scrub jays and Gopher tortoises would be affected. I personally have seen, 
and photographed, a good sized Gopher tortoise walking along the tracks near Walton Road in 
St Lucie County- Savannas State Preserve. How is that animal supposed to defend itself from a 
train which would be approaching 100 mph? It is not aware of what the horn sound at the 
crossing means. 



3. The Draft EIS does not address the cost to wetlands that would be impacted. Our county does 
not permit any loss to wetlands as there is no viable solution to mitigate the impacts for the 
entire path of the tracks. Simply paying money to a mitigation bank IS NOT a sustainable 
solution.



4. The impacts of adding tracks in Jonathan Dickinson State Park has not been sufficiently 
addressed. Citizens value conservation areas. Allowing a business to profit by destroying a 
conservation property is an injustice.



Solution:  Use the CSX line further west instead of the FEC line. That might be more cost feasible 
if the cost of protecting our communities from the noise, vibrations, and dangerous crossings for 
pedestrians is accounted.



5. Economic Injustice to the poorest of our community who live near the tracks or need to cross 
them to do their daily shopping/business. They do not drive, or have cars, to get them safely 
across the tracks. They are resourceful and willing to walk to do their business but that includes 
crossing the tracks at unofficial crossings.



Solution:  FEC pays the County to provide small bus transportation from the residential area to the 
commercial district. No cost to the people themselves, no cost to County.
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6. Boating traffic will be severely impacted by an increase in daily train traffic at the St Lucie RR 
Bridge in Stuart. Passage is narrow and only one boat can pass through at a time (no two-way 
traffic of boats is possible.) Boats do not move through in the same manner as cars. Wind and 
tides affect a vessel’s ability to pass through the bridge opening. Real estate agents have 
pointed out a severe loss of value to the waterfront homes west of the St Lucie Bridge.



Solution: Move this added train schedule out west/CSX line.



7. Others have pointed out the fact that the EIS did not reflect the passage of the trains through 
municipalities, cutting them in half, as well as the CRAs having a similar situation.



Solution: Move this added train schedule out west/CSX line.



8. The first phase of the AAF passenger trains seem to be elevated (as per illustrations) very 
futuristic looking and potentially a good idea, however the remainder of the line through 
Martin County and north would be at grade level, a potentially dangerous idea.



Solution:  Align the high speed elevated train along the FL Turnpike using the magnet-type trains 
such as Disney uses at its Orlando attraction. This might even be a solution along route 1, 
reaching more potential travelers.  If we expect more people to travel by mass transit it needs to 
be easy to use. Unless our County gets more convenient mass transit, to places we need and want 
to go to, we will be using cars.  



Tri-rail needs to extend north into Martin County (Stuart). If the high speed train to Orlando cuts 
into that service than it is creating a greater harm than it purports to correct. If in fact the new 
bridge/tracks over the Loxahatchee River make extending Tri-rail north a real possibility than we 
need to talk about that.



9. The Draft EIS was not as fully informational as we would have hoped it would be. If in fact this 
is a “run up the old flagpole to see who salutes” than I think the FRA should tell the investors 
to think again about its impacts on the many communities it proposed to travel through and 
deny federal money and federal permits until a better thought out plan is available.



Thank you for your time.
Joan Bausch
20 S. Sewall's Point Rd.
Sewall's Point, FL 34996
772-219-8285
jclb@gate.net
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From: Donna Selquist
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Response to DEIS
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 6:09:11 PM


I continue to be opposed to AAF's plans to expand and build additional rail service between
 Orlando and Miami, along the proposed route.  I live on the Treasure Coast, and there is
 absolutely NO BENEFIT to Treasure Coast communities from AAF.


AAF would present significant harm to our land and water environments, including numerous
 natural areas and  environmental preserves through which AAF would pass.  Numerous
 protected and endangered animals and birds inhabit these areas, and many people (myself
 included) uses them recreationally.  32 passenger trains a day running through these areas
 would be a disaster - both due to the noise and inevitable collisions with wildlife.  


AAF's plans would also interfere with the many bridge crossings throughout the Treasure
 Coast, which would be a problem both for boaters and emergency responders.  Heavy rail
 traffic would also increase the stress on our bridges, some of which are approaching 100 years
 old.  I note that one such bridge (altho in Jacksonville) is now closed for urgent repairs.  


The noise and disruption to nearby residential communities, and the loss in property values to
 homeowners would also be devastating.


Further, I believe it is totally unrealistic to expect traffic between Orlando and Miami to
 require 32 RT passengers trains each and every day.  Passenger needs/demands simply will
 not be there.  


I think the real motive behind AAF is to increase the value of commercial real estate
 properties along the route, and it is my understanding that the parent corporation does, indeed,
 own such properties.


Treasure Coast communities do not need - or want - AAF.  If a need for such rail expansion is
 real, for God's sake, let it be built out in the Western parts of our counties, thru mainly
 agricultural land.


Donna Selquist
Port St Lucie, FL
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From: @aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all aboard train
Date: Thursday, November 6, 2014 1:59:23 PM


This is a "boondoggle" destined to fail.  Too much inconvenience  and   expense to venues that are not
 serviced.  Should be scrapped.   J Hugenberg Port St. Lucie
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From: Tanya
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Saturday, November 8, 2014 5:31:58 PM


               November 1, 2014


To Whom It May Concern:


All Aboard Florida (AAF) is going to destroy our peaceful communities
and our quality of life. They plan to send 32 "high speed" passenger
trains daily through the middle of populated coastal towns. Our
concerns include negative impacts to public safety, local and marine
traffic, the environment, the economy, our neighborhoods, and our
quality of life.


These trains are not the "high speed" (200 mph) trains they have in
Europe and Asia, these are closer to 100 mph trains which won't reach
their destination much faster than a car. Will enough people ride the
train? It is rare for a passenger train to be profitable and operate
without government subsidies. Bankruptcy is a real possibility. Then
the people who backed the loan to AAF are stuck. Please don't let that
be the taxpayers!


Traffic backs up every time a freight train comes through causing
congestion and delays. AAF will greatly exacerbate the problem with 32
extra train delays everyday. Emergency vehicles will be delayed and
with a large population of seniors in our area this is a serious
issue. Other safety issues include dangerous grade crossings and
bridges in need of upgrading. Who pays for all the maintenance?
Boaters will be very unhappy as the railroad bridge takes 15-20
minutes to raise or lower. By the time it goes up for boats its time
to lower it again for another train. Then there's the noise and
vibrations - 32 times a day. There will be a loss of real estate
values and property tax revenues. And, let's not forget the pollution,
not only from the trains but also from all the cars idling at the
crossings 32 times a day. And what if a train breaks down? Then
everything gets much worse.


In downtown Stuart, we have "confusion corner" where eight roads meet.
AAF will require that two of those roads be shut down. The
intersection will be a mess with 32 trains each day. Nearby people are
window shopping, dining outside at cafes, walking along the
waterfront, and there's a theatre with live performances. The train's
noise and vibrations will be extremely disruptive to all these
activities. There are similar coastal communities the trains will run
through all along its route.


There are much better alternative routes for the train such as west of
I-95 where the trains would not run through the middle of populated
towns. This would make more sense as its a more direct route and would
not impact the quality of life for so many.


Sincerely,



mailto:gator22@toast.net
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Tanya Hiler
3906 Cinnamon Tree Circle
Jensen Beach, FL  34957








From: ginnymitch@gmail.com on behalf of Ginny Mitchell
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fwd: All Aboard Florida Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 5:00:05 PM


A high speed train could be beneficial for Florida but only if the tracks
 are located away from their current locations.  


I strongly support moving the tracks to west of Highway 95 or even
 better along the Turnpike where there are already high speed access
 provisions and sound barrier walls.   


Our small town will be damaged by adding any more trains or more
 trains.  In fact we should be severely reducing the number of trains
 through our town or eliminating these trains altogether in favor of
 further west.  Further west the tracks would actually be a shorter
 distance between Miami and/or West Palm Beach and Orlando.  
 Additional and faster train traffic would result in dividing our town,
 serious safety concerns, profound noise pollution, the potential for
 dangerous spills and so forth, all of which will diminish our quality of
 life in Vero Beach.  


When I was a resident in Springfield MA I helped to work on a grant
 that transformed the old train tracks along the river through
 Springfield into a walking and bike path that has enhanced access to
 the river and subsequent high tax producing development with hotels,
 restaurants and even the Basketball Hall of Fame located along what
 used to be an unattractive industrial area that separated the city from
 the riverfront.  Bike and walking paths add natural beauty and quality
 of life to a community.  


Is there any hope that we can avoid the usurpation of value for our
 Treasure Coast community.  


Best regards,


Jeff and Ginny Mitchell                                                   


Call /Text:  Ginny 772-321-3355 (Indian River County)  Jeff  772-359-9335 (St Lucie County)          
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From: paradismarc@videotron.ca
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: negron.joe.web@flsenate.gov; debbie.mayfield@myfloridahouse.gov; rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com;


 vistaroyalebulletin@gmail.com; VistaInformation@vistaroyale.info
Subject: AAF, All Aboard Florida, Indian River County
Date: Wednesday, November 5, 2014 3:44:40 PM
Importance: High


Mr John Winkle,
Federal Railroad Administration,
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E., Room W38-31,
Washington ,DC 20590
 


Dear Mr Winkle,


 


As winter residents of the Vista Royale Community in Vero Beach, Fl, we just love
 that place as an oasis of peace and quietness and believe it is a true heaven on
 earth. We fully support the position of the Vista Royale Board of Directors as
 expressed in the resolution reproduced at the end of this letter. We ask the
 commission to reconsider the request from AAF, and deny all applications.


 


Such a project would not only harm the quality of life of a wonderful environment and
 a united community, it might become the beginning of the end for the tourism
 industry in a whole region as we know it today. This would bring amazing noise
 (horns, whistles) and air pollution increase, a greater danger of derailment in a
 densely populated area due to the speed of the trains that would certainly affect not
 only the Vista Royale residents but would harm all of the Vero Beach area
 population.


 


As new tracks will be needed, why not build them in an area as far away as possible
 from densely populated areas ? Isn’t it a big common sense and judgment issue ?
 Isn't the quality of human life at least as important as economic profit for a few
 individuals? And should we not be as careful for the environment of human beings as
 we are for the environment of certain animals in different projects and developments
 ?


 


Thank you very much for your attention and your concern,


 


Please accept our best regards,
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Cécile and Marc Paradis,
93 Springlake Drive #201,
Vero Beach, FL 32962
 


paradismarc@videotron.ca


 


 


 


RESOLUTION
 


Be It Resolved That the Vista Royale Board of Directors, representing a senior
 community of 1512 condos in Indian River County, bordering Route 1 and the current
 railroad tracks, is overwhelmingly against the All Aboard Florida proposal to add tracks
 allowing up to 32 passenger trains a day, travelling at high speeds, very close to our
 community.  There are presently 3 railroad crossings (Oslo Road, 1st Street and 4th Street)
 that will be directly affected by the planned tracks and trains, limiting our access to
 emergency services, shopping and daily travel throughout Indian River County, as well as the
 safety issues associated with the additional trains.
 


Residents of Vista Royale are presently disturbed by the existing train noise
 throughout the day and night, and any additional trains and noise associated with them will
 only exacerbate this level of disturbance and severely limit our peaceful use of the many
 outdoor activities we currently enjoy.  We are also concerned that Vista Royale’s properties
 will decline in value because of the diminished access to our community and the increased
 noise generated by the high speed trains.
 


We request you utilize all of your efforts to STOP THIS TRAIN PROJECT FROM
 GOING FORWARD.
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From: Roger Lyon
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@DOT.gov
Cc: Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, November 23, 2014 1:13:15 PM


Hello,
 
From the subject of this email you can guess my comments.
 
1.  All Aboard Florida (AFF) is asking for public funds for their “passenger” trains
 from Miami to Orlando.  From all unbiased studies, AAF projections for passenger
     traffic are erroneous.  No train system in this state survives for passengers alone
 so I can only conclude AAF is proposing this system for the potential freight
 revenues. 
 
2.  If the frequency of 32 trips/day were just for passenger trains it would cause
 headaches for our area for marine and road traffic.  If long freight trains are added
 to the mix,
     the time per bridge/road closing will increase substantially over passenger
 trains.  Marine traffic would suffer the most because of the long down times for
 the rail
     bridge across the St. Lucie river.  (As much as 10 hours/day).
 
3.  I am upset by this whole proposal.  Please do not approve this venture.
 
4.  If for some unknown reason you approve this venture,  my tax dollars better not
 be involved.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roger Lyon
3515 SE Charing Cross Lane
Port St. Lucie, FL 34952
rwlyon@comcast.net
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From: Mary Win OBrien
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@DOT.gov
Subject: Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for High Speed Passenger Service from Miami to Orland


 - All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, November 26, 2014 12:45:55 PM
Attachments: Florida Railroad comments.docx


Attached please find my letter of comment on the DEIS for All Aboard Florida.  My
 understanding is that the comments are due December 3.  Thanks for your attention to this
 matter.
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November 26, 2014





Mr. John Winkle


Federal Railroad Administration


1200 New Jersey Avenue SE


Room W38-311


Washington, DC 20590





Re:  Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for All Aboard Florida (AAF)





Dear Sir:





	I am writing as a resident of Stuart Florida to assert that the DEIS does not justify permitting AAF to proceed with its plans to extend its tracks in order to provide high speed passenger service from Miami to Orlando Florida.  





	Before I detail some of my concerns with the DEIS, I want to also note that the feasibility of the loan itself as a financial matter is much in doubt and the loan should not be approved on financial merits alone.  Not only is the corporate structure and the provision of collateral of concern – there are several interlocking companies involved with this project but only the recently formed one Florida East Coast Industries seems to be applying for the loan.  It is not the railroad company nor is it Fortress Investment Group which owns these entities.  It is of concern that AAF is planning a passenger railroad on the same tracks that will likely see an increase in freight as the Florida ports are expanded – although some of these projects face challenges as well.  The passenger aspect may garner an increased loan but does not seem very creditworthy.  As noted in previous communications, there are only 2 non-subsidized passenger trains in the world – in France and Japan and NONE in the US.   I used to use trains – growing up in northern New Jersey we could commute into New York easily but those trains all failed.  Living in Washington DC I used the Metroliner, now Acela and the earlier passenger trains to commute from school to home in New Jersey.  Those trains were and are still subsidized. Those subsidizes are continuously under attack by members of Congress even though everyone recognizes that the subsidies are needed to sustain this service.  Finally, during the 30 years I lived in Pittsburgh PA, the commuter trains ended and we now have extensive rails to trails throughout Western PA.  





	This brief summary of just my experience can be repeated throughout the country and to date there is nothing that demonstrates that AAF will be any different.  It will serve a smaller population base than the DC to Boston trains, it must rely on tourists coming in from Miami – it is unlikely that there will be much interest in travelling from Orlando to Miami except as a return trip.  This makes no financial sense at all.   





	That said, assuming the loan is determined to be financially sound and beneficial for passenger service, the DEIS must undergo substantial reworking before any final determination can be made.  Right now it fails to address many key issues as outlined in the comments submitted by Martin County.  For example:





1. There is no adequate alternatives analysis for the North-South corridor that meets the requirements of the Code of Federal Regulations, (40 CFR, Section 1502.14). All reasonable alternatives need to be explored and objectively evaluated. The DEIS short circuited the alternatives analysis by narrowly defining the “purpose and need” as an intercity rail service that is “sustainable as a private enterprise”. The economics of the proposed project then screened out all other available routes.  But the program is not sustainable as proposed as a private enterprise – this assumption is not correct so out of an abundance of caution, the alternatives must be assessed as well.  There are well known options for a western route on other tracks owned by CSX I believe and also there is a right of way available in the area of the Florida Turnpike and I-95. Both could preserve the Miami to West Palm Beach route but avoid the destruction to the smaller counties where the tracks are in small business and residential areas.  At the meeting in Stuart FL held by the FRA I was advised that the western route was not considered because of cost and lack of ownership of the track.  But AAF is undertaking or claims to be undertaking more of the costs of its proposal in order to convince local governments to support it.  When you add in the most likely need to replace the bridge in Stuart over the St. Lucie River and all of the other mitigations, it may be that the costs are going to be closer. 



2. Martin County has a policy to encourage passenger rail service. The County should encourage passenger commuter and intercity rail service but it is incorrect to consider AAF as meeting that policy.  We need to connect Indiantown with Stuart for example not Miami with Orlando, so please do not consider this project as consistent or supported by Martin County or its residents. 



3. As stated by Martin County, the DEIS is incomplete in consideration of environmental, wetland and wildlife impacts. AAF should include an evaluation of proposed impacts and compensatory mitigation actions for impacts that will occur to wetlands, conservation uplands including rare and unique scrub areas, and wildlife including all state-listed animal and plant species. Once the impacts are evaluated and quantified, AAF should consider, at a minimum, the following mitigation and monitoring elements to offset anticipated natural resource impacts: rail corridor fencing; strategically placed wildlife crossing culverts/tunnels; and specific monitoring studies.   But note that fencing would only exacerbate other wildlife impacts, especially in areas where prescribed fire is frequently used as a habitat management tool. Animals would be trapped from crossing where they need to for numerous purposes with fencing in place. Additional trains will increase the risk for all wildlife.  



4. I want to emphasize the following from the Martin County comments. The entire wildlife and plant assessment must be redone by the proper agency.  It is not the mission of the Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) to do this assessment.  We have recently had experience with USACE providing inadequate environmental information to Florida involving the dredging in the Port of Palm Beach that resulted in the denial of permits for now.  Therefore,  “the entire portion of the DEIS that assessed potential impacts to wildlife should be re-done, by the correct lead agency (USFWS), taking into account the entire regional impacts to wildlife species, including but not limited to crossing impacts, regional and sub-regional migration, habitat fragmentation, loss of habitat, etc. The wildlife impact assessment of the DEIS is woefully inadequate, and to come to the conclusion that in almost all cases there would be “no adverse impact” with any of the alternatives is an example of either the consulting agency’s inexperience / inability to consult on wildlife impacts, or a conscious disregard for existing law and the resources protected under the ESA. “



5. [bookmark: _GoBack]I live on the east side of the tracks so this project will definitely affect my daily activities. The intersections at Monterey and Indian Street, Confusion Corner and the Jensen Beach Blvd. circle are all vital to full participation in our communities.  The significant increase in train traffic in these small areas and downtowns will not be of benefit to the public health and safety.  Last year we had a freight train breakdown and it blocked the Stuart intersections from Monterey into town close to rush hour and in season.  Traffic was stalled for hours and there were several car accidents as people tried to find alternative routes.  Parents could not pick up their children from a child care facility in East Stuart and others could not get home.  This is what we have to look forward to from AAF not any benefits to our communities.  We will be the traffic jam city both on the roads and in the water and our communities will die out as people seek to live in safer and better environments. 



6. The DEIS continually addresses the concerns as either not substantial or as conditions that can be mitigated.   I suggest that if you add up all the mitigations listed in the report and by commenters that what results is an entirely different project from that used to request the loan.  At some point all those mitigations should add up to a determination that the project does not support a finding of environmental soundness and therefore should not be approved.   AAF should not be permitted to mitigate its way out of a bad idea financially, environmentally or for our communities. 





Thank you for your consideration of these comments.





Sincerely,











Mary-Win O’Brien


2600 SE Ocean Blvd. Apt. W-1


Stuart FL 34996


mwinobrien@gmail.com







From: Sally Batz
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Response to the Environmental Impact Statement
Date: Saturday, November 22, 2014 8:00:09 PM
Attachments: RCC All Aboard Florida DEIS Response.pdf


ATT00001.htm


Dear Sir/Madame,


My husband, Henley Sandidge and I are responding to the Environmental Impact Statement.  We live
 in Rio at 88 N.E. Alice St. and are very close to the FEC tracks that currently carry only freight 
through our neighborhood and city.  We have lived in this location since 1997 and are conditioned to 
the current freight traffic.  Sometimes we are inconvenienced as are all of our neighbors and citizens 
of Stuart and Martin County.  We have learned to accept delays and inconveniences.  With an added 
32 trains a day, and the anticipated speed coming through our town and neighborhoods, we are very 
alarmed at the cavalier attitude of FEC with regards to our community.  We are also pretty certain 
that high speed passenger trains are not the main reason for this whole controversy.  


Also, I do remember a train derailing several years ago not more than 1/2 mile from our residence.  
This was a SLOW freight train, not a “high speed passenger train”.  I am a runner and cross those 
tracks almost daily.  These are OLD tracks and have very little safety features for pedestrian and 
vehicular crossing currently.  I also run across the old Roosevelt Bridge and see the VERY OLD 
Train bridge that crosses the St. Lucie River.  As you can tell, I’m sure, we are not in favor of 32 
additional high speed passenger trains on the current tracks.  I would applaud High Speed Trains 
that traveled West of the city, and also allowing for a Martin County Stop.


A very detailed study has been put together with many concerns, which I am attaching.  This 
response is just a personal one from me, Sally Batz, and my husband, Henley Sandidge.


Thank you very much for your attention and the opportunity to respond.


Respectfully,


Sally Batz  and Henley Sandidge
88 N.E. Alice St.
Jensen Beach, FL 34957
sallyfbatz@gmail.com
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MARTIN COUNTY COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AREAS. 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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











TABLE T.1 Population
Housing 



Units
Population 
% of County



Population 
% within 



Buffer



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



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



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



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



 



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











 



 



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



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



 



TABLE T.2
Walk/Cycle to 



Work



Population with 
Income to Poverty 



Level <1
Food Stamps



HH with 
Disability



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











 



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



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



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



 



  



T-3
Housing 



units
Average Value Total value 5% of Value



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











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



 



 



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



 











Chart C. Comparison of households % with Disability



 



 



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



  











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



 



 



  











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



 



 



 



 



  











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



 



 



 



 



 



  











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



 



 



  











FIG. V. RIO CRA, RAILROAD CROSSINGS AND BUFFER 
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From: Judy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all aboard trains-definitely against
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:29:06 PM


NO TO THE TRAIN !
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From: Penelope PH Buzby
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fwd: All Aboard Florida high speed trains
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:14:55 PM


Subject: All Aboard Florida high speed train


As a longtime resident of Vero Beach, I am curious to know if this question about
 this issue has ever been asked, "If you were building a new airport, where would
 you put it?"  I doubt that you would hear, "why not in the middle of the city, so
 it's easily accessible to all."  No, you would be told to build it out of town and if,
 later, people made a decision to build their homes next to it, their choice to build
 there would have been made with the foreknowledge of the noise and any other
 inconveniences which could occur in future.


The same logic should apply to where the tracks should be for this new rail
 system.The best suggestion is out near the 95 Highway, where there already is a
 corridor for traffic and space to build the new special tracks needed for these high
 speed trains. I have ridden various times on these Bullet trains and the thought of
 they're  hurtling along at very high speeds, in a densely populated corridor,
 presents a formula for disaster.


It seems to me that the only winners in this All Aboard Florida scenario are its
 stockholders and those who want to get from Miami to Orlando more quickly and
 less expensively than they can now on a plane or in a car...very few compared to
 those who object to this madness.


We have lived without one for a long time...do it right from the beginning...build
 out West.


Scott Buzby
Sent from my iPad
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From: Rusty Quaintance
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all aboard
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:49:36 AM


You cannot put a time limit on SELFISH STUPIDITY and IGNORANCE with listening to the
 PEOPLE living in the area you choose to destroy!!!!!!


Check out my website


http://www.quincesart.portfoliobox.me/home
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From: Rebecca Ascoli
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Review of Environmental Impact Statement for AAF
Date: Thursday, October 23, 2014 2:14:54 PM
Attachments: Review of DEIS for AAF.pdf


ATT00001.txt


My review of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the All Aboard Florida project is presented in the
 attached pdf. Please confirm receipt of this email.


Rebecca Grant Ascoli, P.E.
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 Rebecca Grant Ascoli, P.E. 



 20 Orange Avenue, Unit 202 



 Fort Pierce, Florida 34950 



 rgascoli@gmail.com 



 October 21, 2014 



 



Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



1200 New Jersey Ave., S.E., Room W38-31 



Washington, D.C. 20590 



 



RE:   Review of Draft Environmental Impact Statement for All Aboard Florida, 



 Intercity Passenger Rail Project, Orlando to Miami, Florida 



 



Dear Sir: 



 



I have reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the All Aboard Florida Project 



(AAF). I am a Professional Engineer (civil/geotechnical) registered in Florida, and I practiced in south and 



central Florida for 16 years prior to retiring in Fort Pierce, Florida in 2012. The  primary focus of my review 



was the North-South (N-S) Corridor, a 128.5-mile section of the AAF Project that is proposed to run along 



the existing FECR Corridor from West Palm Beach through north Palm Beach, Martin, St. Lucie, Indian 



River and Brevard Counties to Cocoa. As proposed, the AAF service will stop in only four cities: Miami, Ft. 



Lauderdale, West Palm Beach and Orlando. There will be no stops along the N-S Corridor, locally known as 



the Treasure Coast. 



 



The principal theme throughout the DEIS is that the AAF will be very beneficial for southeast and central 



Florida. Tourists and residents will have reliable, rapid transportation options between Miami, Ft. 



Lauderdale, West Palm Beach and Orlando; congestion on the main highways connecting these cities, I-95 



and Florida’s Turnpike, will be relieved; the reduced automobile traffic will improve air quality; and 



economic growth in these areas will be stimulated. A secondary theme is also present throughout the 



document: the N-S Corridor is not important to the development of Florida and the adverse impacts 



anticipated in the N-S corridor are not significant in comparison to the overall gains if AAF is constructed. 



My review of the DEIS has caused me to question the impartiality of the preparers of the DEIS.   



 



I am not opposed to the implementation of passenger train service in southeast Florida. However, such a 



project should enhance the environment and the economic growth of the entire region, not just the mega 



centers. The AAF, as currently designed, does not do that. 



 



The following pages present my comments on specific aspects of the DEIS.  



 



Sincerely, 



 



Rebecca Grant Ascoli, P.E. 



 



 



Attachments:  8 pages 
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COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENT IMPACT STATEMENT FOR THE ALL ABOARD FLORIDA PROJCT 



 



Section Page Comment 



2  Need for AAF Project 



2.3.1 



 



2.2 The DEIS states that “the current travel time between Orlando and Miami via automobile is 4 hours, 15 



minutes via SR 528 to I‐95 and 3 hours, 50 minutes via Florida’s Turnpike.” What are the beginning and end 



points of each automobile route? AAF passengers need time for transit to and from the railroad stations in 



addition to the train trip. How is this being accounted for in the comparisons? 



2-4 Table 2.3-1 uses traffic data from 2007. Are more recent data available? The V/C ratios must have changed 



since 2007 due to the continued widening of both highways.  



The V/C ratios for I-95 north of SR 706 and south of SR-528 do not seem logical from my personal 



experience on those roads. The high V/C ratio may be accurate in Brevard County but not in the three 



counties immediately to the south. 



2.3.2 2-5 These statistics seem to have been selected to support the AAF. Data from multiple years, suitably 



normalized, need to be shown.  



Numbers of non-passengers killed by passenger cars and trains, as well as passengers, need to be reviewed. 



2.3.4 2-8 Table 2.3-3 only includes the Miami-Ft. Lauderdale-Pompano Beach and the Orlando-Kissimmee-Sanford 



areas. How do the areas along the N-S Corridor compare?   



Table 2.3-4 does not include St. Lucie County. Why?  



If people living in Martin County need to go to other counties for employment as the DEIS seems to imply, 



then why not provide passenger service for Martin County residents? The purpose of Table 2.3-4 is not 



clear. 



3  Alternatives 



3.2 3-2,  



3-47 



The AAF criteria for establishing the route preclude serious consideration of alternate routes to the FECR 



Corridor (N-S Corridor). While not mentioned in the list on page 3-2, the requirement that the project 



maximize use of existing infrastructure is stated unequivocally in Section 3.6 Summary on page 3-47. 



The explanation that AAF is a private enterprise while AAF is applying for $1.6 billion dollar RIFF loan is 



disingenuous. Additional criteria that should have been considered before use of public funds was sought 



include: the number of Treasure Coast communities with potential adverse impacts from the AAF, and the 



accessibility of the routes to the Treasure Coast populace if future stations are added. 
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Section Page Comment 



3.2.1.1 3-6 The route screening regarding impacts to waterways was based only on the number of new bridges that 



would be required. Apparently the importance of the waterway and the amount of marine traffic that would 



be affected were not considered. This seems very superficial. 



3.5 3-45 Who performed the peer review of the “Ridership and Revenue Study by Louis Berger Group? Did they 



agree with it?  



3.5.1 3-46,   



3-47 



The fifth key assumption of the ridership forecast is: “Congested auto travel times were used to account for 



station access and long-distance auto travel times.” Use of congested auto travel times would skew the 



results towards use of the train. Subsequently the DEIS states that “sensitivity tests were conducted to 



determine the change of ridership with changes in model assumptions, including…changes in auto travel 



time…” The results of that specific parametric study are not included in the DEIS.  



3.5.1 3-46 The seventh key assumption of the ridership forecast is: “Induced demand potential was included in the 



model, based on methods used in prior Florida high speed rail studies.” Were these methods used to forecast 



Tri-Rail and Amtrak ridership, the only existing rail services in Florida? If so, how accurate did the methods 



prove to be? 



4  Affected Environment  



4.1.1.1 4-2 It is not clear where SFWMD 2008 and SJRWMD 2009 data were used as opposed to FDOT 1999 data. The 



latter probably would not be accurate along the Treasure Coast due to the rapid growth of this area in the 



2000s. 



Were the ‘Predominant’ land uses determined by county or for the entire project? Is it typical to select 10 



percent to divide predominant versus non-predominant land uses?  



Appendix 



4.1.1-A 



 Page A-1 is missing on the FRA website.  



The map codes are not included in the appendix. 



4.1.1.2 4-3 The predominant land uses along the N-S Corridor do not reflect the fact that the FECR Corridor crosses the 



vital downtown areas of numerous Treasure Coast cities, towns and villages. The list of incorporated 



municipalities in the DEIS omits Stuart and Tequesta, both located in Martin County, and St. Lucie Village 



in St. Lucie County. An additional urban area, though unincorporated, is Hobe Sound in Martin County. 



4-4 Table 4.1.1-1 only lists land use plans for the counties. Were city planning departments contacted for their 



input? 



4.1.2.5 4-13 Table 4.1.2-1 shows highway volumes and operational characteristics based on FDOT numbers for 2011 and 



2012. How would the level of service change considering the recent and ongoing construction on both I-95 



and Florida’s Turnpike? How would the revised levels influence the conclusions of the studies? 
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Section Page Comment 



4.1.3 4-18,  



4-22 



Video recordings were made at the three moveable bridges in order to obtain marine traffic information. The 



DEIS and the AMEC 2014 report state the videos were made during the “peak vessel traffic season”, 



December and January. How was it determined that this is the peak season? Based on my 18 years of 



boating in South Florida, boat traffic characteristics vary considerably between winter and summer in South 



Florida. Use of the waterways is heaviest during the hot summer season; far fewer locals use their boats 



during the winter months when ‘snow birds’ are present.  



4.2.1 4-30 Were the measurements of the existing air quality actually made within the Project Study Area as defined on 



p. 4-1? Were any measurements made at the at-grade crossings where traffic backups are anticipated, i.e. 



Seaway Drive in Fort Pierce? 



4.2.2.1 



  



4-36 The DEIS states that a 10-dB ‘penalty’ is added to noise events occurring between 10 p.m. and 7 a.m. when 



calculating the Ldn. Table 4.2.2-5 shows the Ldn is higher than both the night and day Leq. Because almost 



all, if not all, the AAF trains will run through the N-S Corridor during the daytime hours, the existing 



daytime noise level should be compared with AAF noise levels.  



4.2.2.1 4-39 Table 4.2.2-2 shows existing rail conditions based on 18 freight trains per day. Page S-5 of the DEIS says 



there were 10 to 14 freight trains per day in 2013. Calculations based on the higher number of freight trains, 



18 per day, would cause the existing noise level to be higher than it actually was in 2013. 



4.2.2.1 4-41 Based on Table 4.2.2-4 the existing noise levels Ldn in the Treasure Coast communities due to population 



density, excluding the freight trains, are between 35 and 55. Do these numbers include the 10-dB ‘penalty’ 



for night noise? Comparisons of existing versus AAF noise levels should be made for low residential density 



areas and for urban zones. Care should be taken to compare apples with apples and oranges with oranges. 



What is actually being compared must be made clear. 



4.2.2.2 4-42 What speeds are associated with the freight and commuter train data shown in Figure 4.2.2-2? How will the 



increased speeds projected with the AAF project affect the vibration levels?  



4-44 Figure 4.2.2-4 references speeds of 50 mph. How will the increased speeds with the AAF project affect the 



vibration levels? Vibrations increase by the square of the speed. 



4.4.1.2 4-103 The list of incorporated communities along the N-S Corridor does not include Stuart, Tequesta and St. Lucie 



Village. 



4-104 Table 4.4.1-1 does not include Martin County and the communities mentioned in the previous comment. 



The description of the communities along the N-S Corridor is too brief. The actual location in the 



community of the FECR should be discussed in order to evaluate the impact of AAF on these communities. 



Detailed maps and photos would be useful.  
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4.4.3.2 4-112 Table 4.4.3-1 is missing several industry types. The percentages of workforce that are accounted for ranges 



from 51 to 56 percent for the listed counties. The percentage of people employed in tourism would be useful. 



The statement that “the largest economic impact from agriculture, natural resources and related industries is 



found in Palm Beach County” is misleading. Palm Beach is one of the largest counties east of the 



Mississippi. The statistics must be normalized in order to be meaningful. 



4-113 The paragraph following Table 4.4.3-2 has a hodgepodge of data from various years. They need to be 



reviewed and explained in a meaningful format. 



4.4.4.2 4-116 Table 4.4.4-3 cannot be compared with Tables 4.4.4-1 and 4.4.4-2. Freight train statistics and highway 



statistics measure different activities. The AAF trains will be much faster than the freight trains. 



5  Environmental Consequences 



5.1.1 5-3 The DEIS states that there are no land use conversions planned along the N-S Corridor because it lies 



entirely within the existing FECR Corridor. The DEIS claims the AAF project is consistent with Indian 



River, St. Lucie, Martin and Palm Beach county planning goals and objectives because these plans support 



passenger rail service and multi-modal transportation systems. However, most of the county and municipal 



governments have expressed grave concerns and opposition to the AAF project. 



5.1.2 5-6 The DEIS states, “There will be no significant impact to transportation as a result of the Project.” In the 



same paragraph the DEIS further states that the project “will benefit freight service” and improve regional 



highways by relieving congestion. However, the DEIS finally admits, “Increasing train traffic will result in 



minor degradation of local road traffic conditions…” This is a clear case of selecting winners (Fortress 



Investment Group) and losers (Treasure Coast residents and communities). Important issues concerning the 



N-S Corridor are dismissed summarily as ‘minor’ because freight will move more readily and highways will 



improve (IF the passenger projections are realistic).  



5.1.2.1 5-7 The DEIS references Appendix 3.3B. The information is actually presented in Appendix 3.3C. 



5.1.2.2 5-8 The DEIS states, “Based on anticipated operations data for the 2016 opening year, the number of freight 



trains per day is expected to increase from 18 (in 2011; 14 in 2013) to 20 in 2016 along with an increase in 



the average train length to 8,150 feet (AMEC 2014a).” Table 4.1.2-4 indicates that the existing freight trains 



have an average length of 8,150 feet. The existing and projected numbers of freight trains and their lengths 



vary throughout the DEIS. These discrepancies need to be explained. 



The DEIS states that “Table 5.1.2‐3 shows the at‐grade closure times for the No‐Action Alternative (freight), 



based on 22 trains per day (2019 conditions).” This information is not given in Table 5.1.2-3. 
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5.1.2.2 5-8 The DEIS continues, “Closure times would range from an average of 2.5 to 2.8 minutes per hour, with the 



longest closures occurring in Martin County. This is an increase from the existing average of 1.2 minutes per 



hour (see Table 4.1.2‐4), but would not have a significant impact on traffic.” However, Table 4.1.2-4 shows 



a maximum delay time in 2011 of 4 minutes per hour for 18 freight trains per day. These discrepancies need 



to be explained and corrected. 



The DEIS states, “the No‐Action Alternative has the potential to contribute to future adverse transportation 



impacts on SR 528, I‐95, and Florida’s Turnpike by not aiding in the reduction of the projected increase in 



total automobile volume on these roads.” However, in Table 2.3-1 Florida’s Turnpike through the Treasure 



Coast is forecast to have adequate capacity in 2040, and I-95 will be less congested than the Palm 



Beach/Broward portion was in 2007. AAF is not needed to reduce traffic volumes on the Treasure Coast 



highways; AAF will cause “minor degradation of local road traffic conditions” as indicated on page 5-6. 



5-12 In Table 5.1.2-4 the column labeled ‘Passenger’ should have three columns below it, i.e. the maximum 



closure times of 1.7 min/hr are related to the passenger trains, not the total. 



The maximum 2019 at-grade closure times per hour for 22 freight trains and 32 AAF passenger trains are 



given in Table 5.1.2-4. These show the closure times will increase only 0.2 minutes per hour over the 2011 



closure times with 18 freight trains. This is based on freight train speeds that are 55 to 90 percent faster than 



the current speed of 28.5 mph. Are these maximum speeds realistic through communities (where most of the 



crossings are located)? 



5-13 The times with LOS F shown in Table 5.1.2-5 correspond to the closure times. The other LOS values shown 



in the same table assume the traffic reverts instantly to its pre-closure condition. Based on my experience, 



traffic requires some time to return to normal conditions. The longer the closure, the longer the time required 



to return to pre-closure traffic flows. Therefore the LOS values in Table 5.1.2-5 are unreasonably optimistic 



and need to be revised to reflect real traffic flows. 



If the data in Table 5.1.2-5 were valid, a vehicle crossing the railroad tracks on Seaway Drive in Fort Pierce 



would have a 1 in 5 chance of being delayed by a closure. A vehicle traveling U.S.  Highway 1 would have a 



1 in 8 chance of experiencing LOS F conditions. Note these assume the instantaneous traffic recovery 



mentioned in the previous comment. The odds of encountering poor LOS conditions will actually be greater. 



The report does not mention that Seaway Drive is the only northern exit from South Hutchinson Island. The 



nearest alternative exit is 20 miles south at Jensen Beach. Seaway Drive is critical as an evacuation route for 



both hurricanes and the St. Lucie Nuclear Reactor located 12 miles to the south. 
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5.1.3 5-15 The DEIS states the existing approximate closure time for bridges is 12 minutes. The future closure time 



with the AAF project will be reduced to 7 minutes due to the increased speeds of the train. While this may 



be true, it is critical to recognize that the number of 7 minute closures will be increased significantly from 



the existing 10 to 18 freight trains crossing a bridge per day (depending on which set of existing conditions 



is used) to 52 freight and passenger trains crossing the same bridge per day.  



5-15, 



5-18, 



5-30 to 



5-32 



Table 5.1.3-2 shows very significant increases in total daily bridge closure times. Both the Loxahatchee 



River Bridge and the St. Lucie River Bridge will be closed 278 percent more time on week days and 



approximately 240 percent longer on weekends. Also, based on the length of the closures, the number of 



vessels that will have to wait increases from 1 out of 14 to 1 out of 4 at the St. Lucie River Bridge and 1 out 



of 7 at the Loxahatchee River Bridge.  



The DEIS asserts that, “Under Project conditions, no adverse economic impacts to marine jobs, economic 



growth, or development are anticipated.” Based on the projected closure times at the bridges, it seems 



implausible that marine businesses and residential real estate will not be adversely affected. Even now, 



advertisements state if water access requires passing bridges. Common sense dictates that the AAF will 



result in decreased business and reduced property values at locations upstream of the ‘movable’ bridges. 



5.2.1 5-33 The DEIS conclusion that regional air quality would be improved with the AAF project begs the issue of the 



Treasure Coast communities where increased pollution will occur due to the AAF trains and the congestion 



at downtown at-grade crossings. While the increased pollution may not exceed air quality standards, the 



residents of these communities will experience degraded air quality with no compensating benefits. 



5.2.2 5-39 The DEIS states that AAF will install “wayside horns at each of the  159 grade crossings“ on the N-S 



Corridor “where severe, unmitigated impacts would occur using locomotive-mounted horns.” The analysis 



“assumes that wayside horns will be implemented”. A detailed list of the locations where the horns will be 



installed is necessary in order to evaluate the DEIS. Are there at-grade crossings along the N-S Corridor 



where the noise impact is ‘moderate’? These should be spelled out. 



5-51 



 



The vibration events along the N-S Corridor “already exceed FRA criteria…” The vibration levels are 



ANTICIPATED to be less than 100VdB, the threshold level for minor structural damage to fragile 



buildings. Vibrations vary considerably due to soil conditions and cannot be reliably predicted. Figure 4.2.2-



2 indicates that 100 VdB is like blasting from construction projects. Construction blasting is monitored 



carefully with seismographs and is stopped when excessive vibrations are detected. Vibrations of these 



magnitudes are significant, and the DEIS states that 3,317 residences, 513 institutions and 18 vibration-



sensitive land-uses potentially could be affected.  
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5.2.2 5-124, 



7-3 



In Section 5.4.2 vibration mitigation is mentioned only with respect to environmental justice communities. It 



is not satisfactory to state that almost 4,000 homes, businesses and institutions could experience structural 



damage if the anticipated vibrations are exceeded. Even without structural damage, the value of these 



properties and structures can be expected to decrease due to discomfort from the vibration. 



Table 7.2-2 does not show any vibration mitigation measures for the N-S Corridor beyond rail and wheel 



maintenance which should be routine for the proposed high speed trains. 



5.4.1.1 5-122 The DEIS dismisses any consequences to the communities along the N-S Corridor since the N-S Corridor is 



within the FECR Corridor and this corridor “has supported freight and/or passenger service on a continuous 



basis for more than 100 years”. This justification overlooks the fact that the train service originally 



SERVED the communities with freight and passenger service long before the highways were constructed.  



The FECR Corridor occupies prime lands that are close to the Intracoastal Waterway, an uneconomical land 



use of these areas. 



5.4.1.2 5-123 The DEIS unconditionally states, “The Project would have an indirect beneficial effect to communities; it 



would improve accessibility and mobility between Orlando and Miami, as well as other communities in 



southeast Florida.” Considering that the N-S Corridor will experience numerous adverse effects if the AAF 



project comes to fruition, this statement is blatantly false. The Project will not increase accessibility and 



mobility for the Treasure Coast residents. The DEIS should be an impartial review performed by 



professionals. 



5.4.3, 



5.4.3.1 



5-127, 



5-129 
The DEIS claims, “The Project would not reduce municipal property tax revenues along the … N‐S 



Corridor.” The rationale for this claim is, “The Project would not require acquisition of privately owned 



property along the N‐S Corridor, as the N‐S Corridor is entirely within the existing FECR Corridor. Since no 



land acquisition is necessary, the Project would not result in the reduction of municipal tax revenue, 



commercial displacements, or job loss along the N‐S Corridor.” This is very simplistic, especially for a 



project that is relying on increased property values in the areas surrounding the new stations in Miami, etc. 



The assessed values of real estate and structures adjacent to an increasingly busy railroad corridor can be 



expected to decrease, especially if residential, and the tax revenue will be correspondingly diminished.  
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5.4.4 5-132 



5-133, 



The DEIS states, “The Project would not appreciably affect public health, safety, and security in the rail 



corridor. While greater frequency of trains may increase the frequency of opportunities for conflict between 



trains and vehicles or people, safety improvements … would be a beneficial effect, serving to minimize 



potential conflicts and their consequences.” The use of the word ‘may’ with regard to increased 



opportunities for conflict between trains and vehicles implies that almost tripling the number of trains will 



have negligible effect on the potential for accidents. This is highly questionable unless the safety 



improvements require onerous restrictions on the local traffic which would certainly not be a ‘beneficial 



effect’. Furthermore, based on the laws of physics high speed accidents are more destructive.  



The impartiality of the authors is dubious. 



5-134 Has the report of the joint Diagnostic Team of FDOT, FRA, AAF, FECR and local officials been published? 



Does it concur with the conclusion stated in the previous comment? 



The DEIS states, “While the increased number of train crossings would increase the delay to local traffic at 



grade crossings as compared to the No‐Action Alternative, the local area traffic would not be affected for the 



majority of the day.” Rephrased, this sentence says the traffic on local roads will not be affected one-half or 



50 percent of the day. According to Table 4.1.2-4 of the DEIS, the crossings throughout the N-S Corridor 



currently are closed 4 minutes per hour or less than 7 percent of the day. This is not the “minor degradation 



of local road traffic conditions” indicated on page 5-6. 



5.4.9 5-170 The DEIS concludes, “The cumulative (social and economic) impacts of the Project in combination with 



other reasonably foreseeable projects would be beneficial to communities since these projects would result 



in additional jobs, community reinvestment/redevelopment, and improved tourism to local business and 



attractions.” The DEIS should specify which communities will experience these positive results. NO 



evidence was presented in the DEIS showing that any benefits would accrue to the communities along the 



N-S Corridor although adverse effects were mentioned and then glossed over. 



 



 



 
























From: Yves O"Bready
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: negron.joe.web@flsenate.gov; debbie.mayfield@myfloridahouse.gov; rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com;


 vistaroyalebulletin@gmail.com; VistaInformation@vistaroyale.info
Subject: AAF, All Aboard Florida, Indian River County
Date: Sunday, October 19, 2014 11:35:26 AM


To the attention of :
Mr John Winkle,
Federal Railroad Administration,
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E., Room W38-31,
Washington ,DC 20590
Copies to : Mr Joe Negron, Mrs Debbie Mayfield, Mr Rick Scott, Mr Bill Nelson, Mr Marco Rubio, Mr Bill Posey
Already copied and pasted to following websites :
billnelson.senate.gov;
rubio.senate.gov;
posey.house.gov;
Dear Mr Winkle,
As winter residents of the Vista Royale Community in Vero Beach, Fl, we just love that place
 as an oasis of peace and quietness and believe it is a true heaven on earth. We fully support
 the position of the Vista Royale Board of Directors as expressed in the resolution reproduced
 at the end of this letter. We ask the commission to reconsider the request from AAF, and deny
 all applications.
Such a project would not only harm the quality of life of a wonderful environment and a
 united community, it might become the beginning of the end for the tourism industry in a
 whole region as we know it today. This would bring amazing noise (horns, whistles) and air
 pollution increase, a greater danger of derailment in a densely populated area due to the speed
 of the trains that would certainly affect not only the Vista Royale residents but would harm all
 of the Vero Beach area population.
As new tracks will be needed, why not build them in an area as far away as possible from
 densely populated areas ? Isn’t it a big common sense and judgment issue ? Isn't the quality of
 human life at least as important as economic profit for a few individuals? And should we not
 be as careful for the environment of human beings as we are for the environment of certain
 animals in different projects and developments ?
Thank you very much for your attention and your concern,
Please accept our best regards,
Yves O'Bready
Monique Turgeon
yves.obready@gmail.com
79 Royal Oak Dr, # 203,
Vero Beach, Fl 32962-3766 USA
819-300-9455 (Magic-Jack VoIP


RESOLUTION
Be It Resolved That the Vista Royale Board of Directors, representing a senior


 community of 1512 condos in Indian River County, bordering Route 1 and the current
 railroad tracks, is overwhelmingly against the All Aboard Florida proposal to add tracks
 allowing up to 32 passenger trains a day, travelling at high speeds, very close to our
 community. There are presently 3 railroad crossings (Oslo Road, 1st Street and 4th Street) that
 will be directly affected by the planned tracks and trains, limiting our access to emergency
 services, shopping and daily travel throughout Indian River County, as well as the safety
 issues associated with the additional trains.


Residents of Vista Royale are presently disturbed by the existing train noise
 throughout the day and night, and any additional trains and noise associated with them will
 only exacerbate this level of disturbance and severely limit our peaceful use of the many



mailto:yves.obready@gmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

mailto:negron.joe.web@flsenate.gov

mailto:debbie.mayfield@myfloridahouse.gov

mailto:rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com

mailto:vistaroyalebulletin@gmail.com

mailto:VistaInformation@vistaroyale.info

http://billnelson.senate.gov/

http://rubio.senate.gov/

http://posey.house.gov/

mailto:yves.obready@gmail.com





 outdoor activities we currently enjoy. We are also concerned that Vista Royale’s properties
 will decline in value because of the diminished access to our community and the increased
 noise generated by the high speed trains.


We request you utilize all of your efforts to STOP THIS TRAIN PROJECT FROM
 GOING FORWARD.
------------------------------------------------------------------------ E N D --------------------------------


----------------------------------


Ce courrier électronique ne contient aucun virus ou logiciel malveillant
 parce que la protection Antivirus avast! est active.



http://www.avast.com/
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From: Bennett Keiser
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, November 23, 2014 9:59:54 PM


Mr. Winkle,
Please note our strong opposition to the All Aboard Florida proposal. 
 
The amount of trains heading north/south along the existing tracks will create serious
 conditions In the southern Florida corridor.  There are a large number of east/west running
 streets with their concurrent number of railroad crossings.  First responders, ambulances and
 all other emergency vehicles will face numerous and lengthy delays with possible tragic
 consequences. 
 
Not to mention the dramatic increase in both actual train noise including both wheels and
 whistles as well as the actual crossing barrier noise.
 
We implore you to consider the impact this proposal will have on the safety of the
 communities as well as the quality of life.  It is time that the decisions are made based on
 what is right for the people directly affected and not for the well-financed and politically
 connected.
 
Thank you for your time and consideration.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joy and Bennett Keiser
13701 Rivoli Drive
Palm Beach Gardens, FL  33410
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From: Joe
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Saturday, November 8, 2014 9:01:14 PM


I wish to go on record as being opposed to All Aboard Florida.  As a
 resident of Stuart, Florida, a small town along the Treasure Coast, I am
 not aware of one single benefit the proposed 32 high speed trains will
 bring to my home town. 


One of the highlights of Stuart is our historic downtown.  A great deal of
 planning and expense has gone into revitalizing this area.  The train
 tracks that will be used to carry the high speed trains run right through
 the center of this historic district.  The trains will not only pose a safety
 hazard but also traffic congestion in an area that was never meant for this
 purpose.   Since there is no proposed station on this train route the speed
 of the trains will be excessive.


Just beyond the downtown district, the trains will cross the St. Lucie River
 on a one track bridge.  The bridge is old and it is questionable as to how
 long it can successfully handle 32 more high speed trains a day and who
 is responsible for repairs.  There has not been any defined answer as to
 what happens when two trains need to cross the bridge at the same time.
 Again we are looking at safety hazards, traffic jams and also navigation
 tie-ups.  


My family enjoys the tranquility of Stuart and chose to live here because of
 what it is today.  We should not be forced to deal with the inconvenience
 of 32 high speed trains racing through the heart of our town just to get
 vacationers from Orlando to West Palm Beach, Fort Lauderdale and Miami
 and vice-versa in a hurry.  


Please don't sacrifice the peaceful living of the treasure coast to service
 the need of those who choose to live a hectic, high speed life.


Sincerely, 
Catherine Maher
32 South Sewall's Point Road
Stuart, Fl. 34996  
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From: Micco Home Owners
To: john.winkle@dot.gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com; bill@billnelson.senate.gov; Greg_Langowski@rubio.senate.gov; Congressman.Posey@mail.house.gov;


 gardiner.andy.web@flsenate.gov; Thad Altman; john.tobia@myfloridahouse.gov; steve.crisafulli@myfloridahouse.gov;
 ritch.workman@myfloridahouse.gov; tom.goodson@myfloridahouse.gov; ananth.prasad@dot.state.fl.us; Commissioner, D1; Commissioner,
 D2; Commissioner, D3; Commissioner, D4; Commissioner, D5; Whitten, Stockton E; Knox, Scott L; Chelle Woods; Joan Legue; Jan Black;
 Sue Olson; jcstargate@att.net; Henriette Daulton; Gloria Fleming; Dick Gee; Joanne Paganelli; Barbara Reisert; Wilma Weglein


Subject: Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, November 21, 2014 11:22:03 AM
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DATE:  November 21, 2014


 


TO: John.Winkle@DOT.gov and AAF_comments@vhb.com (AAF_comments@vhb.com)


 


FROM:  Micco Homeowner’s Association      Email address: miccohomeowners@gmail.com


 


SUBJECT:  All Aboard Florida Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement


__________________________________________________________________________


Micco Homeowner’s Association represents more than 9,000 residents of unincorporated
 Brevard County living in the neighborhoods of Barefoot Bay, Fleming Grant, Little
 Hollywood, Pelican Bay, River Grove, and Snug Harbor Lakes & Village   We are providing
 for you careful review our list of concerns regarding the demolition and replacement of the
 St. Sebastian River Railroad Bridge located at the county line between Indian River and
 Brevard counties as follows: 


 


Page 6-5, 6.4.2 Section 4 (F) St. Sebastian River Bridge - The Project requires that the
 St. Sebastian River Bridge, a structure located within the FECR right‐of‐way, be
 demolished to construct a new structurally‐sound bridge able to accommodate the future
 passenger and freight traffic.  Page 6-5, 6.4.2.2 Proposed Use - AAF proposes to
 construct a new twin independent ballast deck structure with concrete piers, located to the
 east of the existing railroad bridges. The demolition and removal of the westernmost bridge
 is necessary to protect navigation uses on the waterway, as determined by the USCG. The
 demolition of the bridge is an adverse effect under Section 106 (see Section 5.4.5 in
 Chapter 5 for the finding of adverse effect) and therefore constitutes a use under Section
 4(f). The bridge is within the FECR right‐of‐way and no property acquisition is required. 
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DATE:  November 21, 2014





TO: John.Winkle@DOT.gov and AAF_comments@vhb.com (AAF_comments@vhb.com)





FROM:  Micco Homeowner’s Association      Email address: miccohomeowners@gmail.com 





SUBJECT:  All Aboard Florida Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement


__________________________________________________________________________





Micco Homeowner’s Association represents more than 9,000 residents of unincorporated Brevard County living in the neighborhoods of Barefoot Bay, Fleming Grant, Little Hollywood, Pelican Bay, River Grove, and Snug Harbor Lakes & Village   We are providing for you careful review our list of concerns regarding the demolition and replacement of the St. Sebastian River Railroad Bridge located at the county line between Indian River and Brevard counties as follows:  





Page 6-5, 6.4.2 Section 4 (F) St. Sebastian River Bridge - The Project requires that the St. Sebastian River Bridge, a structure located within the FECR right‐of‐way, be demolished to construct a new structurally‐sound bridge able to accommodate the future passenger and freight traffic.  Page 6-5, 6.4.2.2 Proposed Use - AAF proposes to construct a new twin independent ballast deck structure with concrete piers, located to the east of the existing railroad bridges. The demolition and removal of the westernmost bridge is necessary to protect navigation uses on the waterway, as determined by the USCG. The demolition of the bridge is an adverse effect under Section 106 (see Section 5.4.5 in Chapter 5 for the finding of adverse effect) and therefore constitutes a use under Section 4(f). The bridge is within the FECR right‐of‐way and no property acquisition is required.





1. The DEIS fails to represent in Bridge Crossing Map Appendix 5.3.1A, Page 6 the curve at the Brevard end (north) of the bridge (photo attached). While the bridge may be in the right-of-way, the tracks are being moved east and at landfall will impact homes in the Little Hollywood neighborhood of Micco in Brevard County.  





2. The DEIS fails to comment on new impacts to existing private property adjacent to the tracks in the Little Hollywood neighborhood of Micco in southern Brevard County (photo provided).  In the 88 years since the current St. Sebastian River Bridge was constructed in 1926, the Florida East Coast Railway has NEVER operated on a track to the east of its current location as the bridge enters Brevard County.  If the proposed eastern track across the St. Sebastian River Bridge reaches land in Brevard County homeowners adjacent to the tracks will find themselves with freight and passenger trains rumbling and vibrating that much closer to their bedrooms. Additionally, when the bridge meets the land in Brevard County the rail-bed is raised about four feet.  This causes further concerns about property damage due to vibrations and possible derailment.  The DEIS is silent on these concerns.  





3. The DEIS fails to consider any loss of property value and reduced home sales due to the tracks new route to the east.   Additionally, should there be an engineering or construction error when building the new bridge, residents have real concerns their property will be taken by eminent domain procedures, also not addressed in the DEIS document.  





4. The DEIS fails to include information on the Holly/Azalea Street road crossing, one-half mile south of the landfall of the St. Sebastian Bridge in Brevard County.  This crossing is also not included in the list of crossing contained in the FRA Diagnostic Review.  Additionally, the new track to the east will somehow have to connect with the existing track near this road crossing.  Again, there is no information on whether this crossing will be impacted by the reconfiguration of the tracks, whether the crossing will be realigned or what safety equipment is planned for the crossing.





5. The DEIS fails to comment on where and how construction equipment will be staged, and whether construction noise and vibrations will impact private property. 





6. The DEIS fails to comment on how bridge construction and the placement of pilings will impact the annual winter migration of the West Indian Manatee into the St. Sebastian River.  The mammal is a year round resident in the river.  However, large numbers of wintering manatees begin arriving in November and stay through March.  No steps are described that would protect or prevent the West Indian Manatee from being harmed during construction and when driving piling to bedrock for bridge construction. 





7. The DEIS fails to include any steps to protect endangered wildlife, fish or their habitat  from falling debris or vibration and noise, except to say “will be mitigated.” How do you mitigate a fish kill, dead manatee, dead wood-stork, or loss of their habitat?  You can’t create a mitigation bank for these concerns.





8. Page 5-73 Environmental Consequences 5.2.6.2 Local Context: “Sea level is predicted to rise 1 foot from the 2010 level between 2040 and 2070, but a 2‐foot rise is possible by 2060.”





The DEIS fails to state how the St. Sebastian River Bridge or any other bridge will meet the requirements as stated by the Corps of Engineers Permit application “all new structures would retain existing vertical and horizontal clearances.”  Rising sea levels will not only change the height of bridge for boaters, but will likely erode the banks and shoreline where the bridge will make landfall.  Again, the DEIS is silent on these issues.





9. The DEIS fails to account for the economic impact on area scenic boat tour operators, commercial blue crab fisherman and fishing guides who make their living on the St. Sebastian River.  No information is provided on how those making their living from the river will deal with the consequences of the construction of a new bridge on the St. Sebastian River as well as the demolition of the current rail bridge.  A partial list of area fishing  and tour guides can be found here:  http://www.sebastianchamber.com/  





10. Page 4-77 Affected Environment Table 4.3.4-2 Floodway Crossings within the Project Study Area – Table incorrectly places the St. Sebastian River in St. Lucie County 50 miles south of its actual location in at the Indian River-Brevard County line.





Micco Homeowner’s Association is respectfully asking the Railroad Administration to reject the flawed Draft Environmental Statement and to direct All Aboard Florida to do their due diligence and provide needed facts that truly justify this proposal.  





Florida already has a passenger train that goes from Miami to Orlando and no one rides it.  It’s called Amtrak 





Sincerely,





Micco Homeowner’s Association


Miccohomeowners@gmail.com





(3) Attachments





Copy: Governor Scott, Senator Nelson, Senator Rubio, Congressman Posey, State Senator Gardiner, State Senator Altman, Representative Tobia, Representative Goodman Representative Workman, Speaker Crisafulli, FDOT Secty Prasad, Corps of Engineers


Micco Homeowners Board of Directors, Brevard County Board of County Commissioner and County Manager
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     St. Sebastian River Bridge  & curve at the Brevard County-line on the north in Little Hollywood neighborhood
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FEC Railway – St. Sebastian River Bridge approach to the Little Hollywood community of Micco in Brevard County.  Photo shows curve north of the bridge and continues north to the Holly Street road crossing.  ROW to the east to receive new track closer to homes. [image: ]
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1.    The DEIS fails to represent in Bridge Crossing Map Appendix 5.3.1A, Page 6 the curve
 at the Brevard end (north) of the bridge (photo attached). While the bridge may be in the
 right-of-way, the tracks are being moved east and at landfall will impact homes in the Little
 Hollywood neighborhood of Micco in Brevard County.  


2.    The DEIS fails to comment on new impacts to existing private property adjacent to the
 tracks in the Little Hollywood neighborhood of Micco in southern Brevard County (photo
 provided).  In the 88 years since the current St. Sebastian River Bridge was constructed in
 1926, the Florida East Coast Railway has NEVER operated on a track to the east of its
 current location as the bridge enters Brevard County.  If the proposed eastern track across
 the St. Sebastian River Bridge reaches land in Brevard County homeowners adjacent to
 the tracks will find themselves with freight and passenger trains rumbling and vibrating that
 much closer to their bedrooms. Additionally, when the bridge meets the land in Brevard
 County the rail-bed is raised about four feet.  This causes further concerns about property
 damage due to vibrations and possible derailment.  The DEIS is silent on these concerns.  


3.    The DEIS fails to consider any loss of property value and reduced home sales due to
 the tracks new route to the east.   Additionally, should there be an engineering or
 construction error when building the new bridge, residents have real concerns their
 property will be taken by eminent domain procedures, also not addressed in the DEIS
 document.  


4.    The DEIS fails to include information on the Holly/Azalea Street road crossing, one-half
 mile south of the landfall of the St. Sebastian Bridge in Brevard County.  This crossing is
 also not included in the list of crossing contained in the FRA Diagnostic Review. 
 Additionally, the new track to the east will somehow have to connect with the existing track
 near this road crossing.  Again, there is no information on whether this crossing will be
 impacted by the reconfiguration of the tracks, whether the crossing will be realigned or
 what safety equipment is planned for the crossing. 


5.    The DEIS fails to comment on where and how construction equipment will be staged,
 and whether construction noise and vibrations will impact private property. 


6.    The DEIS fails to comment on how bridge construction and the placement of pilings will
 impact the annual winter migration of the West Indian Manatee into the St. Sebastian
 River.  The mammal is a year round resident in the river.  However, large numbers of
 wintering manatees begin arriving in November and stay through March.  No steps are
 described that would protect or prevent the West Indian Manatee from being harmed during
 construction and when driving piling to bedrock for bridge construction. 


7.    The DEIS fails to include any steps to protect endangered wildlife, fish or their habitat 
 from falling debris or vibration and noise, except to say “will be mitigated.” How do you
 mitigate a fish kill, dead manatee, dead wood-stork, or loss of their habitat?  You can’t
 create a mitigation bank for these concerns. 


8.    Page 5-73 Environmental Consequences 5.2.6.2 Local Context: “Sea level is
 predicted to rise 1 foot from the 2010 level between 2040 and 2070, but a 2‐foot rise is
 possible by 2060.”


 The DEIS fails to state how the St. Sebastian River Bridge or any other bridge will meet the







 requirements as stated by the Corps of Engineers Permit application “all new structures
 would retain existing vertical and horizontal clearances.”  Rising sea levels will not only
 change the height of bridge for boaters, but will likely erode the banks and shoreline where
 the bridge will make landfall.  Again, the DEIS is silent on these issues. 


9.    The DEIS fails to account for the economic impact on area scenic boat tour operators,
 commercial blue crab fisherman and fishing guides who make their living on the St.
 Sebastian River.  No information is provided on how those making their living from the river
 will deal with the consequences of the construction of a new bridge on the St. Sebastian
 River as well as the demolition of the current rail bridge.  A partial list of area fishing  and
 tour guides can be found here:  http://www.sebastianchamber.com/  


10. Page 4-77 Affected Environment Table 4.3.4-2 Floodway Crossings within the
 Project Study Area – Table incorrectly places the St. Sebastian River in St. Lucie County
 50 miles south of its actual location in at the Indian River-Brevard County line. 


Micco Homeowner’s Association is respectfully asking the Railroad Administration to reject
 the flawed Draft Environmental Statement and to direct All Aboard Florida to do their due
 diligence and provide needed facts that truly justify this proposal. 


 


Florida already has a passenger train that goes from Miami to Orlando and no one rides it. 
 It’s called Amtrak


 


Sincerely,


 


Micco Homeowner’s Association


Miccohomeowners@gmail.com


 


(3) Attachments


 


Copy: Governor Scott, Senator Nelson, Senator Rubio, Congressman Posey, State Senator
 Gardiner, State Senator Altman, Representative Tobia, Representative Goodman
 Representative Workman, Speaker Crisafulli, FDOT Secty Prasad, Corps of
 Engineers, Micco Homeowners Board of Directors, Brevard County Board of County
 Commissioner and County Manager
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From: McCotter
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fwd: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 11:33:14 PM


 
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: McCotter <cotter5341@aol.com>
To: ""\"AAF comments\"" <"AAF comments""@vhb.com
Sent: Mon, Dec 1, 2014 11:08 pm
Subject: All Aboard Florida


John Winkle     FRA  1200 New Jersey  SE Room    Washington, DC    
 20590                                           
 
I am against All Aboard Florida for the following reasons:


The quantity and speed of the trains will be detrimental to the environment when
 traveling at speeds of 90 plus mph, thru State Parks where endangered wildlife
 live.   ie:  Jonathan Dickinson State Park,   Savannas Wildlife Preserve.


The quantity of trains will impede emergency vehicles transporting sick/injured people
 to local hospitals.  Emergency vehicles responding to 911 calls,  ie: fires,  sick people
 with an emergency condition, responce time will be negatively impacted.   Police
 responding to 911 calls will be unable to assist in a timely manner.   ie:  domestic
 violence,  assaults, robbery, etc. 


Safety issues in regards to traffic ---- Hobe Sound,  Fla  approx  5500 hundred people
 reside east of the FEC tracks,  their are no medical facilities,  police or emergency
 personnel located east of the FEC tracks. 


The vehicle traffic congestion at rail crossings will create accidents,  untold traffic
 jams  ----  totally unacceptable.


Property values will decline on the Rivers where FEC rail crossings exist  ie: 
 Loxatachee River,  St Lucie River.  The impact on boat traffic both commercial and
 recreational will be severely impacted.


The additional train noise will impact property values up and down the FEC tracks.


The report issued by All Aboard Florida is "fraudulent," omitting facts and the data is
 skewed.     At the approprate time, if requested,  I will be available to provide
 evidence supporting my claim.


Robert McCotter
9185 SE Delafield St
Hobe Sound, Florida    33455
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From: HSnev
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all abourd
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 12:13:36 PM


 Progress always creates objection from people that don't want to be disrupted. So be it with AAF.
 I strongly favor the high speed rail. I suggest one stop, that would be, in my opinion, an asset to
 the line. Melbourne already has an international  airport. The airport and the rail stop fit together. I
 would be a benefit  to Miami and to Orlando. I leave the rest to you imagination.
H.F.Snevel
772-569-4973
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From: Glenn Ryals
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Roosevelt Bridge over St. Lucie River
Date: Tuesday, September 23, 2014 12:37:22 PM


The Roosevelt Bridge over the St. Lucie River in Stuart Florida is dangerously
 narrow. Only one vessel can pass this narrow bridge at a time in either
 direction. There is no good area to turn a vessel immediately on either side
 of the Railroad bridge crossing and with strong currents this is already a
 dangerous passage. The bridge lowers approximately 10 minutes before a
 train crosses and doesn’t raise until 10 minutes after the train has passed.
 On weekends, the stacking of vessels wishing to pass through this
 dangerous bridge will amplify the existing risks. The Environmental Impact
 Statement suggests that the down time for this bridge will almost triple
 from 2.7 hours to 7.6 hours on the weekends when there is the heaviest
 boat traffic. This will be a disaster for the numerous boats and Marinas to
 the west of the bridge and is certain to have a negative impact on
 homeowners with docks throughout this area.


         The following comments from All Aboard Florida are a joke. They suggest
 three ideas “to reduce vessel delay and queuing” as follows, NONE of which
 does a single thing “to reduce vessel delay and queuing”.


          
         All Aboard Florida will implement a series of mitigation measures to reduce


 vessel delay and queuing at the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River
 bridges, including:


     Developing a set schedule for the down times of each bridge for passenger
 service.


     Providing public access to the bridge closure schedules online and keep that
 schedule updated daily.


     Developing coordination plans between All Aboard Florida and local
 authorities during peak vessel travel times on holidays and major public
 events.
The Roosevelt Bridge needs to be completely rebuilt and elevated like the
 adjacent US 1 bridge to avoid a tremendously negative impact on the
 boaters and homeowners in this large geographic area. These owners and
 boaters have the same rights to navigate these waters safely as do the
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 trains. This navigable waterway includes the only passage across the state
 to avoid an otherwise long trip around the trip of Florida. This is a very
 strategic bridge crossing and needs to be dealt with in a responsible
 manner. We do not need to be railroaded. Boaters are a major part of the
 lifestyle in Stuart.








From: jacksull3368@gmail.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF, DIVISION OF FLORIDA EAST COAST RAILROAD
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 10:13:47 AM


>
> Attn: John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration
> AAF IS NOT GOING TO BE A VIABLE PASSENGER RAIL SERVICE.
> Let's look at the real story
> Why a proposal such as this, has been put on the table
> The Panama Canal is being enlarged to handle super freighters and tankers
> The ports of Miami and Fort Lauderdale are doing likewise to handle this increase of freight traffic. The rail bed,
 crossings and bridges need to be upgraded to handle this flow of freight, not the sham of a passenger service.. No
 passenger service is planned for anywhere on the treasure coast. Let's wake up. WE, THE TAXPAYERS don't need
 to shell out money for this hoax. BONDS, HA HA
> If express passenger service is warranted, between Miami and Orlando ,let's look at what's really a viable alternate
> 1. MEGA BUS  one of the largest (and most successful)inter city,express bus services in the world has recently
 started a, low cost, non stop service from Miami to Orlando on the turnpike.
> 2. CSX RAIL TRACKS run from Miami to Orlando west of the coastal cities, through mostly rural agricultural
 areas. OOPS! They are not Florida east coast freight tracks. Get the picture!
> 3. A Disney type monorail could be built along the right of way along the turnpike, and would not impede the
 flow of any auto traffic, even could have some stations and parking lots along the way( think of how many
 construction jobs, would be created.)
> 4. MAGLEV TRAIN SERVICE. Germany has developed a high speed magnetic levitation passenger service, and
 it is currently operating between Shanghai int'l airport and the city. This could also be constructed along the
 turnpike, without impeding any ground traffic. Especially emergency vehicles.
> PLEASE SHARE THIS WITH YOUR NEIGHBORING COUNTY OFFICIALS AND STATE OFFICE
 HOLDERS, INCLUDING THE GOVERNOR.
> THANK YOU
> JACK SULLIVAN
> VERO BEACH
>
> Sent from my iPad
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From: jeff negle
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 9:03:48 AM


 


Mr. Winkle,


 


I am writing to you in opposition to All Aboard Florida’s plan to operate 32 high
 speed passenger trains each day through Indian River County and Vero Beach. 
 The reasons for my opposition are that it will negatively affect property values
 along the route and that it will substantially affect the way of life and identity of
 those towns it passes through.


 


My wife and I own 2 properties in Vista Royale in Vero Beach.  The only buffer
 between them and the tracks is US Route 1.  It is 6 lanes wide at this point and
 brings noise problems of its own.  However, the residents have learned to live with
 this noise since it is not excessively loud.  The residents have also become used to
 the 7 freight trains each day along the tracks. The noise is manageable because of
 speed restrictions.  The freight trains are also infrequent and not loud enough to
 disrupt the peace of the community.


 


It is our concern that high speed train noise by the motors, wheels and wind,
 traveling at high speeds will be louder than can be tolerated.  In addition, the noise
 of the horns blaring 4 times at each of the 3 crossings within hearing distance of
 Vista Royale and you will begin to understand why Vista residents and owners are
 opposed to this project. 


 


Vero Beach is a quiet town that grew up along the railroad tracks.  Its quaint
 downtown area is very close to the tracks for a long distance.  The noise of the train
 and crossings will change this town in a way that may never allow it to recover. 
 Many restaurants and other businesses have outdoor areas that will be disrupted. 
 Would anyone enjoy eating a meal or shopping with the noise of a speeding train
 every 30 minutes?
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Indian River County, Vero Beach, and its residents and property owners will be
 negatively affected in many ways if this project is permitted to continue.  The sad
 part is there is no benefit for anyone other then the owners of the railroad, the
 people in the few cities where it stops and Disney, yet no one in any position of
 authority is willing to stand up to them.


 


What puzzles me is why they would go through such heavily populated areas when
 there are miles of uninhabited land on a more direct route in the center of the state. 
 There must be more to the plan than we know.


 


If you can not stop this callous project, please hold All Aboard Florida financially
 and legally responsible for all changes that are required and for any negative
 impact to the cities, counties and properties they affect.


 


Thank you,


Jeff & Dale Negle








From: becky
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, November 9, 2014 10:01:01 AM


To Whom It May Concern,
 
It is unacceptable that the lives of those of us living on the Treasure Coast will be disrupted 32 times
 every day due to the increased train traffic.  The benefits of the high speed train do not outweigh
 our needs.  The traffic in and around the train tracks in the Stuart area, where I live, is already a
 nightmare. It is difficult to imagine the negative effects on the car and boat traffic, the safety issues
 involved, the increased noise, the environmental impact, the dirt – and for what benefit? Is there
 really a dire need for a high speed train? 
 
I have traveled around Europe where the train system is fabulous.  I understand how nice travel by
 rail can be. But the negative impact to our area is too great for the convenience of some.  There is a
 very nice turnpike that runs from Miami right to Disney. Cars can be rented.
 
I implore you not to go forward with the train. It will in no way benefit anyone living on the Treasure
 Coast and will most certainly be a detriment.  
 
Sincerely,
 
Becky Restifo
Palm City, FL


This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus
 protection is active.
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From: Fern
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments on the proposed high speed trains going through Stuart
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 12:04:37 AM


My concerns,  as many other Stuart residents, is simple. The small coastal towns
 were not designed to have high speed trains run through them. The traffic backup,
 the deterrent of emergency vehicles from getting through, the noise, vibration and the
 overall wear and tear of the existing railroad tracks all call out for the stopping of this
 project.  This project benefits none of the small towns that the trains are projected to
 run through.The high speed trains will compromise the lifestyle of our historic town of
 Stuart. Both for residents and visitors, the high speed trains belong outside our city
 limits. Using the existing trains lines is an easy fix but one that will destroy life as we
 know it in Stuart and the other small coastal towns. 
There are no benefits to the residents, only costs, and an added detriment to our now
 peaceful life. Thousands of residents will be effected by this project.. It need to be
 overturned.


Sincerely,
Fern Chamberlain


Sent from Xfinity Connect Mobile App
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From: arutkoske@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fwd: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:23:10 PM


From: "Rutkoske, Anita" <arutkoske@comcast.net>
To: AAFcomments@vhb.com
Sent: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:14:20 PM
Subject: All Aboard Florida


Dear sirs,
 
 


I have some thoughts about having 32 passenger trains plus 20 additional freight
 trains passing through the East Coast Towns from Miami to Orlando.  These trains
 will be travelling at a high rate of speed through heavily populated areas and will put
 the public in jeopardy.  There will be major traffic delays as most people have to
 cross the "Tracks" in order to go about their business.  As each train causes a
 backlog of traffic there will be several traffic lights cycles before a car can negotiate
 the crossing.  Then another train will arrive to further add to the traffic congestion. 
 
Many of us have to cross the railroad tracks to go to the hospital or medical
 appointments.   In a life threatening situation a long wait at the railroad crossing may
 just be too long! 
 
If Amtrak passenger service is not meeting its budget how do you anticipate All
 Aboard Florida will be able to make its budget with 32 trains a day?  You are going to
 borrow money from the US Federal Government. If you are unable to cover your
 expenses how are you going to repay your loan.  Ultimately the taxpayer will again
 be on the hook.  If you want additional tracks for your freight line don't to tell us you
 need a passenger line only to hide the reason for the additional tracks.  We feel
 used!
 
The personal who were present at your meetings were "professional front men". 
 They did not even live in the affected area.  How about Maryland!!  You are trying to
 sell us a bill of goods that we do not want or need.
 
A concerned citizen,
Anita Rutkoske
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From: Roseann Rodd
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all not aboard
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:35:55 PM


     I am a concerned resident of Martin County Florida that lives extremely close to the
 railroad tracks .It basically runs through my backyard as I live on Suddard drive in Tequesta. I
 have more than one concern regarding your not so brilliant idea to have  an excessive amount
 of trains run at high speed on tracks that are old and I constantly watch being repaired . Trains
 are constantly stopped along route and or moving slowly already due to the heavy weight of
 freight. I cannot imagine something going that FAST through my residential neighborhood
 When I first bought my home I didn't mind the train until one day it stopped and blocked all
 entrances onto Tequesta: Riverside dr,Tequesta drive and County line Thank goodness on that
 day I had no emergency because   the only way out of neighborhood was a route unbeknown
 to me as a new resident, and I still get lost traveling it as it takes probably 40 minutes to go
 through private neighborhoods People asked me that night how do I get out? The same way
 we couldn't get out emergency vehicles cannot get In within ample time to help in an
 emergency What if the propane tank leaks gain? What about the noise?? There have been
 numerous accidents on the corner of old Dixie and county line already that have most
 certainly been caused by people "racing the train" There have even been deaths. more trains
 more deaths  Modern day technology people follow there gps devices strictly make rights into
 on coming trains. More trains more deaths. The extreme noise and anxiety of this fast train
 every time I think of it t blaring through into Johnathan Dickenson Park killing wildlife (more
 trains more deaths),makes my heart rate go up makes me loose sleep ,hope  there is not a train
 coming cant get to the hospital, more trains more deaths!!!
     This is written quickly with only a few things in mind I can write NUMEROUS concerns
 as to why this is just not a good idea. Thank you for your consideration. RoseAnn Rodd
 concerned resident
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From: Olsen Gail
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: SAFTY CONCERN FOR MARTIN COUNTY CHOLDREN
Date: Friday, November 28, 2014 1:29:16 PM


 


 November 27,2014


 


Your organization has stirred up quite the hornets’ nest on the Treasure Coast of Florida.  I 
have lived here in this beautiful community since 1982. I lived here when there was no big 
multi-billion dollar Roosevelt Bridge that was originally built to elevate the traffic congestion 
when the railroad trestle was lifted to allow marine traffic to pass through the narrow channel. 
 The standard laughing joke in town was you were late for your business meeting because “the
 bridge was up”!  It was a wonderful excuse because all of us had been caught by the bridge at 
one time or another!  Then, about 10-12 years ago, the federal government assisted our 
community by helping us build a beautiful high-rise bridge that took away our standing 
‘excuse’. 


 


Now you talk about splitting our quaint village again (Stuart’s the best kept secret in Florida) 
and, yet again, you’ll be steam rolling trains through this village and dividing us into the East 
side and the West side of the tracks.  What good did the billion-dollar bridge do because we’re
 right back where we started with the obsolete trestle bridge?


 


Local merchants and restrantuers have revitalized the downtown area bringing life and fun 
back to Stuart.  Imagine sitting outside one of our new gourmet restraunts and having the 
sound and vibration of one of the 32 train trips through Stuart ruining your evening?  
Revitalization has taken many years and a lot of hard word by many people!  Not to mention, 
it is the only route to our main hospital. Police and fire rescue are on the opposite side of the 
tracks, too.


 


I have a serious point to highlight that, to my knowledge, has not been addressed in any of the 
political rhetoric I have read.  I also went to the meeting at the Kane Center that was a 
complete waste of time.  I was an elementary school principal at a school north of the 
Roosevelt Bridge for many years and an assistant principal of another northern school for even
 more years.  There are two elementary schools and the county’s Environment Studies Center 
that each child in the county, in grades K-8, visits once a year.  They are all on the east side of 
your proposed tracks and are isolated from bus, police and fire rescue.  These three centers are
 mandated to write a Nuclear Disaster Evacuation Plan each year, because they fall within the 
ten-mile radius of the South Hutchinson Island Nuclear Power Plant.  Plans must be reviewed 
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and approved by the Federal Nuclear Regulatory Agency annually.  The schools bus yard, 
however, is on the east side of the tracks with no access to these schools.  This is where we 
have a serious rub.  During my tenure as Principal, we had a brush fire that came to the edge 
of the school fence.  With the cooperation of the school bus department, my staff and local 
police and fire rescue, we safely evacuated 650 children and 75 adults from that property 
without an incident, in 20 minutes.  From the time the buses were called until the last bus left, 
we were out of there in lightning speed!!!  It will never happen if your trains are running 
through Stuart, severing the access to the busses.  We have 21 schools in our county and 18 
are on the west side of the tracks.  There are no safe means to get to the children out of 18 
schools.  Martin County is known for its excellent schools but AAF is going to put 18,000+ 
students in jeopardy because we can’t safely evacuate them in times of crisis or inclement 
weather.  Simple mayhem!  Parents will stop your trains to get to their kids!  That’s a 
guarantee!


 


Another point; please use the tracks that run through the middle of the state.  They are there, 
use them and don’t disrupt the entire Treasure Coast.  No one locally will receive any benefit 
from your trains, only headaches!  We don’t get a stop!  It’s faster and cheaper to drive to 
Orlando from Stuart.  Make your plans and “GO WEST FROM WEST PALM BEACH”.  
You won’t have 10,000 riders a day!  You’ll go bankrupt at the taxpayers’ expense and then 
bring in the freight trains, which is the original goal of your company!


 


I implore you to reconsider this route. There are plenty of cows in the middle of the state that 
would be thrilled to see a moving object rolling through their quiet pastures but the Treasure 
Coast is strongly opposed to any part of AAF!


 


Sincerely yours,


Gail S. Olsen, BSE. MEd, EdS


1575 SW Shady Lake Terrace
Palm City, FL  34990
Tel:  1-772-286-7138


 








From: Sandlin
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: eve.samples@tcpalm.com
Subject: AAF, Number ONE concern
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 3:20:18 PM


The number one "concern" voiced by everyone, beside safety, is the destruction of property


values, and quality of life for the many thousands of families living within 2-3 miles on either


side of the tracks.


Reliable estimates indicate a reduction of property values, in the wake of 32 trains screaming


through neighborhoods with enormous noise, vibrations, dangers, and pollution, at 35-50


 percent !  Who will compensate these families for their losses ? This will wipe out the equity


many of these people have in their homes...other Fl real estate experts believe this


unnecessary venture will actually render homes within a half mile of the tracks"unsaleable".


Certainly, common sense would clearly dictate that quality of life will unquestionably


be enormously reduced for these families, never mind businesses.


I live some 8-10 miles from the tracks, so AAF will not greatly effect my family, although we


hear the trains each day, now. I can only imagine the suffering those living within a mile, or two


would have to endure, and WE ALL SHOULD SYMPATHIZE WITH THESE FAMILIES, and


require AAF's trains to pass far to the west of our communities.


Thank you in advance for your consideration,


Wayne Sandlin



mailto:sandlinmedia@comcast.net
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From: Chytil
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@DOT.Gov
Cc: Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 11:29:15 AM


We are very concerned about the proposed All Aboard Florida rail service.
To allow this service to run on old tracks, through many small towns is just
 asking for disasters. The disruption caused to residents along the
 Treasure Coast - the noise and delays and extra pollution - is
 unnacceptable, even if the service were to make stops along the way.


PLEASE do not allow this to happen.  Move it West - along the freeway or
 turnpike or use the tracks out there.  The plan should not even be
 considered in its present form.


Tom and Mary Chytil
Vero Beach



mailto:chytils@yahoo.com
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From: Buckley Robert
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Buckley Evelyn
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:23:55 AM


We strongly oppose the expansion of rail track and trains in the Florida Treasure Coast area.  Passenger trains do not
 cover their costs in this country, so the tax payer guarantee of loans and/or reduced tax bonds all put tax payers at
 risk.  Treasure Coast is given an especially bad deal, in that we will have no access to the passenger service, but will
 see extensive road and boat traffic delays, property value loss and emergency service interruptions.


Ironically, the demographics and geography of Florida would allow for a train to run from Orlando to Miami
 through the sparsely populated the more central state, only 30 miles west.  Instead Florida East Coast Railroad is
 intent on using its almost century old right of way that now runs through major population centers, town centers,
 heavily traveled waterways with bridges that take many minutes to go up and down.


The people of Treasure Coast will be very negatively affected by this project.  We respectfully request that the
 project be denied approval and/or significantly modified to mitigate the disastrous consequences of the current
 plans.


Sincerely,


Robert and Evelyn Buckley
6166 SE Oakmont Place
Stuart, Florida 34997



mailto:robbuck33@gmail.com
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From: Kevin & Marilyn
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments regarding All Aboard Florida EIS
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 8:27:40 PM
Attachments: Kevin.vcf


Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration.pdf


November 29, 2014


 


Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue,
SE Room W38-311,
Washington, DC 20590
AAF_comments@vhb.com ; 
 


Dear Sir,


I am writing to express my concerns as to the All Aboard Florida Rail expansion project (AAF)
 and its impact on my community.


I live adjacent to the Florida East Coast Railway (FEC) and the railroad right of way crosses the
 land that my wife and I purchased in 1996. I walk jog and enjoy the property right up to the
 railroad right of way and would suffer a great loss from the high speed rail expansion
 proposed for this corridor.


Immediately west of the FEC tracks in my neighborhood  is the approximately 5,000 acre
 Savannas State Park. This park provides habitat for threatened and endangered species that
 will be impacted by AAF expansion.


I recreate in the Savannas State Park and as a teacher I take middle school students to the
 park on field trips.


The state park also provides habitat for animals that I consider to be important to the quality
 of life I expect for my neighborhood. I am concerned for the welfare of many animals and
 plants but more importantly I fear that some of those creatures  would pose a threat to the
 health and safety of passengers on a train traveling the speeds projected for this stretch of
 rail.


I have seen large feral hogs, deer, alligators and snakes in proximity to the FEC tracks and I am
 concerned that the light weight high speed trains could be derailed by large organisms on the
 tracks.


A “find” search of the Draft EIS turned up no mention of “Hog”. I do not believe the EIS study
 included engineering data on the consequences of a light rail train traveling 120 miles per
 hour running over a group of 300 pound hogs. Feral hogs are a constant presence in the
 Savannas State Park as well as the properties east of the train tracks. I have seen them in my
 neighbor’s yard rooting up the lawn in a group of 6 to 8 with many full grown hogs. IFAS
 reports that male feral hogs can exceed 400 pounds.


A freight train derailed within a mile of my home since we have been living here and the
 thought of a high speed passenger train derailing or colliding with a freight train worries me
 greatly. Hazardous materials are moved along the corridor and a spill could pollute the
 groundwater from which we get our drinking water. The current speeds of trains on the FEC
 tracks should not be increased.



mailto:stinnekm@comcast.net
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L. Kevin Stinnette 



10303 S. Indian River Dr. 



Ft. Pierce, FL 34982 



 



November 29, 2014 



 



Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration 



1200 New Jersey Avenue,  



SE Room W38-311,  



Washington, DC 20590 



AAF_comments@vhb.com ;   



 



Dear Sir, 



I am writing to express my concerns as to the All Aboard Florida Rail expansion project (AAF) 



and its impact on my community. 



I live adjacent to the Florida East Coast Railway (FEC) and the railroad right of way crosses the 



land that my wife and I purchased in 1996. I walk jog and enjoy the property right up to the 



railroad right of way and would suffer a great loss from the high speed rail expansion proposed 



for this corridor. 



Immediately west of the FEC tracks in my neighborhood  is the approximately 5,000 acre 



Savannas State Park. This park provides habitat for threatened and endangered species that will 



be impacted by AAF expansion. 



I recreate in the Savannas State Park and as a teacher I take middle school students to the park 



on field trips. 



The state park also provides habitat for animals that I consider to be important to the quality of 



life I expect for my neighborhood. I am concerned for the welfare of many animals and plants 



but more importantly I fear that some of those creatures  would pose a threat to the health and 



safety of passengers on a train traveling the speeds projected for this stretch of rail. 



I have seen large feral hogs, deer, alligators and snakes in proximity to the FEC tracks and I am 



concerned that the light weight high speed trains could be derailed by large organisms on the 



tracks. 



A “find” search of the Draft EIS turned up no mention of “Hog”. I do not believe the EIS study 



included engineering data on the consequences of a light rail train traveling 120 miles per hour 



running over a group of 300 pound hogs. Feral hogs are a constant presence in the Savannas 











State Park as well as the properties east of the train tracks. I have seen them in my neighbor’s 



yard rooting up the lawn in a group of 6 to 8 with many full grown hogs. IFAS reports that male 



feral hogs can exceed 400 pounds.  



A freight train derailed within a mile of my home since we have been living here and the 



thought of a high speed passenger train derailing or colliding with a freight train worries me 



greatly. Hazardous materials are moved along the corridor and a spill could pollute the 



groundwater from which we get our drinking water. The current speeds of trains on the FEC 



tracks should not be increased. 



While our home is a considerable distance from the tracks, my neighbors reside very close to 



the FEC right of way. The threat to life, limb and property posed by high speed trains in an area 



frequented by large animals is frightening. 



The Draft EIS is deficient in its assessment of the potential impacts on many different protected 



species. 



Scrub jay habitat restoration 



The Savannas State Park has spent a tremendous amount of time and money working to 



preserve and protect scrub jay habitat along miles of the FEC right of way. Other parks along 



the railroad have also done extensive work to hold populations against losses due to habitat 



degradation and development. 



The Savannas has been home to a thriving scrub jay population. I have seen them in the park 



and in my yard. I have read of their presence in the North Sebastian Conservation Area and 



Jonathan Dickenson State Park as well as our Savannas and other public lands. I have a difficult 



time believing that the acreage of scrub jay habitat for the entire AAF project is only 62 acres. 



Different alignment impacts range between 62 and 82 acres impacted for scrub jay – the 



Savannas State Park alone is a 5,000 acre park and there are no obstructions to limit scrub jay 



movements. 



The EIS evaluated noise as a potential impact to scrub jays but not actual impacts by trains. The 



EIS acknowledged that mortality is higher close to traffic but said it is not shown to be because 



of noise.  This indicates that normal traffic at less than 70 miles per hour is likely impacting 



scrub jays. How can they assume no significant impact at 120 miles per hour? 



Bibliography lists the Florida Scrub Jay Consultation Area Map which shows the entire project 



length from the Broward County line north as “Scrub Jay Consultation Area”. 



Other Birds and wildlife 



EIS Says no impact on Everglades snail kite because they are not present in the area. I have seen 



Everglades snail kites in the Savannas state park just hundreds of yards from the FEC railway. 



When SFWMD allowed water levels in Lake Okeechobee to rise and drown out the snails, kites 











showed up in the Savannas. The policies and conditions that led to that situation have not 



changed and the snail kite is very much endangered and in need of all available habitat. 



The EIS reports sightings of Bald eagle nests and suitable nesting area but does not examine 



potential loss from impacts to eagles or other carrion eating birds as they forage on animals 



struck by trains at high speed. I saw a young bald eagle fly west from the Indian River Lagoon 



just this afternoon and had a possum been lying dead on the tracks it would have been likely to 



stop. I have had an adult bald eagle with a juvenile on our property while the juvenile was 



learning to fend for itself. It was not such a graceful predator that a speeding train would have 



been an obvious threat. 



I have seen dead tortoises that seemed to be struck on the tracks and while I understand that 



they have survived trains for a very long time, they are under increasing pressure from traffic 



and habitat loss. Increasing the frequency of trains will increase the mortality. 



Last year I saw deer in the Savannas State Park for the first time since we moved here. Is high 



speed rail viable where deer can have access to the tracks? 



Fish spawn 



World renowned marine biologist Dr. Grant Gilmore told me that when trains pass along the 



Atlantic Coastal Ridge spawning fish cease their spawning songs. The Draft EIS makes no 



mention of any studies to evaluate impacts to spawning under the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery 



Conservation and Management Act – Essential Fish Habitat. The increase in the frequency of 



train traffic from both passenger and additional freight resulting from the expansion of the 



Panama Canal could bring serious impacts to important fisheries. 



Endangered plants 



The EIS indicates that there are no endangered plant species within the study area but I have 



seen the prickly-apple cactus growing within feet of the FEC right of way. The Savannas State 



Park contains nearly all of the remaining populations of the fragrant prickly-apple (Harrisia 



fragrans), an endangered cactus species.  



Lakelas mint (Dicerandra immaculate) is only found close to the FEC railroad in the northern 



part of St. Lucie County and is listed as endangered under both state and federal laws. The EIS 



need to thoroughly examine potential impacts to this incredibly rare and beautiful species. 



There exists an ecological connection between the Indian River Lagoon and the Savannas State 



Park. This connection is focused where the state park and the county’s Walton Scrub Park are 



separated only by the existing single railway. In the event that a fence separates that 



connection there will be an impact on animals that now cross the tracks to incorporate the 



richness of the estuary with their habitat in the Savannas. If there is no fence then the 











concentration of wildlife at that point and other places where private lands give cover to 



animals will have severe impacts to wildlife. 



My concerns about impacts to traffic, the burden of crossing maintenance on local taxpayers, 



the threat to safety in our municipalities, the threat to property values, longer response times 



for emergency vehicles and the restriction of free transit of our waterways has been expressed 



by our public leaders and my neighbors. These issues are of deep concern to me and are no less 



important than the concerns on which I have elaborated more fully in this letter. 



My wife and I bought property on Indian River Drive with the expectation that trains traveling 



safely would be a part of our experience of living in an historic area that grew from the 



emergence of the rail road a century ago. This expectation did not diminish our belief that the 



presence of a state park and an aquatic preserve would mean protection for the habitat that we 



consider integral to our life and the preservation of the wildlife present after a century of 



people, wildlife and the railroad existing together.  



If passenger rail becomes viable for south Florida please ensure that it is developed to the west 



of our coastal communities where impacts can be more appropriately mitigated and it will 



come as an asset to our community and not a burdensome liability. 



 



Sincerely, 



 



L. Kevin Stinnette 












While our home is a considerable distance from the tracks, my neighbors reside very close to
 the FEC right of way. The threat to life, limb and property posed by high speed trains in an
 area frequented by large animals is frightening.


The Draft EIS is deficient in its assessment of the potential impacts on many different
 protected species.


Scrub jay habitat restoration


The Savannas State Park has spent a tremendous amount of time and money working to
 preserve and protect scrub jay habitat along miles of the FEC right of way. Other parks along
 the railroad have also done extensive work to hold populations against losses due to habitat
 degradation and development.


The Savannas has been home to a thriving scrub jay population. I have seen them in the park
 and in my yard. I have read of their presence in the North Sebastian Conservation Area and
 Jonathan Dickenson State Park as well as our Savannas and other public lands. I have a
 difficult time believing that the acreage of scrub jay habitat for the entire AAF project is only
 62 acres. Different alignment impacts range between 62 and 82 acres impacted for scrub jay
 – the Savannas State Park alone is a 5,000 acre park and there are no obstructions to limit
 scrub jay movements.


The EIS evaluated noise as a potential impact to scrub jays but not actual impacts by trains.
 The EIS acknowledged that mortality is higher close to traffic but said it is not shown to be
 because of noise.  This indicates that normal traffic at less than 70 miles per hour is likely
 impacting scrub jays. How can they assume no significant impact at 120 miles per hour?


Bibliography lists the Florida Scrub Jay Consultation Area Map which shows the entire project
 length from the Broward County line north as “Scrub Jay Consultation Area”.


Other Birds and wildlife


EIS Says no impact on Everglades snail kite because they are not present in the area. I have
 seen Everglades snail kites in the Savannas state park just hundreds of yards from the FEC
 railway. When SFWMD allowed water levels in Lake Okeechobee to rise and drown out the
 snails, kites showed up in the Savannas. The policies and conditions that led to that situation
 have not changed and the snail kite is very much endangered and in need of all available
 habitat.


The EIS reports sightings of Bald eagle nests and suitable nesting area but does not examine
 potential loss from impacts to eagles or other carrion eating birds as they forage on animals
 struck by trains at high speed. I saw a young bald eagle fly west from the Indian River Lagoon
 just this afternoon and had a possum been lying dead on the tracks it would have been likely
 to stop. I have had an adult bald eagle with a juvenile on our property while the juvenile was
 learning to fend for itself. It was not such a graceful predator that a speeding train would
 have been an obvious threat.


I have seen dead tortoises that seemed to be struck on the tracks and while I understand that
 they have survived trains for a very long time, they are under increasing pressure from traffic
 and habitat loss. Increasing the frequency of trains will increase the mortality.


Last year I saw deer in the Savannas State Park for the first time since we moved here. Is high
 speed rail viable where deer can have access to the tracks?


Fish spawn


World renowned marine biologist Dr. Grant Gilmore told me that when trains pass along the







 Atlantic Coastal Ridge spawning fish cease their spawning songs. The Draft EIS makes no
 mention of any studies to evaluate impacts to spawning under the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery
 Conservation and Management Act – Essential Fish Habitat. The increase in the frequency of
 train traffic from both passenger and additional freight resulting from the expansion of the
 Panama Canal could bring serious impacts to important fisheries.


Endangered plants


The EIS indicates that there are no endangered plant species within the study area but I have
 seen the prickly-apple cactus growing within feet of the FEC right of way. The Savannas State
 Park contains nearly all of the remaining populations of the fragrant prickly-apple (Harrisia
 fragrans), an endangered cactus species.


Lakelas mint (Dicerandra immaculate) is only found close to the FEC railroad in the northern
 part of St. Lucie County and is listed as endangered under both state and federal laws. The EIS
 need to thoroughly examine potential impacts to this incredibly rare and beautiful species.


There exists an ecological connection between the Indian River Lagoon and the Savannas State
 Park. This connection is focused where the state park and the county’s Walton Scrub Park are
 separated only by the existing single railway. In the event that a fence separates that
 connection there will be an impact on animals that now cross the tracks to incorporate the
 richness of the estuary with their habitat in the Savannas. If there is no fence then the
 concentration of wildlife at that point and other places where private lands give cover to
 animals will have severe impacts to wildlife.


My concerns about impacts to traffic, the burden of crossing maintenance on local taxpayers,
 the threat to safety in our municipalities, the threat to property values, longer response times
 for emergency vehicles and the restriction of free transit of our waterways has been
 expressed by our public leaders and my neighbors. These issues are of deep concern to me
 and are no less important than the concerns on which I have elaborated more fully in this
 letter.


My wife and I bought property on Indian River Drive with the expectation that trains traveling
 safely would be a part of our experience of living in an historic area that grew from the
 emergence of the rail road a century ago. This expectation did not diminish our belief that the
 presence of a state park and an aquatic preserve would mean protection for the habitat that
 we consider integral to our life and the preservation of the wildlife present after a century of
 people, wildlife and the railroad existing together.


If passenger rail becomes viable for south Florida please ensure that it is developed to the
 west of our coastal communities where impacts can be more appropriately mitigated and it
 will come as an asset to our community and not a burdensome liability.


 


Sincerely,


 


L. Kevin Stinnette
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From: Rutkoske
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fwd: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:28:18 PM


Dear sirs,
 
 


I have some thoughts about having 32 passenger trains plus 20 additional freight
 trains passing through the East Coast Towns from Miami to Orlando.  These trains
 will be travelling at a high rate of speed through heavily populated areas and will put
 the public in jeopardy.  There will be major traffic delays as most people have to
 cross the "Tracks" in order to go about their business.  As each train causes a
 backlog of traffic there will be several traffic lights cycles before a car can negotiate
 the crossing.  Then another train will arrive to further add to the traffic congestion. 
 
Many of us have to cross the railroad tracks to go to the hospital or medical
 appointments.   In a life threatening situation a long wait at the railroad crossing may
 just be too long! 
 
If Amtrak passenger service is not meeting its budget how do you anticipate All
 Aboard Florida will be able to make its budget with 32 trains a day?  You are going to
 borrow money from the US Federal Government. If you are unable to cover your
 expenses how are you going to repay your loan.  Ultimately the taxpayer will again
 be on the hook.  If you want additional tracks for your freight line don't to tell us you
 need a passenger line only to hide the reason for the additional tracks.  We feel
 used!
 
The personal who were present at your meetings were "professional front men". 
 They did not even live in the affected area.  How about Maryland!!  You are trying to
 sell us a bill of goods that we do not want or need.
 
A concerned citizen,
Anita Rutkoske
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From: cindyljay@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: all not aboard
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 10:21:20 AM


We are not in favor of the trains coming through Stuart or anywhere through the
 treasure coast!!!!!!!!!!
cindy & gary jay
stuart, fl residents
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From: Bailey, Fiona
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; USCGD7DPBPublicComment@uscg.mil
Cc: McAliley, Neal
Subject: SENT ON BEHALF OF NEAL MCALILEY: Comment Letter regarding the DEIS for the All Aboard Florida Project on


 behalf of the Marine Industry Association of Palm Beach County, Inc.
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:53:18 PM
Attachments: Comment Letter to FRA dated December 3, 2014.pdf


Good afternoon:
 
Attached is the Marine Industry Association of Palm Beach County, Inc.’s Comment Letter dated
 December 3, 2014 regarding the DEIS for the All Aboard Florida Project.
 
Regards,
 
Fiona Bailey  |  Practice Assistant to Neal McAliley
T +1 305 925 4702    E fbailey@whitecase.com
White & Case LLP  |  Southeast Financial Center
200 South Biscayne Boulevard, Suite 4900  |  Miami, FL 33131-2352


 
 
 
 


==============================================================================


This email communication is confidential and is intended only for the individual(s) or entity
 named above and others who have been specifically authorized to receive it. If you are not the
 intended recipient, please do not read, copy, use or disclose the contents of this
 communication to others. Please notify the sender that you have received this email in error
 by replying to the email or by telephoning +1 212 819 8200. Please then delete the email and
 any copies of it. Thank you.


==============================================================================
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Photograph of Loxahatchee River Bridge 



 
 



 











Photograph of Loxahatchee River Bridge 
 



 
 



 



  











Photograph of Loxahatchee River Bridge 
 



 
 



 



  











Photograph of Loxahatchee River Bridge 
 



 
 



 



  











Photograph of Loxahatchee River Bridge 
 



 
 



 













From: Kelly Phelan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Mark Satterlee; Leslie Olson; Beverly Austin
Subject: AAF- Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Date: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 4:58:32 PM
Attachments: AAF Letter.pdf


Mr. Winkle,
 
Please see the attached letter fromm the St. Lucie County Board of County
 Commissioners.  The original has been sent to you via U.S. Mail.  I hope you
 have a great holiday weekend!
 
Kindest Regards,
 
Kelly Phelan
St. Lucie County Board of County Commissioners
Executive Assistant to the County Administrator
Phone: 772-462-1156
Fax: 772-462-2131
phelank@stlucieco.org
 


 
 


Please Note: Florida has very broad public records laws. Most written communications to or from County officials regarding County
 business are public records available to the public and media upon request. It is the policy of St. Lucie County that all County records
 shall be open for personal inspection, examination and / or copying. Your e-mail communications will be subject to public disclosure
 unless an exemption applies to the communication. If you received this email in error, please notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete
 all materials from all computers.
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From: SUNWRENT@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 1:01:42 PM


Attention:  John Winkle
Re: All Aboard Florida Draft Impact Statement
 
Section 4.4.6-A listing "Recreation Resources by County".  Riverview Park in Sebastian, FL is omitted and
 there will be serious negative impacts to this park with an increase in trains.  And there could be other
 parks along the route that are not accounted for in the DEIS.
 
There are may omissions and inaccuracies in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.  I request that
 you extend the deadline for comments until February 3, 2015 to allow more time to address all the issues
 in this Draft EIS.
Sincerely,
Jane Schnee
1022 Foster Rd. - Apt. A
Sebastian, FL  32958
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From: Bridles
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, November 9, 2014 10:45:13 AM


I cannot see how there would be enough passengers to support 32 round trips a day. 
 Seems unreasonably high.
 
Since it seems   "Resistance is Futile"   to this train proposal, I feel it is absolutely essential
 for a stop along the Treasure Coast.
Fort Pierce would seem to be a central location for most of the Treasure coast.
Since there is absolutely NO travel service of any kind (bus or train) from these areas to
 West Palm, Ft Lauderdale, etc., this would be a highly used service.
 
Gary Bridle
Port St Lucie, FL
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From: Steve
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments regarding All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:56:44 AM


Gentlemen,


I live in Indian River County and I am vehemently opposed to All Aboard Florida's plan to run high speed
 trains on existing East Coast Florida rail lines through Indian River County  I am in favor of high speed
 trains but the current location of  tracks are not appropriate. Tracks need to be run along the I-95/Florida
 Turnpike corridor.  I am originally from Connecticut where we had long distance, high speed  trains
 travelling through the state so I am familiar with this type of issue.  My objections are as follows:


-as with many of the interstate highways, they run through cities, cutting the cities in half. Take Hartford
 where I-91 cut the city off from its Connecticut River waterfront and I-84 basically is the end of the
 downtown area and the start of the black ghetto. The City of New Haven is also cut off from its
 waterfront. These are natural resources that should be easily accessible to the people of each city or
 town but are cut off by highways. This is no different than having heavily travelled rail lines through a
 community.


- there are too many crossings of local roads creating a safety issue with vehicles. In the northeast, rails
 were either elevated or roads went beneath the tracks to avoid this problem. On some of the less
 travelled lines, there were frequent collisions between autos, trucks and trains despite  guarded road
  crossings.


- The State of Florida is investing heavily in building the Port of Miami to take on increased business
 through the widening of the Panama Canal. This means increased freight traffic. AAF has not stated
 what they project for increased freight traffic.Currently we have 100+ freight cars travelling through on
 each train tieing up traffic for at least 5 minutes per train. With increased freight traffic, this can mean
 longer and more frequent delays and this is not even taking into account high speed passenger trains.


- Such delays in travelling are a problem for emergency vehicles attempting to get to either of the two
 hospitals in the area or to home fires, etc. Many of us, elderly or not, including myself , live on the west
 side of the tracks and have to cross them to get to the hospitals. Most fire stations are also on the east
 side of the tracks. Even a few minutes delay in getting help could mean a difference between life and
 death.


- Heavy rail traffic through the heart of our communities will destroy the character of our communities
 which we are trying to protect. Nobody can deny the negative impact of heavy freight trains or high speed
 trains on the peacefulness or character of each community.  


If Florida East Coast and AAF really want to do the right thing and hit a home run with all communities,
 they need to abandon the existing tracks, turn them over to Rails to Trails and construct new rail lines
 along the existing, heavily travelled interstate corrider. While there would be an expense incurred, you
 would get the support of the communities the lines travel through, you can ensure the tracks will be
 constructed and built to handle high speed trains at planned speeds and the speeds of the future, those
 travelling the heavily I-95 corridor will visually see the trains as an attracive alternative to driving,as they
 drive in slower congested traffic, and the many concerns brought up by residents such as safety and
 emergencies will be addressed., 


Steven Wilcox
7670 Mesetta Way
Vero Beach, Florida 32967
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From: ANTHONY J PAPARELLI
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 3:47:14 PM


We are being railroaded by the All aboard Florida project.  The Treasure Coast will have high speed trains barreling through historic
 areas with no benefit to the residents.  The FRA used Florida East Coast Railway Co. consultants for the environmental study and they
 do not address the impacts on coastal communities of passenger and freight traffic at and above current levels. The FRA is not
 concerned about safety and environment, they only want to enable AAF.  There is no demand for high speed rail connecting Orlando
 with Miami as AAF proposes.This project needs to be put to the west in Martin, St. Lucie, Indian River and Brevard Counties and there is
 no reason it can't be if we can't stop it altogether.  I hope this reaches someone who cares about the citizens in these counties and the
 negative impact AAF will have on our environment and everyday living.


Anthony J. Paparelli
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From: Craig Jones
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments regarding restriction on New RIver, Fort Lauderdale.
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 1:22:41 PM


From: 


Craig Jones/Captain M/Y CURRENT ISSUE, 91’ Burger motor yacht.


The river is the lifeblood for those in the massive marine industry of
Fort Lauderdale. The plans that exist to further restrict free passage
to and from marinas and or boat yards on the New River is
unacceptable.


Its hard enough navigating the river during peak (boat) traffic periods,
limiting the hours we can travel - thus spreading out the traffic volume
is going to cause huge bottlenecks, longer road bridge openings and
vessels being forced to travel too close to each other, many more
passing situations in the narrow areas of the river.


This is not acceptable and can likely cause accidents and possible
injuries.


We presently work the river with commercial traffic, tour boats, tow
boats with massive yachts in tow - we do this with minimal issues.
Restrict all of us to minimal opening times and the result will be
chaotic and expensive all round.


Time to build a high level bridge for the trains.


Craig Jones/
Capt. MY Current Issue.
305.796.1022
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From: Roland O"Brien
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF-Draft Environmental Impact Statement & Subsequent Meetings
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 11:59:22 AM


Attention: Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration


Subject: All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement & Subsequent Meetings
 Held on the Treasure Coast


Dear Mr. Winkle,


As a full-time resident of Fort Pierce, Florida, on the Treasure Coast, I am extremely upset by
 the Draft Environmental Impact Statement released by All Aboard Florida.   This document
 was obviously produced by paid consultants who know little or nothing about the area in
 question.


The report ignored incorporated communities, the number of grade crossings,
 medical/fire/emergency ingress/egress,  increased vibrations, land value changes, automotive
 and pedestrian safety, profitability of the proposed program, animal loss, and last, but
 certainly not least, the FEC railroad bridge marine impacts with the proposed increased
 traffic.


I decry the very method that All Aboard Florida used to hold the "public" meetings here on the
 Treasure Coast.  They called the meetings "open forum."   What they actually were, was a
 modified Delphi method of meeting.  Delphi method was originally used to make information
 gathering easier and faster.  However, in the way it was used by All Aboard Florida, it was
 used to minimize input from the public rather than collect information.


 I attended all three (Martin County, Indian River County, and Saint Lucie County) of the
 Treasure Coast public meetings and talked with a variety of people with "letter badges."  It
 was patently obvious that writing a letter either on the spot, off the top of one's head, or later
 was going to be more valuable than the meetings where the public could ask a few questions,
 and some paid bureaucrat would nod their head, but one couldn't really get many points
 across.


I'm sure there are many people who will write more eloquently and in greater detail than I
 about the reasons this particular railroad expansion is not well thought out and certainly not
 adequately researched as to the true impacts to residents of the Treasure Coast.


We trust your organization will do the right thing, evaluate all the input, and make the right
 decision based on the overwhelming deleterious effect on the people of the Treasure Coast in



mailto:roland693@hotmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment





 Florida.


Thank you.


Roland D. O'Brien
21 Villa del Norte
Fort Pierce, FL 34951
772-332-0570 (phone)
772-907-0197 (fax)








From: Lin Childress
To: Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil; David.Keys@noaa.gov; john.winkle@dot.gov; 


Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov; GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com; BillNelson@senate.gov; 
Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com; CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov


Subject: Fwd: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 8:41:41 PM


I agree exactly with the words expressed in Howard Snoweiss' e-mail, and urge you all to 
consider the drastic consequences that will result for the residents of the Treasure Coast from 
blocking all traffic circles, backing up traffic for miles, preventing boat traffic from going 
through the St. Lucie River because of the railroad bridge being up, noise in the adjacent 
suburbs, from the wealthiest tax payers to the poor tax payers.  This would change the face of 
the Treasure Coast forever, ruin property values, dramatically reduce the quality of life of all 
residents, all for the greed of the owners of the railroad and all who support All Aboard 
Florida.  
Begin forwarded message:


From: Howard Snoweiss <hsnoweiss@me.com>
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: December 2, 2014 6:21:19 PM EST
To: Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil, David.Keys@noaa.gov, 
john.winkle@dot.gov, Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov, 
Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov, GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com, 
BillNelson@senate.gov, Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com, 
CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov


Gentlemen,


This project is being build and operated in the wrong place.  Tracks should be 
either built west along the Florida 
Turnpike or using existing tracks further west.  AFF is looking for the least 
expensive way to implement their project
which will cause great damage to the communities in their path.  Both automobile
 and boat traffic will be totally disrupted
from Miami through the Treasure Coast.  Do the residents from Miami to West 
Palm Beach not realize what it will do
and the delays congestion it will cause to their traffic patterns? We believe this 
project is all about freight, as no passenger
rail service in the United States is profitable.  Just another reason for the Railroad 
Comission to move it west!


Sincerely,
Howard Snoweiss


Howard Snoweiss
2920 S.E. Dune Drive  #130
Stuart Fl. 34996
772 334-7013
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From: Bailey, Fiona
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; USCGD7DPBPublicComment@uscg.mil
Cc: McAliley, Neal
Subject: SENT ON BEHALF OF NEAL MCALILEY: Comment Letter regarding the DEIS for the All Aboard Florida Project on


 behalf of the Marine Industry Association of Palm Beach County, Inc.
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:53:18 PM
Attachments: Comment Letter to FRA dated December 3, 2014.pdf


Good afternoon:
 
Attached is the Marine Industry Association of Palm Beach County, Inc.’s Comment Letter dated
 December 3, 2014 regarding the DEIS for the All Aboard Florida Project.
 
Regards,
 
Fiona Bailey  |  Practice Assistant to Neal McAliley
T +1 305 925 4702    E fbailey@whitecase.com
White & Case LLP  |  Southeast Financial Center
200 South Biscayne Boulevard, Suite 4900  |  Miami, FL 33131-2352


 
 
 
 


==============================================================================


This email communication is confidential and is intended only for the individual(s) or entity
 named above and others who have been specifically authorized to receive it. If you are not the
 intended recipient, please do not read, copy, use or disclose the contents of this
 communication to others. Please notify the sender that you have received this email in error
 by replying to the email or by telephoning +1 212 819 8200. Please then delete the email and
 any copies of it. Thank you.


==============================================================================



mailto:fbailey@whitecase.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

mailto:USCGD7DPBPublicComment@uscg.mil

mailto:nmcaliley@whitecase.com

mailto:fbailey@whitecase.com






































































































Photograph of Loxahatchee River Bridge 
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From: Peter G
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: alternative to AAF plans
Date: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 9:50:31 AM


Dear Federal Railroad Administration:
 
The peacefulness of Florida’s Treasure Coast communities is being threatened by Florida East Coast
 Industries’ (FECI) plans for its All Aboard Florida Railway (AAF). To implement those plans FECI/AAF
 has applied for a federal loan.
 
I suggest the best way to help our Treasure Coast communities is to require that AAF use Class 1
 railroad track wherever possible. The webpage 
 http://www.dot.state.fl.us/rail/Publications/Maps/FloridaRailMap2006.JPG shows that there is
 existing Class 1 track running up the coast from Miami, through both Fort Lauderdale and West
 Palm Beach, then running inland through Winter Haven, and finally into Orlando. AAF wants to use
 the Class 2 track between West Palm Beach and Cocoa and then lay new track from Cocoa to
 Orlando.
 
We the people (i.e. our federal government) should not finance AAF’s construction of new track, nor
 should we finance unnecessary refurbishment of Class 2 track when existing Class 1 track is available
 to meet AAF’s business plan.
 
FECI/AAF should be forced to use the Class 1, Winter Haven route or abandon its plans.
 
Respectfully,
Peter Greenwald
1866 SW Palm City Road, Stuart, FL 34994
 
413-348-3660
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From: wamills25
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, November 26, 2014 8:29:28 AM


Dear Mr. John Hinkle,
We are writing to you requesting that the Federal Railroad Administration prohibit the increase in rail freight traffic
 through the Treasure Coast communities.  The proposed passenger trains are small and proceed quickly through our
 area, but the freight trains are between 100 and 200 plus cars long and they don't travel at speeds anywhere near
 100mph.  As a consequence they will pose a major hazard to our area.


They will provide long delays creating major safety issues and inconveniences to our area.  In addition, the
 additional pollution from the multiple diesel engines greatly increase the health hazards to our families.  Already
 ever day we have to clean the particulate debris from our porches, cars and boats.  We can't imagine allowing 25 to
 100 per cent increases to freight traffic giving these health considerations.  The risk to ourselves and are lungs are
 of utmost importance and thus far have not be given any consideration in the environmental impact on our
 communities.


We in courage your agency to request an environmental impact statement covering the health risks increases freight
 traffic would pose to all of us. As you are probably aware many of our communities are sitting with several yards of
 the rail right-of-ways.  Certainly the proposed expansion was never considered when these right-of-ways were
 obtained.


Thank you for giving these matters serious consideration and demanding a more thorough analysis of the risks to the
 health and welfare to our community.


Sincerely,
Wayne A. And Delores J. Mills
5051 N. Hwy A1A, Unit 14-6
Fort Pierce, Florida 34949
772-464-649 Home
410-829-0404 Cell


Sent from my iPad
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From: Frank Matthews
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Jacobsen, Erik; "Whyte, Don"; "Payne, James"; "jpratt@burr.com"; "Jeffrey J. Newton"; "W. Michael Dennis"
Subject: Comments to All Aboard Florida - Orlando to Miami, Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project, Draft Environmental


 Impact Statement & Section 4(f) Evaluation dated September 19, 2014
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:05:47 AM
Attachments: DOCS-#393675-v1-letter_to_Winkle_-_Federal_Railroad_Administration_-


_comments_to_All_Aboard_Florida_draft_EIS_-_12-2-2014.PDF


 
Frank E. Matthews
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .


Hopping Green & Sams, P.A.  
119 South Monroe Street, Suite 300
Tallahassee, FL  32301 
850.222.7500 | hgslaw.com | Attorney Bio 
Direct Line: 850.425.2355
Email: frankm@hgslaw.com
Legal Assistant: Amy Chapman
Phone: 850.425.3411
Email: amyc@hgslaw.com
 
Notice:  The information contained in this e-mail message is Attorney/Client Privileged and
 confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or entity named above.  If
 the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
 dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.  If you
 have received this communication in error, please immediately notify us by telephone at
 (850) 222-7500 and delete the original message. Thank you.
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From: Judy Holder
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF. Train wreck
Date: Monday, October 6, 2014 6:36:46 AM


Dear John Winkle,


Who can stop this terrible Environmental Impact as well as All Aboard Florida barreling through already crowded
 neighborhoods as well as heavily congested traffic areas????


Why can't AAF use railroads (Amtrack) west of 95?


This is and has been headline news for months...that's all anyone talks about...


How can AAF just railroad this project....again...who can stop it? The government?


We'd love to hear from you.
Thanks
Judy and Bill Holder
Port Saint Lucie


Sent from Judy's iPad
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From: President Point of Delray
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fwd: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:06:47 AM


Hello 


We have made several attempts to contact All Aboard Florida and have not had anyone
 contact us.
Please find the time to help our community during this time while you create such a hardship
 against us.
Please read below the comments that our community have sent to All Aboard.
Thank you,
Tammy Tatum
561-376-8025


---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: President Point of Delray <presidentpoint@gmail.com>
Date: Tue, Nov 4, 2014 at 7:38 PM
Subject: All Aboard Florida
To: Michael.Lefevre@allaboardflorida.com


Hello Mr. Lefevre


I hope this email finds you well!
We are writing to you for our community "The Point at Delray"
We are a small community located next to the railroad that 
All Aboard will be placing the high speed train plus over 30 more trains.
We have approached several officials about this project and was given
your name as the contact.  Our community already has a high noise level
from the current trains as well as our buildings shake each time a train
goes by.  With the new project we will be devastated by the noise and 
on going trains all day long.  We are requesting that you come by our
property and see what can be done to help our community with the
noise issue.   We have done our homework and find that you could
help with placing sound proof windows in the buildings next to the track
and place a better sound barrier wall.   
We look forward to hearing from you and your help to protect our community
during the process of All Aboard Florida.


Regards,
Tammy Tatum
President of "The Point at Delray Association"


243 Canal Point Way



mailto:presidentpoint@gmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

mailto:presidentpoint@gmail.com

mailto:Michael.Lefevre@allaboardflorida.com





Delray Beach, FL  33444
561-376-8025


IMAG0316.jpg


These pictures were sent with Picasa, from Google.
Try it out here: http://picasa.google.com/



tel:561-376-8025

http://picasa.google.com/






From: Robert Puglisi
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: STOP AAF!!!
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 7:43:53 PM
Attachments: image.png


PLEASE DONT LET THIS HORRIBLE TRAIN DESTROY OUR COMMUNITIES.
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From: jcthomas66@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: atten: John Winkle
Date: Friday, October 10, 2014 10:19:10 PM


Mr.Winkle, 
I am writing to voice my opposition to the All Aboard Florida project.
 
I live in Vero Beach, FL.  I also live within a block of the railroad tracks. My husband
 and I have lived in our home for  46 years.  I am not against the trains that now run
 along these tracks but I am against trains that would run at 100 MPH. 
 
The Treasure Coast will have no stops - therefore no benefit of this proposed rail
 service.  We will only have the additional traffic back ups that 32 trips will make for
 our area.
 
I feel that the underlying  reason for the extra tracks is added freight when the canal
 opens up.  I can't see that a rail service from Miami to Orlando will produce the 
 passengers that are predicted but I can foresee extra freight trains coming thru our
 area when the passenger service fails.
 
Hopefully someone will finally see that this adventure is doomed to fail and stop it
 before it starts .  Before it can ruin our quiet seaside city.  Looking at this project from
 our side  you can see the many downfalls .  I also feel that to involve government
 loans is a mistake.  Using the trains as collateral is a laugh because who buys used
 passenger trains?  And if a buyer is found who pays for the shipping to get
 something as large as a train where it needs to go?
 
Our county has decided to fight All Aboard Florida with all we've got .  Hopefully it will
 be enough to stop the project.
 
Thank you for listening to a concerned resident in the direct line of this project.   
 
James and Catherine Thomas
2109 2nd Ave. SE
Vero Beach, FL   32962
 
email - jcthomas66@comcast.net
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From: Bob Kenyon
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, November 28, 2014 12:36:01 PM


John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue   room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590
 
Dear Mr.  Winkle:                   re: All Aboard Florida DEIS  9/14/2014
 
Please extend the deadline for comments to this report from December 3, 2014 
for 60 days until February 3, 2015.
 
There are at least three reasons you should consider agreeing to this request.
 
It is complex, brought out by the fact it took you at least 4 months longer to issue 
the report than you originally estimated. There are many items that seem to be 
missing (archeological areas, minority housing, specific wetland and natural 


habitat). The very design and placement of the railroad in the 19th century along 
the coast presents complex ecological issues which need to be addressed.
 
The specific timing has hurt the public several ways. The report was issued on a 
Friday which ironically is the favorite time for organizations to release bad news --
- they are assured of several “free” days.  In order to be sure comment mail gets 
to you in Washington  it must be mailed the Saturday after Thanksgiving, another 
practical constraint against the public.  Note:  few discerning citizens will email 
comments as the recipient is the consultant selected by AAF and paid by AAF.       
The real problem in our area about the timing has been the summer and fall 
absence of many of our residents.  Thousands were not aware of the DEIS until 
sometime in November when they returned from summer homes.
 
Lastly, the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act   were not 
followed.  As a result we in Indian River County were not able to attend the 
Scoping meetings presented by FRA during May 2013.  Our County had no 
newspaper advertisement or other notice of these meetings.  As a result we were 
at least 7 months behind all other affected Counties to learn about the rail plan.
 
The sum total of these facts has placed an unreasonable burden on Indian River 
County  which is contrary to public law and regulations.   This can be partially 
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mitigated  if you extend the comment period to February 3, 2015. 
 
Thank you,


ROBERT KENYON








From: Sarah Greeley
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments to John Winkle re: proposed All Aboard Florida train proposal
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:08:49 AM


To Mr. Winkle:


As a resident and homeowner in East Delray Beach, living within 700 feet of the railroad tracks and proposed All
 Aboard Florida commuter (and freight) line from Miami to Orlando, I have been following the developments with
 intense interest.   As it is, I am currently seriously impacted by the 17 freight trains and additional Palm Tran
 commuter cars which travel through my neighborhood at great speed, and am greatly concerned by the proposed 32
 passenger and 3 additional freight trains planned by AAF.  In sum, I am absolutely opposed to the continued
 development of this proposal for the following reasons:


1)  NOISE -- The current noise level of the existing trains has a profound effect on my house, and myself. 
 Whenever any trains travel through, I hear the loud whistles (3 whistles minimum per crossing, and at least 5
 crossings minimum within my audible range).  My house windows shake and vibrate, and I cannot block out the
 sounds or sensations inside or outside my home.  This occurs every day and night, making me uncomfortable and
 waking me from a night's rest.    I currently experience, at the very least, 255 train whistles during each 24 hour
 period from the freight trains -- often more.  If AAF impels their trains through my area, and do not hold to their
 promise of a quiet zone, I estimate that their 32 passenger trains and 3 additional freight trains will add at least 525
 train whistles (35 trains times 3 whistles per crossing times at least 5 crossings in my neighborhood), adding up to a
 grand total of 780 train whistles every 24 hours.  The prospect of this amount of noise, every day and night, in this
 historic neighborhood, is unbearable.  Quite possibly my legal rights to quiet enjoyment of my home, and those of
 my neighbors,  would be violated.  Pets and domesticated animals would probably suffer discomfort.  As a
 consequence of the increased, and often unbearable noise level, our property values would indeed suffer a serious
 downturn.


2)  LACK OF BENEFIT TO MYSELF AND MY CITY -- There is no benefit that I can see to the running of
 a passenger line with only four stations from Miami to Orlando through hundreds of miles of densely populated
 South Florida, and certainly not to myself or my city.  If one examines a hypothetical balance sheet, Delray Beach
 benefits are in the negative column (noise, congestion, disruption of normal traffic flow and emergency vehicle
 passage, and traffic jams.  The nearest train station would be in West Palm Beach, and the cost and difficulty of
 reaching that station, parking and paying the cost of the ticket would challenge anyone.  Delray Beach, especially
 the eastern area between 95 and A1A, is especially dense, and travelling is difficult enough as it is.  We have
 thousands of snowbirds, thousands of residents, hundreds of thousands of tourist, fifty annual festivals which clog
 the city, and a narrowing of US1, our main north/south access road through this area.  I sincerely believe that with
 the running of the trains amidst all of these other factors will simply stop traffic in its place.  Delray Beach will
 suffer, and for what benefit?  The only parties who will reap rewards and end up in the positive column of the
 balance sheet might be AAF and the immediate areas surrounding AAF's train stations in Miami, Fort Lauderdale,
 West Palm Beach and Orlando.  That is, if any passengers ride the trains.


3)  MASSIVE IMPACT TO HUNDREDS OF THOUSANDS -- The audacity and arrogance of AAF in proposing
 such a massive undertaking which would so seriously impact hundreds of thousands, if not millions, of people who
 live near the rail lines, or need to cross them, is staggering.  AAF claims that their passengers trains will have
 minimal impact on the area, but I believe that this is a case of "The Emperor's New Clothes" -- an attempt by AAF
 to sugarcoat the perils in their plan by simply obfuscating or ignoring them.   We don't count very much -- those of
 us whose lives will be most disrupted by the constant traffic of trains and the resulting disruption.  The
 sheer magnitude of the seriously affected area in terms of square miles, number of crossings, amount of residences,
 cars, trucks, businesses, hospitals, shops, buses, boats, etc. is staggering. 


I am opposed without reservation to the All Aboard Florida proposed train project, for the reasons which I expressed
 above. 


Thank you for taking the time to consider my issues.
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Sincerely,


Sarah B. Greeley
Resident of Delray Beach, Florida 


    
           


      








From: John Pulver
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 8:44:11 PM


It appears that to benefit a relatively small portion of the public wishing to travel from the southern terminals to
 entertainment in the Orlando area will be to the daily detriment of many more people who live and travel along its
 route. This train will negatively impact the daily lives of many people for the convenience of a few. The train will
 have a negative economic and growth prospect for many communities along its proposed route. The train along the
 proposed route should not be allowed.
John Pulver
Fort Pierce, Florida
Sent from my iPad
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From: President Point of Delray
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; Michael.Lefevre@allaboardflorida.com
Cc: hali
Subject: Fwd: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:14:19 AM


---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: martin hali <mhali@lowdso.com>
Date: Tue, Dec 2, 2014 at 12:31 PM
Subject: All Aboard Florida
To: 'AAF_comments@vhb.com.'
Cc: President Point of Delray <presidentpoint@gmail.com>


To whom it may Concern:


 


I live in a condominium called the Point of Delray, which is right next to the train tracks at
 Dixie Highway and Lindell in Delray Beach.  My exact address is 500 canal Point South,
 Delray Beach FL 33444.  Our condominium has 54 units and will be greatly affected by the
 noise of the additional trains and delays at our crossing due to the number of additional
 trains.  There is no way this community will survive without at least a large wall separating us
 from the tracks and the installation of sound proof windows.  We have weathered the hardship
 of the economic downturn (just barely) and are now just beginning to become a self-sufficient
 condominium again and “All aboard Florida” will hurt us greatly. 


 


Martin H. Hali


Email Address: mhali@lowdso.com
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From: ninagris@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: STOP ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:06:53 AM


I am a resident of Jupiter Island, Florida, which is in Martin County on Treasure
 Coast.  The impact of the train to our community would be a tragedy. I plead that the
 ALL ABOARD FLORIDA TRAIN BE STOPPED!
Nina B. Griswold
Hobe Sound, FL
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From: Bill Greene
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: attention of Mr. John Winkle
Date: Saturday, October 11, 2014 11:36:32 AM


Mr.Winkle,
I live in Sebastian Florida and I am against funding this project. Far too
 much money and there will be much more needed. There is not benefit for
 all Floridians. Please do not do this to taxpayers.
Thank you
Dr. Bill Greene
790 Belfast Ter
Sebastian, FL 32958
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From: Cathy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, November 28, 2014 7:45:14 PM


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave SE
Room W38-31
Washington, D. C 20590


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave SE
Room W38-31
Washington, DC 20590


Dear Sir,


We are writing to protest the intended location along US 1 in Florida of All Aboard Florida railway for the alleged purpose of
 commercial passenger traffic. It was expected to have 32 trips per day with 400 passengers per train on high speed rail in
 addition to the already schedule freight traffic. The Miami-Orlando route is to have a stop in Cocoa Beach. This community
 is on the east coast of Florida, not the centrally located Orlando.


We have been reading the comments in the Scripps Treasure Coast Newspapers for the last year.  It is obvious to us that
 the pathetically shielded goal of passenger traffic is really to establish routes for freight from the newly constructed port of
 Miami and the improved Panama Canal.


American taxpayers must not bear the burden of this fiasco of a private business venture under the guise of a public
 transportation service.  CSX tracks are already carrying freight west of route US 95.  Additionally, the noise and
 environmental pollution as well as the compromising of public safety with increased traffic on these tracks on the Treasure
 Coast will permanently and adversely change the health and well being of the population of all communities along these
 tracks.


We urge you to reject the Treasure Coast/US 1 route and approve the most direct route through central Florida along FL 27. 


We don’t believe All Aboard Florida lies!


Respectfully,


Catherine Domres     Robert Domres
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From: Frank Terranova
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments vs AAF plans
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:34:58 AM


Something is wrong here. 


 Does it make sense for a "for profit" company to spend almost 1/3 billion dollars to upgrade
 infrastructure on railroad tracks that they don't even own?  AAF merely has a license to use
 the tracks for passenger service--they don't own the tracks.  If AAF borrows the money to do
 so, and that loan is not co-signed by FEC railroad, if AAF goes broke,  does FEC get the
 upgrades free and do we, the public,  get stuck with their bill?


Does it make sense for AAF to spend almost 1/3 billion for track upgrades when it might be
 able to get the same passenger license from CSX for significantly less---and without the
 additional bother of construction, etc.,  and be ready to roll almost immediately thereafter?


Does it make sense to run the railroad through the more heavily populated, tourist attracting
 waterfront areas, and heavily recreational areas when it can be run,  with the same proposed
 stops as the AAF proposal, through the middle of Florida,  using the CSX tracks which are
 already updated to Class 1 and need no further upgrades?  We've already had this discussion
 with I95 and the answer was  "No",  build the road more to the west.  What has changed that
 decision now, which would allow the railroad to run through a more heavily populated area
 than what I95 proposed to go through years ago?


Does it make sense to have the Treasure Coast, with all of the RR crossings it has, have to
 worry about their citizens enduring additional safety crossing issues, quiet zone issues, and
 vibration issues ---as well as some of the costs for the upgrades that might be necessary for
 these crossings, when the train can run through the center of the state where these issues are
 much fewer, less frequent and have already been taken care of with the upgrades already in
 place?


Does it make sense to have AAF run through its proposed route and have to open and close an
 almost 100 year old bridge an additional 32 times per day  when this entire situation can be
 avoided by shifting to the west and using CSX?


Without looking at anything else, the answer has to be to deny the AAF application as
 proposed-----unless of course there have been some special benefits to some special interests
 of which we are not aware.   If  AAF's stated goal is to move passengers from Miami to
 Orlando , and vice versa, within three hours, this can still be accomplished, and possibly
 accomplished cheaper and easier, by using the CSX tracks---and without going through the
 Treasure Coast.   


Frank Terranova,  Sebastian, Fl.
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From: John L Dotto
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF/FRA - DEIS
Date: Saturday, November 29, 2014 12:51:55 PM


Dear Sirs at the Federal Railroad Administration,
 
Thank you for holding the DEIS comments meeting at the Fort Lauderdale Convention Center Oct 28th
 2013 relating to the proposed All Aboard Florida passenger train service and the increased FECI freight
 project. These plans and projects will mean an increase in rail traffic from 14 trains each day today to 52
 trains each day - an increase of 372% in rail traffic through the City and over the navigable waters of the
 New River.
 
The DEIS found this massive 372% increase in rail traffic would have "No Significant Impact" on the
 quality of life of the residents of Fort Lauderdale or to the $9,000,000,000 marine industry that relies on
 the New River as it's sole access to their boat yards. 
 
This conclusion by the DEIS is so absurd as to be laughable if it were not so serious a matter.
 
At the above mentioned meeting there was a simulation of marine traffic over the New River at the FEC
 rail bridge choke-point. All boats were portrayed of equal size and all boats stopped in the water as if
 they were cars on the road at a traffic light! The New River is a navigable body of water and it is tidal -
 there are twice-daily strong ebb and flow of tides. The combination of wind and tides makes navigation
 of the narrow channel at the FEC bridge tricky at best. With that FEC bridge closed much more
 frequently for trains it will be difficult and dangerous for larger vessels to hold fast for 20 mins or more.
 Current estimates by AAF stipulate the FEC bridge will be closed over 30 mins of ever hour. Captains of
 larger vessels will not risk navigating the New River under those conditions and will simply take their
 business elsewhere.  The damage to the marine industry will be incalculable and over 100,000 jobs will
 be in peril.
 
Why does the DEIS virtually ignore this hugely negative impact on the most important industry in Fort
 Lauderdale - the Marine Industry?
 
As if this alone were not enough the DEIS also ignores the quality of life of the residents of Fort
 Lauderdale. The City will be virtually split in two by the constant closings of grade level rail and road
 crossings.  The City will take the full brunt of 52 trains thundering through the grade level crossings every
 day seriously restricting vehicular traffic including police, fire and ambulance emergency services as well
 as impeding access to Broward General Hospital at 17th Street.
 
The DEIS is an incomplete document and therefore misleading and false in it's findings and conclusions. 
  
 
The reality is that trains, freight trains in particular, are a positive industry for the State and the Nation but
 the expansion of these business projects must be implemented responsibly.  Freight trains must be re-
routed to the west away from urban areas along the SR27 corridor so that the true freight expansion that
 includes Panamax can flow unhindered.
 
Passenger trains, if it can be shown to be a profitable venture, should be elevated 20 to 25 feet over
 navigable waters allowing 80% of marine traffic to pass without hindrance and larger vessels would
 request an opening in exactly the same way as the four bascule bridges that operate today over the New
 River.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Dotto



mailto:jldotto@bellsouth.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment





1338 Mango Isle
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33315
 
954 463-2255 h
954 494-5865 m
******************************
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 








From: wheatley7911
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fwd: All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, December 4, 2014 10:06:49 AM


My original message failed. Sending again.


Sent via the Samsung Galaxy S® III mini, an AT&T 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: wheatley7911
Date:12/03/2014 9:25 PM (GMT-05:00)
To: aafcomments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida


I own property on Hutchidon Island in Jensen Beach FL. I am totally against using the East
 Coast Corridor for the rail system. Iam 100 percent FOR the rail system along 95 or the
 turnpike. We would even use the rail system ourselves
If there was a stop along the way to get to Orlando for Disney.


Mr. & Mrs Wheatley


Sent via the Samsung Galaxy S® III mini, an AT&T 4G LTE smartphone
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From: Tom Ciulla
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: STOP ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 5:59:28 PM


I live one block away from FEC tracks. The noise, disruption of traffic, and
 danger from accidents will be greatly increased with the All Aboard Florida
 proposal. I see no benefit for Florida residents. I only see and insurmountable
 threat to the environment and Florida lifestyle, which is difficult enough with
 the existing train traffic. I am adamantly opposed to All Aboard Florida and will
 do all I can to prevent this project from being implemented. Mr Ciulla.
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From: D K
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: attn a; john winkle
Date: Friday, October 10, 2014 4:02:46 PM


that train is worthless to the people who live in the area it 
passes thru and does not stop.  you and i know its for 
shipping cargo not people. i will never ride it or vote to 
approve ANY money to build it.


 thank you ,dave kozdra
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From: Kevin Wrynn
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Saturday, November 29, 2014 11:15:50 AM


We are residents of Hobe Sound Florida who are against the AAF because of the
 hardship the trains will cause to the folks of the area.  This part of Florida is uniquely
 situated close to the ocean and waterways and most travel is east / west meaning we
 all cross the railroad tracks quite frequently.  


Think about what 32 closings will mean to us (and you if you lived here)!  It's totally
 outrageous.  Acouple of trains would be one thing but this is ridiculous.  Plus, add on
 any additional Freight trains and this area will come to a stand still.  


If they want that many trains runs plus freight they should "go west".  Plenty of room
 in the middle of the state.


We say "NO" to All Aboard Florida.


Kevin and Joan Wrynn
Hobe Sound, Fl.
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From: mario18june22@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fwd: All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, October 30, 2014 2:07:50 PM


Ladies & Gentlemen:
 


As a unit owner and resident of Vista Royale, which is directly effected by the
 increased in rail traffic, and will be subject to the full brunt of the noise pollution, and
 the separation from emergency services, located west of the RR tracks. Our
 Condominium Complex is located along the East side of US .1, Vero Beach, and the
 noise level with just the present rail traffic is enough to bear.  I and many of the 2200
 residents and voters in this community ask the commission reconsider the request
 from AAF, and denies all applications..We are in full support of our Board of Directors
 resolution.


.   Mario & June Laudano, 15 Vista Palm Lane, Vero Beach, FL.  32962.


RESOLUTION


 


Be It Resolved That the Vista Royale Board of Directors, representing a senior
 community of 1512 condos in Indian River County, bordering Route 1 and the current
 railroad tracks, is overwhelmingly against the All Aboard Florida proposal to add tracks
 allowing up to 32 passenger trains a day, travelling at high speeds, very close to our
 community.  There are presently 3 railroad crossings (Oslo Road, 1st Street and 4th Street) that
 will be directly affected by the planned tracks and trains, limiting our access to emergency
 services, shopping and daily travel throughout Indian River County, as well as the safety
 issues associated with the additional trains.


 


Residents of Vista Royale are presently disturbed by the existing train noise
 throughout the day and night, and any additional trains and noise associated with them will
 only exacerbate this level of disturbance and severely limit our peaceful use of the many
 outdoor activities we currently enjoy.  We are also concerned that Vista Royale’s properties
 will decline in value because of the diminished access to our community and the increased
 noise generated by the high speed trains.


 


We request you utilize all of your efforts to STOP THIS TRAIN PROJECT FROM
 GOING FORWARD.
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From: Robert Walser
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF_comments
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 1:42:58 PM


I am writing from Martin county and strongly oppose any increase in train traffic along the
 FEC line.


Land Safety:
Any increase in train traffic (high speed and/or freight) through Martin, St. Lucie, Indian
 River, Brevard County only increases the percentages for fatalities near the tracks.


Marine Safety:
Any increase in train traffic (high speed and/or freight) over the St. Lucie River in Stuart, FL
 definitely further impedes navigable water to an unreasonable standard. Recreational boaters
 currently wait 45 minutes for the bridge to open on Saturday mornings, which is
 unreasonable. Commercial barges take up to 1/2 hour just to get through the narrow opening,
 when its open.


Thanking you in advance,


Robert Walser
102 S River Rd.
Sewall's Point, FL 34996
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From: Jwwestie@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:43:32 AM


I have lived in Vero Beach for 40 years and the East Coast Railroad crosses important streets (with lots of
 traffic) 11 times just in Vero Beach.  The frequent closings of these crossings will cause delays to
 everyone who drives in Vero Beach and more importantly delays for fire and police responses.
 
As the train has no planned stops in Indian River, St. Lucie and Martin counties those trains are nothing
 but a major nuisance.  If we have to go to West Palm Beach to use it we might as well drive to Orlando.
 
No consideration of the population of these coastal counties was taken when these plans were made.  I
 cannot possibly see enough passengers to use it to need the 16 round trips a day projected. 
 
If the plans had been made to put in new tracks west of these coastal towns it would have caused much
 less negativity from the residents.  I know it will be more expensive but would have gone far in helping us
 residents be more positive toward AAF.  Now we just feel like we're be taken advantage of with no
 benefits.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith A. Wakefield 
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From: elzer@gate.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@dot.gov; Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil; David.Keys@noaa.gov;


 Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil; Allan.Nagy@faa.gov; James.Christian@dot.gov; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov;
 Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov; Mueller.heinz@epa.gov; John_wrublik@fws.gov; Charles_Kelso@fws.gov


Subject: STOP All Aboard -- Your Stewardship and Professioinalism is Urgently Needed
Date: Wednesday, October 15, 2014 5:49:28 AM


Good morning,


I am a resident of Martin County and the DEIS does not pass the straight-face test.  


Please demand substance in the studies and impacts.


Some specifics: 


In Stuart we have an old railroad bridge which is not to be replaced.  There is a curve.
  All Aboard does not plan two tracks there.  The impact to the area will be great,
 safety is a very real concern.  Boaters and the boating and marine industry will be
 negatively impacted.


In Martin County we have two park treasures that are proposed to have more tracks
 and high-speed trains.  To claim as the DEIS Summary does that there is nominal or
 not negative impact to the wildlife is not believable.


The Economic Impact to the Treasure Coast and north and north coastal areas is
 skimmed over.


Who pays for the new roads that will be required because residents change their
 shopping and business locations to avoid having to cross the tracks?


The ridership and financial feasibility are very speculative.  If the GOVERNMENT
 GIVES ANY SUBSIDIES DIRECTLY TO ALL ABOARD, it will end up being a greater
 burden to Taxpayers. 


Some Other Points -- 


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->COMMUNITY DEGRADATION:  The affected eastern
 part of Florida will be hard hit by 3 or more trains per hour each date with 2 of the 3 trains
 going over 100 mph through much of the counties.  Brevard, Indian River County, St.
 Lucie, Martin, Palm Beach, Broward…


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->ECONOMIC IMPACTS:  Florida’s taxes and economy
 including tourism since our beaches are on the shore and most hotels/motels/homes are
 “on the other side of the tracks.”  Existing older downtowns, campaign contributions,
 property values, will be hard hit by the impact to these many counties.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->HOME RULE/COUNTY FAVORITISM:  The “rights” of
 many counties, cities and residents are being trampled by the All Aboard proposal.  Folks
 that worked against Seven50 should be opposing.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->$$$  SUBSIDIZING:  The Federal Government and the
 State Government can REFUSE to the subsidize this proposal.  Research has not found
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 even 1 passenger speed train which is not government subsidized including in China with
 its mass of people. 


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->TAXES, TAXES, TAXES:  Approvals would mean that
 local, state and federal taxes will be used for the costs of safety measures, the inevitable
 accidents, crossing upgrades, changes to intersections, new and expanded roads from
 change of pattern of traffic to avoid the crossings,


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->SAFETY:  Older neighborhoods along the tracks create
 risks to walkers and drivers.  Emergency vehicles will be delayed and re-routed.  Will new
 stations have to be built?


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->BOATING INDUSTRY:  Marinas, boat building,
 accompanying industry will be hard hit if boaters are frustrated or concerned about safety.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->AIR QUALLITY:  Clean air is affected by the line of cars
 waiting at crossings – will multiple trains go through in time proximity so one queue isn’t
 cleared before the next starts?


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->NATURAL ENVIRONMENT:  Rare and endangered
 habitat will be affected by adding two, maybe in places, three new tracks through places
 like Jonathan Dickinson Park and Savanna Preserve State Park – and 100+ mph trains will
 affect our wildlife.


 


As more information is available, I will contact you again (and again....).  This is a critical
 issue for our community, our senior citizens, our youth, our working families.


Three (3) trains per hour all day, every day, with speeds of 100+ mph for 2 of the trains and
 the slow freight trains may be as long as 2 miles, shutting down multiple roads with RR
 crossings - especially as the Ports to our south are deepened and get more Panama Canal
 trade.


Please STOP All Aboard.


Sincerely,


Donna Melzer, Martin County Resident 








From: danielpichler@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: bad idea
Date: Monday, November 3, 2014 10:28:51 AM


This is probably the worst idea in Florida's history.  Do not build this as designed, it will not help many and
 benefit only a few.  Stop all aboard Fla.
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From: dickanddani@sbcglobal.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 12:01:31 PM


        Sir:
 
We have recently moved to Vero Beach from New England, and the proposed AAF and the
 public debate about it were the first big issues we heard about.  Our initial reaction – which
 has been strengthened as we have learned more – is that this is a preposterous idea that can
 only do damage to the coastal communities through which the trains will (speedily) pass,
 without obvious strategic value to anyone, with the possible exception of its optimistic
 developers.  Even then, the risk/reward trade-off is difficult to understand.
 
All of the alternatives we have heard seem more reasonable:
 


A new or refurbished track down the middle of the state, perhaps passing near the
 riverbed, which we understand is being ;returned to its original, less straightline, path. 
 This would allow for raised track in select areas to accommodate road crossings, cattle,
 wildlife, etc.  France’s TGV has much of its track through scenic countryside, which adds
 to the quality of the trip.  This would also encourage future spur lines to intermediate
 destinations if/when the need arises. 


More freight by water instead of by rail.


A monorail parallel to the Turnpike.


 
It is not possible for us to suggest the ideal alternative.  We do, however, wish to express our
 opposition to the current AAF proposal in the strongest possible terms.
 
Dick and Danielle Thalheimer
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From: Bill Lane
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fwd: All Aboard Florida, John Winkle
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:45:04 AM


---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Bill Lane <billlane91@gmail.com>
Date: Mon, Dec 1, 2014 at 9:42 AM
Subject: All Aboard Florida, John Winkle
To: AAFcomments@vhb.com


Dear Mr. Winkle,


I wish to state that I and my wife are strongly against the proposed All Aboard Florida high
 speed train service between Orlando and Miami. 


 We believe that the negative impact on smaller local communities where these trains will pass
 on a frequent daily basis is significant.  Particularly along the Treasure Coast where the tracks
 run through the centers of town, the danger to individuals not to mention the disruption to
 local traffic plus noise, dust, air pressure change, etc.. is significant.  My experience with high
 speed rail in Japan, France and Germany is that these lines tend to run through rural areas
 where local disruption is minimized.  There appears to be no interest on the part of All
 Aboard Florida to mitigate any of these issues, stating instead that that there are no problems. 
 That position, in and of itself, is a problem.


Please let me repeat that we are totally opposed to the All Aboard Florida high speed rail
 proposal in its present form and format.


Sincerely,


William W, and Pamela C. Lane


Vero Beach, FL



mailto:billlane91@gmail.com
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From: Taub, Cynthia
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Tobin, Myles (Myles.Tobin@allaboardflorida.com); Bonanti, Christopher


 (Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com)
Subject: AAF’s Comments on the FRA’s Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:42:46 PM
Attachments: AAF Comments on DEIS.pdf


Attachment to AAF Comments on DEIS.pdf


Mr. Winkle-
 
On behalf of All Aboard Florida-Operations LLC (AAF), I am pleased to provide AAF’s
 attached comments on the FRA’s Draft Environmental Impact Statement for Phase II of
 AAF’s proposed privately owned and operated passenger railroad system connecting
 Orlando and Miami.  We appreciate the opportunity to comment.
 
Best regards,
 
Cynthia
 
Cynthia L. Taub
ctaub@steptoe.com


Steptoe
 
+1 202 429 8133 direct
+1 202 261 0512 fax


Steptoe & Johnson LLP
1330 Connecticut Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20036
www.steptoe.com
 


 
This message and any attached documents contain information from the law firm Steptoe & Johnson LLP that may be
 confidential and/or privileged. If you are not the intended recipient, please do not read, copy, distribute, or use this
 information. If you have received this transmission in error, please notify the sender immediately by reply e-mail and then
 delete this message.
 
 
 



mailto:CTaub@steptoe.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

mailto:Myles.Tobin@allaboardflorida.com

mailto:Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com

mailto:Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com






 
   



 



December 3, 2014 
 
Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 
 
Re: All Aboard Florida’s Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement and 



Section 4(f) Evaluation for All Aboard Florida’s Miami to Orlando Passenger Rail 
Service 



 
Dear Mr. Winkle, 
 



I am writing on behalf of All Aboard Florida-Operations LLC (AAF) to provide AAF’s 
comments on the Federal Railroad Administration’s (FRA) Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (DEIS) for Phase II of AAF’s proposed privately owned and operated passenger 
railroad system connecting Orlando and Miami (Project).  AAF is a wholly-owned subsidiary of 
Florida East Coast Industries, Inc. (FECI), one of Florida's oldest and largest transportation, 
infrastructure, and commercial real estate companies.  



As set forth in the DEIS, AAF is planning to construct and operate a passenger rail 
project designed to provide safe, convenient travel to and from Florida’s most highly trafficked 
commercial, entertainment, and recreational destinations.  AAF is the first privately owned and  
operated project of its kind being developed in the United States today.  The 235-mile rail 
network will connect South Florida to Orlando by utilizing and improving the existing Florida 
East Coast Corridor infrastructure and creating new tracks into Central Florida.  The 
transformational infrastructure project will provide a vital new service for Florida residents and 
visitors, and eliminate more than three million car trips from the region’s roadways each year. 
AAF passenger service is anticipated to begin in late 2016. 



The initial Phase I of the Project consists of a new passenger rail service with 
independent utility along the 66.5 miles of the FEC Corridor connecting West Palm Beach, Fort 
Lauderdale and Miami, and including three stations and associated infrastructure improvements.  
The FRA issued a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) for Phase I of the Project on 
January 31, 2013.  Phase II of the Project will extend that service to Orlando.  The total Project 
will consist of a 235-mile intercity passenger rail service with an anticipated three-hour travel 
time between Miami and Orlando.  



Cynthia L. Taub 
202 429 8133 
ctaub@steptoe.com 



1330 Connecticut Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20036-1795 
202 429 3000 main 
www.steptoe.com 
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AAF is responsible for financing the development, construction, operation, and 
maintenance of the passenger rail system.  AAF has applied for a $1.6 billion loan through the 
Railroad Rehabilitation and Improvement Financing (RRIF) program, which is a loan and loan 
guarantee program administered by FRA.1  It is important to note that FRA has been requested to 
provide a loan only, not a grant, loan guarantees, or other form of federal financial support.  
Thus, the AAF Project will be funded without federal grants.  



AAF submits these comments to provide an overview of the benefits of the Project, to 
note the broad level of support for the Project, and to respond to a few specific issues in the 
DEIS and raised in public comments thereon. 



I. The AAF Project Will Have Significant Benefits for Floridians and Visitors  



AAF agrees with the findings in the DEIS that this Project will have significant benefits 
for Floridians and visitors, including transportation benefits, air quality improvements, economic 
benefits, and public health and safety improvements.  Each of these areas is discussed below. 



 
A. Transportation-Related Benefits 



The AAF Project will connect Miami to Orlando with intermediate stations in Fort 
Lauderdale and West Palm Beach, serving the transportation needs of the 9 million residents 
along the corridor, along with the 50 million people who already travel between and within the 
Project’s planned route on an annual basis.  This rail service will provide visitors a viable 
transportation alternative to congested highways and airport terminals, while also providing 
regional residents a fast, affordable, and environmentally sustainable method of transportation.  
Key transportation benefits of the Project include: 



 
• Offering hourly departures and 16 round trips per day originating at each 



terminal station for a total of 32 daily trips, starting in the early morning and 
ending in the late evening; 



• Connecting Miami and Orlando in approximately  three hours; 



• Designed to serve local residents, tourists, and business travelers; 



• Hospitality-driven on-board experience; 



• Time savings of 25-30% compared with existing travel options;   



• Providing relief for Florida’s congested roadways – three million less cars on 
roadways each year, reducing highway congestion, fuel usage, emissions, 
highway maintenance costs, and accidents; 



• Nearby access to retail, dining, and hotel attractions; 



                                                 
1 AAF is also pursuing alternative private financing options such as Private Activity Bonds. 
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• Benefiting current freight train service on the FECR Corridor by upgrading 
tracks, which enables the velocities of trains to increase; improving crossings, 
which increases safety improvements; installing Positive Train Control and 
providing a second main line; and   



• Providing a connection point in Miami-Dade County for commuter, intercity, 
heavy rail, and a new street car.  AAF’s Fort Lauderdale station will also be 
across the street from the WAVE street car station.  This will enable the 
leveraging of the AAF Project with existing federal investments. 



With regard to traffic issues, it is important to note that increased traffic between Orlando 
and Miami has placed significant pressure on the regional roads and highways.  According to the 
Texas Transportation Institute’s 2012 Urban Mobility Report, Southeast Florida ranks fifth in all 
urban areas in terms of total traffic delays and fourth in terms of excess fuel demand, which 
results in millions of hours of travel delay, as well as excessive fuel consumption and air 
emissions. This ranking does not consider the nearly 6 million additional residents that the U.S. 
Census expects will make the State of Florida their home by 2040. 



The AAF Project will provide an alternate transportation mode that will reduce the 
number of cars on the State’s congested roads, thereby also reducing vehicular emissions, fuel 
consumption, traffic accidents, and highway maintenance costs.  It will also provide a 
transportation solution to the millions of tourists and the millions of residents that will be moving 
to Central and South Florida over the next several years.   



B. Air Quality Benefits 



The AAF Project will have significant air quality benefits.  As demonstrated in section 
5.2.1 of the DEIS, the Project will improve regional air quality by significantly reducing the 
number of cars on roads and highways in central‐east Florida.  The air quality study 
demonstrates that the Project will decrease emissions of all regulated pollutants.  By 2030, the 
combined Project will reduce CO emissions by 1,654 tons, NOx by 192 tons, VOCs by 59 tons, 
and PM10 by 7 tons.  By reducing auto traffic, the Project will also result in significant 
reductions in fuel consumption and noxious air emissions. 



C. Economic Benefits 



As set forth in the DEIS, the Project will have significant long‐term direct economic 
benefits to local communities, local governments, and the State of Florida as a whole.  While the 
economic benefit numbers set forth in the DEIS are robust, AAF notes that the DEIS estimates of 
economic benefits are also conservative – a comprehensive economic impact study conducted by 
The Washington Economics Group (WEG), a leading Florida-based economic consulting 
practice, found even greater economic benefits from the Project than those estimated in the 
DEIS.  See The Washington Economics Group, Economic Impacts of the All Aboard Florida 
Intercity Passenger Rail Project (May 20, 2014), available at 
http://www.allaboardflorida.com/facts/economic-impact.html.   
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As set forth in the WEG report, the Project will have more than $6 billion in positive 
economic impacts for the state over the next eight years, and will serve as an engine for growth 
for Florida cities.  Additionally, the Project is expected to create more than 10,000 jobs on 
average per year during rail-line construction.  Additional benefits will be realized through the 
transit‐oriented development (TOD) that will be created by AAF at and around the stations in 
Miami, Fort Lauderdale, and West Palm Beach. 



Dr. Tony Villamil, former U.S. Undersecretary of Commerce and Chief Economist with 
over 20 years of experience as an economics expert, led the WEG study that found the Project 
will add nearly $3.5 billion in GDP to the state of Florida’s economy, in addition to an estimated 
$2 billion in labor income and over $600 million in tax revenues for Federal, State and Local 
Governments through 2021. 



As highlighted in the WEG report, the overall impacts of the Project to the State of 
Florida would include: 



• An average of 5,539 jobs created per year during construction and operation. 



• Economic impact of approximately $6.4 billion comprised of $3.4 billion 
from Rail-Line Construction, $887 million from Rail-Line Operations, $1.8 
billion from TOD Construction, and $284 million from TOD Operations. 



• Gross Domestic Product of almost $3.5 billion, with $1.7 billion realized from 
Rail-Line Construction, $620 million from Rail-Line Operations, $981 million 
from TOD Construction, and $204 million from TOD Operations. 



• Federal, State & Local Tax Revenue of $653 million derived as the sum of 
$292 million from Rail-Line Construction, $126 million from Rail-Line 
Operations, $187 million from TOD Construction, and $48 million from TOD 
Operations. 



1. Economic Benefits from Construction 



The WEG report found that constructing the Project is expected to generate over 10,000 
jobs, with a total economic benefit of $3.4 billion.  During the construction period, beneficial 
impacts include job creation and investments associated with the design, engineering, and 
construction of rail, bridges, communications infrastructure, support facilities, and train stations 
as well as equipment purchases.  Economic benefits to the State of Florida during construction 
include the following:  



• 10,435 construction jobs (avg. per year) across the two-year Rail-Line 
construction period, producing nearly $1.2 billion in labor income. 



• 1,695 construction jobs created from TOD Construction (avg. per year) across 
the construction period between 2014 and 2020, producing over $650 million 
in labor income. 











 



5 
 



 
 



• $292 million in Federal, State & Local Tax Revenue from Rail‐Line 
Construction and an additional $187 million in tax revenue from TOD 
Construction. 



In addition to the foregoing economic benefits of the Project felt across the State, the 
WEG report found that economic benefits will be realized in each of the counties where 
construction activities occur: Miami-Dade, Broward, Palm Beach, Martin, Indian River, St. 
Lucie, Brevard, and Orange.  Approximately $2 billion of economic impacts will be spread 
across these counties. 



2. Economic Benefits from Operations  



The WEG report found that economic benefits to the State of Florida during the 
operational phases of the Project (consisting of Rail‑Line Operations and TOD Operations 
occurring from 2016 through 2021) would include the following: 



 
• 1,603 jobs created from Rail-Line Operations (avg. per year) producing $442 



million in labor income. 



• 389 jobs created from TOD Operations (avg. per year) producing $66 million 
in labor income.  



• $126 million in Federal, State and Local Tax Revenues from Rail-Line 
Operations and an additional $48 million in tax revenue from TOD 
Operations. 



3.  Other Economic Benefits 



The Project will have economic development benefits for local communities and the 
state, including development of urban centers surrounding South Florida downtown stations, and 
increased tourism.  In addition, the Project will provide benefits to key industries in Florida (such 
as travel and hospitality) as the mobility of the labor force is improved and visitors are attracted 
to enjoy extended vacations utilizing the convenience of the intercity rail service between South 
and Central Florida. 



The Project would increase federal, state, and local government revenues and have other 
direct economic benefits to local populations.  Increases in tax revenue, including growth in real 
estate taxes, corporate income taxes, and sales taxes, as well as benefits to be realized from 
reemployment insurance, could reduce local tax burdens and/or be utilized to address 
community‐specific needs (schools, parks, public works, police, and fire protection).  See DEIS 
at p. 5-128. 



Additional indirect economic benefits of the Project would be realized through savings 
associated with reduced highway maintenance costs.  The operation of passenger rail service 
would relieve road congestion, which would prolong the lifespan of highway infrastructure.  See 
DEIS at § 5.4.3.2. 
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The Project will benefit environmental justice communities by providing job 
opportunities both during the construction period and during operations.  AAF would hire local 
workers to the greatest extent practicable. Section 5.4.3 of the DEIS, Economic Conditions, 
discusses these benefits in detail. 



AAF  has implemented a disadvantaged and small business enterprise (DBE) 
participation program to ensure meaningful participation of small and disadvantaged businesses, 
including minority-owned, woman-owned, veteran-owned, and service-disabled veteran-owned 
firms. AAF’s program defines specific participation opportunities, procurement strategies, 
planned compliance reporting, and outreach efforts.  AAF is proud of the participation of DBE 
firms on its Project to date and is particularly pleased that the first meaningful construction 
contract for Phase I of the Project was awarded to a South Florida DBE company. Thus far, the 
goals set forth in AAF’s DBE program have been exceeded. 



D. Public Health, Safety, and Accessibility Benefits 



AAF’s highest priority in developing this Project is the public’s safety and the safe 
operation of our trains and railway.  As provided in the DEIS, the Project would have an overall 
beneficial effect on public health, safety and security in the rail corridor.  Significant public 
health and safety benefits will be realized from the decrease in roadway congestion and vehicular 
accidents on existing parallel roadways such as U.S. 1 and I‐95, as well as a decrease in air 
emissions.  



The Project would benefit elderly and handicapped individuals by providing a 
transportation option that will enhance mobility and livability in their communities.  The AAF 
trains and stations will fully conform to the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) 
requirements.  The AAF intercity passenger rail service is the nation’s first all-new passenger rail 
service in more than a century, and as such, AAF is taking advantage of this position to design, 
build and operate a fully accessible intercity passenger rail service .  
  



AAF stations will be ADA compliant, with ramps, elevators and escalators between all 
levels of the station facilities, from parking, entry to the station, to access to the platforms and 
trains.  AAF passenger platforms are designed to be ‘level-boarding’ from the platform to the 
entry to the AAF trains.  No stairs, lifts or ramps need to be encountered.  Additionally, AAF 
passengers will not experience any ‘gap’ between the edge of the platform and the vestibule of 
the AAF passenger cars.  Under each door on the train, there will be  a retractable ‘gap closing 
device’ that eliminates this potential hazard for all passengers, not only for mobility impaired 
passengers and wheelchairs. 
  



Once on board, passengers will find that all restrooms are ADA accessible, and 
wheelchair accommodations exist in every car of the AAF trains, including the café car.  This is 
made possible by providing 32” wide aisles and wider walkways between cars in order to allow 
wheelchair passengers the ability to move throughout the entire train.  This full-train accessibility 
is ‘a first’ anywhere in the world.  Also, every wheelchair location in AAF coaches has a full 
window adjacent to the wheelchair locations, and the café car has both counter heights 
conforming to the ADA standards as well as locations within the café car allowing the same full 
access to the café car facilities as passengers that are not mobility impaired. 
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The new trains will be state of the art, combining advanced technological operating 



systems with noise abatement and vibration reduction technology. 
  



AAF will also be investing in significant track and operational improvements that will 
increase the safety of the rail line.  In fact, AAF will spend $1.5 billion on railway infrastructure 
to modernize and upgrade the rail corridor.  For example, AAF will utilize Positive Train Control 
(PTC) systems, which are integrated command, control, communications, and information 
systems for controlling train movements with safety, security, precision, and efficiency.  PTC 
can stop a train if there is an unsafe condition without operator input.  The PTC system will be 
set on a GPS or radio wave platform to ensure the computer control system is fully aware of the 
location, direction and speed of each train in the system.  Further, AAF will be the first intercity 
passenger rail system that, on the first day of operation, will have a PTC compliant system..  



 
AAF will also be investing in upgrading existing track from Class IV to Class V and 



Class VI (depending on the location) which will increase the quality and safety of the track for 
all trains.  Additional improvements include increasing safety at all grade crossings (as discussed 
more fully below), installing new signalization system-wide, and improving bridges throughout 
the corridor.  



 
In sum, the AAF Project will involve the following improvements along the FECR 



Corridor: 
 
• Improve approximately 128.5 miles of rail line; 



• Reconstruct 18 bridges; and  



• Upgrade system communications, signals, and grade crossings. 



All of these improvements will enhance safety features for all rail traffic on the Corridor and 
would not occur but for the introduction of AAF’s passenger rail service onto the line. 



II. There is Wide Support for the Project 



Since the AAF Project was announced in March 2012, the Project has garnered 
significant support from elected officials, community leaders, business groups, the hospitality 
community and other constituencies throughout the state.  To date, thousands of people have 
expressed their support for the Project and believe it will be transformative for Florida, both in 
terms of mobility and economic impact.  
 



The Project has garnered non-partisan support throughout all levels of government.  At 
the federal level, the Project has received support from more than 16 current and former 
members of Congress, including: 



  
• Congressman John Mica, Former House of Representatives Transportation and 



Infrastructure Committee Chairman  
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• Congresswoman Corrine Brown, Ranking Member of the Transportation Subcommittee 
on Railroads, Pipelines and Hazardous Materials 



• Congresswoman Debbie Wasserman Schultz 



• Congressman Vern Buchanan 



• Congressman Mario Diaz Balart 



• Congressman Joe Garcia 



• Congressman Alan Grayson 



• Congressman Alcee Hastings 



• Congressman Daniel Webster 



• Congressman Thomas Rooney 



• Congresswoman Ileana Ros-Leighton 



• Congressman Dennis Ross  



• Congressman Steve Southerland 



• Congresswoman Frederica Wilson 



• Former Congressman Trey Radel 



• Former Congressman David Rivera 
 



Many state and local representatives have also expressed their support for the Project, 
including: 
 



• Florida Senator Jeff Clemens 



• Florida Senator Rene Garcia 



• Florida Representative Mark Pafford 



• Florida Representative Eduardo “Eddy” Gonzalez 



• Brevard County Commission Chair Robin Fisher 



• Brevard County Commission Former Chair Mary Bolin Lews 



• Orange County Mayor Teresa Jacobs 



• Miami-Dade County Mayor Carlos Gimenez 



• Broward County Commissioner Barbara Sharief (former Mayor) 



• Palm Beach Commissioner Priscilla Taylor (former Mayor) 



• City of Miami Mayor Tomas Regalado 



• City of Fort Lauderdale Mayor Jack Seiler 



• City of Cocoa Mayor Henry Parrish 



• City of Palm Bay Mayor William Capote 



• City of Boca Raton Mayor Susan Haynie 



• City of Riviera Beach Chair Pro Tempore Dawn Pardo 



• City of West Palm Beach Commissioner Kimberly Mitchell 



• Village of North Palm Beach Former Mayor and Councilman Donald Noel 



• City of Orlando Mayor Buddy Dryer 
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• Palm Beach County Commissioner Steven L. Abrams 
• Palm Beach County Commissioner Shelley Vana 
• Palm Beach County Tax Collector Anne M. Gannon 
• Palm Beach County Commissioner Hal R. Valeche 
• City of Miami Commissioner Francis Suarez 
• City of Miami Commissioner Wilfredo Gort 
• Miami Dade County Former Commissioner Lynda Bell 
• Miami Dade county Commissioner Rebeca Sosa 
• Miami Dade County Commissioner Jean Monestime 
• Miami Dade County Commissioner Juan C. Zapata 
• Miami Dade County Commissioner Bruno Barreiro 
• Miami Dade County Commissioner Sally Heyman 
• Broward County Commissioner Lois Wexler 



• Broward County Commissioner Timothy Ryan 



• Broward County Commissioner Chip La Marca 
 



Seventeen cities, counties, and governing boards have also passed resolutions of support 
for the Project: 



 
• City of Cocoa 



• City of Hialeah 



• City of West Miami 



• City of Coral Gables 



• City of North Miami Beach 



• City of Aventura 



• City of Miami Springs 



• City of Hallandale Beach 



• City of Dania Beach 



• City of Hollywood  



• City of Orlando 



• City of Maitland 



• City of Winter Park 



• Orange County 



• Seminole County 



• Osceola County 



• Port Canaveral Board of Commissioners  
 



The business community has expressed tremendous support for All Aboard Florida. From 
chambers of commerce to the hospitality industry to the commercial and development 
community, All Aboard Florida has received more than 35 resolutions or letters of support. Some 
highlighted organizations include: 
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• Florida Chamber/Coalition of Florida Chambers 



• Greater Miami & The Beaches Hotel Association  



• Greater Fort Lauderdale Convention & Visitors Bureau  



• Greater Miami Convention & Visitors Bureau  



• Discover the Palm Beaches  



• Palm Beach County Hotel & Lodging  Association 



• Latin Builders Association  



• Associated Builders & Contractors - Florida East Coast Chapter  



• The Miami-Dade Beacon Council  



• Las Olas Boulevard Merchants Association  



• Chamber of Commerce of the Palm Beaches  



• Central Florida Partnership  



• Orlando Regional Chamber of Commerce  



• Fort Lauderdale Downtown Development Authority  



• Greater Fort Lauderdale Chamber of Commerce   



• Aventura Marketing Council  



• Coral Gables Chamber of Commerce   



• Miami Dade Chamber of Commerce  



• Broward Alliance  



• Miami Downtown Development Authority  



• Miami Beach Chamber of Commerce  



• West Palm Beach Downtown Development Authority  



• African American Council of Christian Clergy 



• ETC of Central Florida 



• 100 Black Men of Orlando 



• Hispanic Chamber of Commerce 



• Greater Miami Chamber of Commerce 



• Delray Beach Downtown Development Authority 



• Palm Beach Economic Council 



• Central Palm Beach County Chamber of Commerce 



• Cocoa Beach Regional Chamber of Commerce 



• Florida East Coast Railway Society 



• Greater Fort Lauderdale Alliance 



• The Beacon Council 



• BASF, Builders Association of South Florida 



• KDJ Architects 



• Tupperware 



• Lydecker & Diaz 
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Several higher education institutions have also publicly expressed their support for All 



Aboard Florida: 
 



• Donna Shalala, President, University of Miami 



• John Hitt, President, University of Central Florida 



• Dr. Rosalyn Artis, President, Florida Memorial University 
 



All Aboard Florida will significantly benefit the environment, thus, several of the state’s 
major groups have expressed their support for the Project, including: 



 
• Audubon Society (Phase I & II)  



• Everglades Foundation (Phase I) 



• National Parks Conservation Association (Phase I) 
 



Members of the public throughout the state, nation, and the world are also supportive of 
All Aboard Florida. To date, more than 7,500 people have submitted comments during 
environmental processes or have written letters to elected officials in support of the Project.   
 
III. Response to Specific Issues Raised in Public Comments about the Project  



AAF would like to take this opportunity to respond to a few specific issues in the DEIS 
and raised in public comments regarding the DEIS and the Project. 



 
A. Grade Crossings will be State of the Art  



There have been some questions raised about grade crossings for the Project, and 
potential impacts to auto traffic and emergency vehicles.  AAF has worked closely with the 
Florida Department of Transportation, the FRA, and local planning authorities on each individual 
crossing for the Project.  AAF has invested significant resources to ensure that the grade 
crossings will be the state of the art and as efficient as possible.  In fact, in conjunction with 
amending existing crossing license agreements, AAF is investing about $108 million in grade 
crossing upgrades for the Project – money that local communities would otherwise have been 
required to invest themselves.   



 
Grade crossing passenger train service will be designed to clear all intersections in less 



than 50 seconds to limit the impact on local roadways.  The high-speed nature of the AAF train,  
in addition to its compact size, allow for this efficiency.  Thus, waiting times for AAF passenger 
trains will be much shorter than those from existing freight traffic.  On average, an at-grade 
crossing will require only 30 seconds to activate and close the gates, and 15 seconds to bring the 
gate back up.  For AAF passenger trains (average length 725 to 900 feet and average speed 93 
mph), a single train crossing will result in an average crossing closure of 49 seconds.  With two 
closures per hour, the total vehicular wait time per hour will be less than or equal to the typical 
90-to-180-second wait at a regular traffic light. 
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All grade crossings are being examined to determine planned upgrades, and will be 
upgraded to meet the following standards: 



  
• Safety measures to meet the highest applicable standards set by FRA and 



FDOT; and 



• Wait time at crossings will average 49 seconds, twice an hour. A video 
demonstration for grade crossings is available on AAF’s website at:  
http://www.allaboardflorida.com/recent-news/real-story.html. 



B. AAF is Working With Communities That Wish To Pursue Quiet Zones  



As noted in the DEIS at Section 7.2.4.1, some communities along the Project corridor are 
considering the institution of quiet zones (which prohibit horns to be sounded in specified areas) 
at certain at‐grade crossings.  As also noted in the DEIS, AAF cannot create a quiet zone; the 
public entity must go through the application process with FRA.  Quiet zones involve instituting 
alternate safety measures such as four‐quadrant gates and non‐mountable median dividers.  In 
addition, supplementary safety measures must be installed and a risk analysis must be prepared 
to demonstrate that safety would not be compromised by eliminating train horns in the area 
receiving “quiet zone” designation.  



The governmental entities or other authorities pursuing these quiet zones will act as the 
sponsors of such efforts and will be responsible for the application process and the associated 
costs of any improvements.  According to 49 CFR Parts 222 and 229, the applicant (public 
agency) seeking to establish the quiet zone is responsible for the cost of installation, maintenance 
and upkeep for the extra safety devices.  A railroad cannot apply because it does not have 
authority over the roadway.  It is also important to note that a railroad does not require a quiet 
zone to operate safely.  



AAF is working with counties and municipalities to amend existing crossing license 
agreements in order  to relieve them of the cost of the one-time safety improvements that AAF is 
installing based on the recommendations of the Grade Crossing Diagnostic Team.    We 
understand that several counties have already set aside funding for quiet zone construction, 
including Miami-Dade, Palm Beach, and Broward Counties, and that Miami-Dade County has 
already filed its quiet zone application with the FRA.  AAF is actively working with 
communities from Miami-Dade to Palm Beach County to establish quiet zones at all grade 
crossings, effectively establishing a quiet zone the entire length between the two counties.  AAF 
is committed to working with all local governments that opt to proceed through the official FRA 
quiet zone process. 



However, the DEIS incorrectly states that AAF will be funding the necessary 
improvements should communities seek to establish quiet zones in lieu of pole‐mounted horns.  
DEIS at § 7.2.4.1.  The FEIS should be revised to be clear that AAF is working with local 
governments to amend existing crossing license agreements in order to relieve the agreement-
holders of the cost of the one-time safety improvements that AAF is installing based on the 
recommendations of the Grade Crossing Diagnostic Team.  Any additional funding needed for 
quiet zone improvements will be the responsibility of the local community.   
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In order to facilitate the establishment of quiet zones, the Florida Legislature appropriated 
$10 million in state funding to assist local governments in establishing quiet zones in FY 2015. 
The quiet zones program provides local governments up to 50% of incurred quiet zone 
expenditures.  Local agencies may apply for assistance once they have met all FRA requirements 
in accordance with 49 CFR Parts 222 and 229.  In addition to the State’s assistance, AAF has 
negotiated an agreement with Brevard County that provides 8 years of free maintenance (other 
than inspection costs) for county crossings, and comparable maintenance relief for any cities 
within the county that sign license amendments, and AAF will absorb the first $500,000 of quiet 
zone improvements. 



Where quiet zones are not established and where unmitigated severe noise impacts exist, 
AAF will install pole-mounted horns at grade crossings that emit a quieter, more limited-range 
sound, alleviating the need for any train—AAF or freight—to blow their horns.  Stationary pole‐
mounted wayside horns at grade crossings will reduce future noise levels along the N‐S Corridor 
by eliminating train‐mounted warning horns for both future freight trains and AAF passenger 
trains. Using wayside horns at an intersection instead of the locomotive horn has been shown to 
substantially reduce the noise footprint without compromising safety at the grade crossing.  A 
wayside horn does not need to be as loud as a locomotive horn, but the real advantage is the 
focusing of the warning sound only on the area where it is needed.   



C. Marine Traffic Impacts Will Be Minimal 



There are three operable bridges along the route that are important to marine industries, 
and AAF is working closely with the marine industry to improve operations at these bridges.  As 
provided in the DEIS, the AAF Project includes numerous mitigation measures at operable 
bridges: 



• Provide mariners with real-time information about bridge closings and 
openings via smart phone and the web, significantly reducing boats’ wait 
times.   



• Develop a set schedule for the down times of each bridge for passenger rail 
service.  



• Replace or upgrade the mechanical workings of the operable bridges, which 
will reduce closure times by an average of seven minutes per closure over 
current closure times. 



• Implement a notification sign/signal/horn at each bridge location with 
countdowns to indicate the times at which the bridge will begin to close and 
open.  



• Develop formal contact with first responders and emergency personnel to 
ensure that emergency personnel can coordinate with the dispatch center when 
access is necessary to respond to waterway emergencies.  



• Develop coordination plans between AAF and local authorities during peak 
vessel travel times on holidays and major public events.  
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• Develop a coordination plan between AAF and the US Coast Guard (USCG) 
to communicate bridge operating schedules to the commercial and 
recreational boating communities through the USCG, local marinas, and on 
the official scheduling website.  



• Install a bridge tender at the New River Bridge.  



Some commenters have questioned the marine traffic estimates provided in the DEIS.  A 
navigation study was prepared for the Project by AMEC to provide navigational information for 
the USCG.  See Navigation Discipline Report for the AAF Passenger Rail Project from Orlando 
to Miami, Florida, AMEC Environment & Infrastructure, Inc. (2014), Appendix 4.1.3 C to the 
DEIS.  The study focuses on three operable bridges located within the existing FECR Corridor 
between Miami and Stuart: the New River Bridge in Broward County, the Loxahatchee River 
Bridge in Palm Beach County, and the St. Lucie River Bridge in Martin and St. Lucie Counties.  
These locations were selected because they are located over navigable waters, and their 
operations (opening and closing) can affect maritime traffic.  The Navigation Study was based 
on a range of data, including video recordings from a camera placed by the New River Bridge for 
two full consecutive weeks of vessel traffic, from January 14th to the 27th, 2014.  In addition, 
vessel traffic data and traffic characteristics were extracted from a survey of a live feed of the 
New River Bridge in February 2014.  



 
The study found that the Project would not have a major socioeconomic, navigational or 



maritime delay impacts on any of the three operable bridges.  Furthermore, applying the 
proposed mitigation measures identified above enables any identified impacts to be reduced.  
The study found that the vessel delays associated with the Project would have a minimal impact 
on the marine industry and have the potential for no impact after mitigation. 



 
Some commenters have stated that the marine traffic estimates provided in the DEIS are 



too low, and should have been based on summer month traffic instead of winter.  However, as 
provided in Section 3.3.1.1 of the Navigation Study, a vessel traffic study conducted in Broward 
County found more vessels during the winter as compared to the summer.  It is also important to 
note that the Study was prepared in the winter months because that is when the USCG request 
for the navigation study was received by AAF.  The study included data from January and 
February, two months that are within the peak season for marine traffic according to the 
literature sources cited in the study.  



 
AAF plans to operate on a consistent daily schedule that will be both predictable and 



reliable with minimal deviations. Once local mariners are familiar with the passenger rail 
schedule, and also have access to it through an internet-based format, they should be able to 
predict approximate crossing times on a given day without having to look up the schedule 
because it will be consistent and unchanging from week to week.  Developing a predictable real-
time internet-based schedule for passenger train crossing times will allow mariners, especially 
day-to-day commercial vessels, to plan their travel times accordingly and avoid unnecessary wait 
times. 
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D. New Alternative Alignment for a Portion of Alternative E 



With respect to the east-west portion of Phase II of the Project, AAF has also informed 
FRA of the existence of an additional alternative alignment for the portion of Alternative E that 
swings south of the SR 528/SR 417 interchange.  Along the east-west corridor, AAF is 
considering a new railway alignment called the “Median Alternative”, which would extend from 
Narcoossee Road into the center median of SR 528 to 0.5 miles east of International Corporate 
Park Boulevard (ICP), a distance of 6.7 miles (see Attachment).  West and east of these points 
the Median Alternative joins Alternative E.  The Median Alternative has been developed in 
coordination with the Central Florida Expressway (CFX) in light of CFX’s inability to date to 
acquire all of the property needed for the portion of Alternative E south of the SR 528/SR 417 
interchange (Southern Alternative).   



 
The Median Alternative was presented at a CFX public workshop on November 13, 2014 



in Orlando.  See Meeting Notice, Agenda, Minutes and Presentation Slides attached hereto.  At 
the public workshop, CFX counsel reviewed the existing agreements and options for the CFX 
Board.  It was noted that CFX has the ability to condemn property for the Southern Alternative, 
which would preclude the need for the Median Alternative.  By consensus, the Board members 
agreed that the Southern Alignment is the favored option, with the ability to fall back to the 
Median Alternative if necessary.  Therefore, it appears likely that the Southern Alternative will 
continue to be pursued instead of the Median Alternative.  We will continue to keep the FRA 
apprised of CFX’s progress on acquiring the property needed for the Southern Alternative.  In 
the meantime, AAF wanted to ensure that FRA has sufficient information regarding the Median 
Alternative, which is described more fully below and in the attachment to this letter.   



 
1. Background on Median Alternative 



  The Median Alternative typical section would include a single track railway with a 
minimum envelope width of 26 feet.  The limits of single track railway would extend from 0.6 
miles west of Narcoossee Road to 1.2 miles east of ICP, a distance of 8.1 miles.  West and east 
of these limits the railway is proposed as double track.  Operational modeling of the Median 
Alternative indicates acceptable levels of service can be provided with this single track segment. 
 



The Median Alternative would begin to vary from Alternative E immediately east of 
Narcoossee Road.  The railway horizontal alignment would curve to the north toward the SR 528 
median, and bridge over the eastbound lanes of SR 528.  The bridge would be made up of 
multiple spans with straddle beams over eastbound SR 528.  The low point of the bridge 
(straddle beams) would be approximately 16.5 feet above SR 528 and total bridge depth to top of 
rail would be approximately 13.5 feet, for a total height of approximately 30 feet from the SR 
528 roadway surface to the top of rail. Once the railway alignment enters the median, it is 
proposed to be supported by retaining walls for approximately 1,500 linear feet prior to the rail 
profile dropping down to approximately the same elevation as SR 528 (“at-grade”). 



 
The railway alignment would remain approximately “at-grade” within the median at 



approximately the same elevation as existing or proposed SR 528 for the next 5.4 miles.  While 
in the median, the railway bridge would pass over ICP adjacent to the two highway bridges.  East 
of ICP, the railway would climb on retaining wall for approximately 1,500 linear feet then bridge 
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over eastbound SR 528.  This multi-span bridge would  have straddle beams and be about 30 feet 
higher than SR 528.  The railway profile would drop to be at-grade and joins the Alternative E 
1.2 miles east of ICP.  



 
The Median Alternative track alignment would accommodate train design speeds of 90 



mph west of SR 417 and 125 mph east of SR 417. 
 



2. Potential Effects on SR 528 



The Median Alternative typical section would include a single track railway with a 
minimum envelope width of 26 feet.  The median width along SR 528 varies between 40 feet and 
50 feet, including the inside shoulders.  When allowing for 12 feet wide shoulders, the available 
existing grass median width is 16 feet to 26 feet.  Therefore, the 26 feet wide minimum railway 
envelope would fit within the 50 feet median areas without the need for roadway widening.  This 
applies to the 1.4 mile long roadway segment centered around the Beachline Mainline Toll Plaza.  
Outside of the toll plaza area, the remaining 5.4 miles would require a minimum of 10 feet of 
roadway widening.  If the median alignment were to be implemented, it has been determined that 
widening eastbound SR 528 only is preferred.   



 
3. Safety 



Concrete barriers separating the railway and roadway would be 54 inches high TL-5 type, 
which are steel reinforced and designed to withstand semi-tractor trailer impacts.  The 54 inches 
height is 22 inches higher than the typical 32 inches highway barrier, providing additional 
protection.  Chain-link fencing would  be attached to the back of the barriers and protrude 6 feet 
above the barrier, to a total height of 10.5 feet above the edge of shoulder.  The high barrier and 
fencing would  provide a degree of protection from flying debris from the roadway and passing 
vehicles.  AAF is considering an electronic “intrusion detection” system, similar to a “trip wire”, 
such that if and when the fence is damaged, an alert is sent to the rail dispatcher and locomotive 
engineer.  Furthermore, AAF is in discussions with CFX about access to live feeds from the 
highway closed circuit video cameras.   



The barrier and fence would  also provide a level of locomotive headlight screening for 
approaching drivers.  The tangential (“straight”) and mostly at-grade nature of the Median 
Alternative should also mitigate any impact of the train headlight.  In the few curves, additional 
screening applied to the fence could be considered.  Safety signage would  be applied as 
required.  In the event that emergency access is required, sliding gates would be provided in the 
fence on top of the barrier at set intervals. 



Again, CFX prefers the Southern Alternative, and the Median Alternative is not likely to 
be pursued if CFX acquires all land necessary for the Southern Alternative. 
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IV. Conclusion 



AAF appreciates the thorough analysis that FRA and the cooperating agencies have 
provided in the DEIS.  AAF supports the recommended mitigation measures outlined in the 
DEIS.  As described in the DEIS, the AAF Project will have significant benefits, including 
transportation, economic, air quality, and public safety benefits.  Millions of vehicles will not 
have to use highways between Central and South Florida as a result of this Project, reducing 
traffic, fuel usage, harmful air emissions, accidents, and highway maintenance costs.  Florida is 
the third most populated state in the country and one of the fastest growing commercial centers 
in the hemisphere. The resources AAF is investing in Florida’s passenger rail network will 
significantly improve the transportation infrastructure for this rapidly growing and heavily 
traveled region.   



The AAF Project will deliver significant benefits to Florida residents and visitors, 
including: 



• A $6.4 billion investment in Florida’s economy over the next eight years.  



• The creation of an average of 5,539 jobs annually over the next eight years.   



• The development of 4 million square feet of new hospitality, commercial and 
residential real estate at new stations in Miami, Fort Lauderdale and West 
Palm Beach, revitalizing those cities’ downtowns. 



• Direct costs of more than $3 billion to improve rail infrastructure and build 
related transit development. 



• A reliable, convenient, and safe alternative to air and automobile travel 
between Miami and Orlando.   



The AAF Project will be the first intercity greenfield railroad project that will meet the 
goals of President Obama’s April 16, 2009 announcement of his vision for a National Network 
of High Speed Rail (available at:  www.fra.dot.gov/eLib/details/L00986).  As the FRA stated, the 
President called for “a collaborative effort by the federal government, states, railroads, and other 
key stakeholders to help transform America’s transportation system through the creation of a 
national network of high-speed rail corridors.”  See www.fra.dot.gov/Page/P0060.  The AAF 
Project is a collaborative effort between government and the private sector that will become the 
model for future railroad systems. 



 
We look forward to working with FRA to provide any further information needed for the 



Final EIS for the Project. 
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Sincerely, 
 



 
Cynthia L. Taub 
Counsel to All Aboard Florida-Operations LLC 
 



Attachment 
 



 













Attachment to AAF Comments on DEIS































































































































































































































From: Judy Saucerman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:23:59 AM


Can’t  imagine, after having lived and worked, raised and schooled four daughters in Vero Beach,
  three of whom have their families here, the total detrimental effect that the All Aboard Florida
 would have on this area if implemented.
 
Please don’t even consider allowing  AAF to ruin our community..
 
Judy Saucerman


625 11th Place
Vero Beach, Florida 32960
 
(772) 562-4725
 
Judysa4445@gmail.com
 


This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus
 protection is active.



mailto:judysa4445@gmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

mailto:Judysa4445@gmail.com

http://www.avast.com/

http://www.avast.com/






From: sandyinthesun@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: STOP All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 11:02:12 AM


It has come to our attention that the THREE communications we have sent you have
 not been counted as a vote AGAINST All Aboard Florida!!!
 
This is being shoved down the throats of the residents of the East Coast of Florida!  It
 wood have a massive impact on the quality of life for all the wildlife here and the
 humans also!
 
The rail tracks would cause air pollution, water pollution,  create more trash along the
 roads,noise pollution and affect the shoreline which is eroding at a rapid pace now! 
 
What about the sea levels at bridge crossings, flood plains and the impact on the
 roads?
 
Why have these concerns been swept under the rug?
 
Is this another LIE by the government? How stupid do you think we are? 
 
John & Sandra Flockhart
141 Joy Haven Drive
Sebastian, Florida 32958
772-388-6121



mailto:sandyinthesun@comcast.net
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From: clem rowley
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: comment about All aboard Florida trains
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 9:12:50 AM


I want to express my opposition to the All Aboard Florida trains that will make daily trips through Port
 Salerno and Stuart.  I feel that the traffic tie-ups in downtown Stuart will destroy the downtown.
  Customers will just not put up with hassle to get to the shops and restaurants.  There are already many
 freight trains passing through Port Salerno and Stuart everyday.  I noted (hard to miss with the noise of
 the train) 2 freight trains going through Port Salerno yesterday while eating lunch outdoors at Manatee
 Island restaurant.  We had to stop our conversation until the trains passed by.  
I am passionately against more trains passing through the Treasure Coast.   I hope you will listen to the
 voice of the people and not run these trains through the Treasure coast, ruining our quaint, small towns.
Clem Rowley



mailto:clemedps@aol.com
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From: Sandra Hawken
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, November 30, 2014 4:32:15 PM


Gentlemen:


An environmental and economic disaster is about to be sprung on hundreds of thousands of
 people living on both side of the FEC Railroad tracks by All Aboard Florida.  The environmental
 impact report  which was bought and paid for by All Aboard Florida is totally flawed and Treasure
 governments including Martin, St. Lucie, and Indian River County along with the cities of Stuart
 and Vero Beach are asking for an improved report.


Speaking as a Martin County resident and property owner in downtown Stuart I am outraged by
 this incomplete self serving report which does not even mention the impact on Stuart.  It ignores
 the effect that the trains will have on people trying to access Martin Memorial Health System
 located on the east side of the tracks as well as the school buses that have to cross the tracks
 numerous times to reach an  elementary, middle and high school. The city courtesy tram, the
 Martin County Transit and Treasure Coast Connector also have numerous crossings per day. 
 Property values for residents living along both sides of the railroad tracks will be negatively
 impacted.  


The  report  does not address the effects of vibration on the many downtown buildings which are
 within the " 150 ft. area of potential effects."  There are 5 historic buildings dating back from 1902
 that are within 100 ft. of the tracks. In addition to the 32 trips a day by All Abroad Florida there is 
 no mention is made of the doubling of freight traffic in the next few years due to the enlarging of
 the Panama Canal.    Also not mentioned is the written contract by FEC Industries, the parent
 company of the All Aboard Florida, not to remove the 100 downtown parking spaces on the land it
 leases to the city.  The negative impact on the cities of Stuart, Vero, Ft. Pierce  and other small
 cities which were built along Flagler's original tracks will result in an  enormous economic, cultural
 and environmental disaster.


Speaking of disaster, the boating public and marine industry will take a huge hit due to the limited
 access to bridge openings.  Both the St. Lucie and Loxahatchee railroad bridges already do not
 meet the reasonable needs of navigation due to their age, history of mechanical failure and
 deteriorated conditions These bridges do not meet today's standards for new construction so any
 additional train traffic will only hasten their degradation.  Trying to adjust a schedule to meet the
 needs of the boat traffic, car traffic and increased train traffic is not in the realm of possible. At
 present there are no private passenger trains that make money however hauling freight is
 lucrative and freight will be increasing as the large freighters begin entering our ports. 


Please listen to our elected officials who are asking for a thorough unbiased  review of the
 environmental impact of running 32 passenger trains and double the number of freight trains a
 day  through our established communities.  We, the citizens of Treasure Coast, feel this poorly
 thought out plan to make money for the FEC industries will literally destroy our small cities and
 severely impact the environmental and  economic well being of the citizens in Martin, St. Lucie
 and Indian River Counties.   


Thank you, 


Sandra Hawken
1283 NW Spruce Ridge Dr.
Stuart, Fl 3499



mailto:sjhawken@yahoo.com
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From: Claire
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fwd: All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 2:48:08 PM


Subject: All Aboard Florida


To Whom It May Concern:
We live in the Bridgepointe community in Vero Beach, Fl.  It is a
 very small community with easy access to beach and the Railroad
 tracks!  The Railroad tracks are 2 Blocks away.  So we hear the the
 Freight trains go by daily and also through the night.  We have the
 train whistle blowing also.  If you have your  home windows open it
 is even louder.  
So now we are having to deal with more Noise from additional trains
 being used on these same Tracks!  The Quality Of Our Lives is very
 disturbing!  
We believe in progress but not at our expense!  
Please Do Not use the tracks in our neighborhood!  Move them West
 Of Vero Beach!  You have the resources to do this.  One Question:
  Would You Like This Train with additional Vibrations in your
 Backyard?  Just think of this last sentence and I would appreciate
 your responds.
Kind Regards,
Claire Romano
Bridgepointe, Vero Beach, Fl.  32967



mailto:cer1201@optonline.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Gordon Connell
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ABBRA Comments On DEIS - All Aboard Florida - Miami to Orlando Passenger Rail Service
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:20:58 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
Comments of AAF Rail Project DEIS.pdf


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE
Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
I submit this letter today on behalf of the American Boat Builders & Repairers Association and our
 more than 250 member boatyards, boat builders and product/service providers around the U.S. In
 particular, I write to offer comments about the All Aboard Florida rail project and the Association of
 Federal Railroad Administration’s recently released Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the
 project.
 
In South Florida, as in other communities around the country, recreational boating is not only a
 lifestyle, but a critical economic engine with significant direct and indirect impacts on the lives of
 thousands of people. A recent study by the Marine Industries Association of South Florida noted
 that more than 136,000 people are employed in the industry in the region, earning gross wages of
 nearly $4.1 billion and with an economic impact of $11.5 billion. Boatyards are vital to this economic
 activity and serve as the starting point for all things related to boating and the business of boating.
 
The proposed plan by All Aboard Florida to significantly expand the use of rail in Florida is of great
 concern because of the undeniable impacts it will have on the three waterways the trains will have
 to cross. The New River in Fort Lauderdale; the Loxahatchee River in Jupiter and the St. Lucie
 River/Okeechobee  Waterway in Stuart are major arteries used regularly by boaters and businesses
 alike that will be adversely impacted by the current number and lengths of closures proposed.
 Simply stated, the current proposal for scheduled bridge closures equates to limiting the opening
 hours and access to businesses up the river by 50 percent each day. Any business or industry that is
 so impacted by could not be expected to survive even in the most prosperous to times.
 Furthermore, the prospect of adding additional rail traffic along this corridor that would increase
 bridge closures also adds to the untenable nature of the current plans.
 
ABBRA is also concerned that the Draft EIS was flawed in its economic assessment of the
 recreational marine industry and has diminished the resulting effect of its plans on this important
 statewide industry.  The recreational boating industry is highly ranked as one of the industries in
 Florida along with tourism and agriculture and the DEIS grossly under-values the rail plans and
 bridge closures negative effects. There appears to be no recognition of the significant number of
 small businesses that represent a multiplier effect of recreational marine industry’s economic
 impact and employment reach; there is no accounting for the continuing investments in dredging by
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December 3, 2014 



Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 



Dear Mr. Winkle: 



I submit this letter today on behalf of the American Boat Builders & Repairers 
Association and our more than 250 member boatyards, boat builders and 
product/service providers around the U.S. In particular, I write to offer comments 
about the All Aboard Florida rail project and the Association of Federal Railroad 
Administration’s recently released Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the 
project. 



In South Florida, as in other communities around the country, recreational boating is 
not only a lifestyle, but a critical economic engine with significant direct and indirect 
impacts on the lives of thousands of people. A recent study by the Marine Industries 
Association of South Florida noted that more than 136,000 people are employed in 
the industry in the region, earning gross wages of nearly $4.1 billion and with an 
economic impact of $11.5 billion. Boatyards are vital to this economic activity and 
serve as the starting point for all things related to boating and the business of 
boating. 



The proposed plan by All Aboard Florida to significantly expand the use of rail in 
Florida is of great concern because of the undeniable impacts it will have on the three 
waterways the trains will have to cross. The New River in Fort Lauderdale; the 
Loxahatchee River in Jupiter and the St. Lucie River/Okeechobee  Waterway in Stuart 
are major arteries used regularly by boaters and businesses alike that will be 
adversely impacted by the current number and lengths of closures proposed. Simply 
stated, the current proposal for scheduled bridge closures equates to limiting the 
opening hours and access to businesses up the river by 50 percent each day. Any 
business or industry that is so impacted by could not be expected to survive even in 
the most prosperous to times. Furthermore, the prospect of adding additional rail 
traffic along this corridor that would increase bridge closures also adds to the 
untenable nature of the current plans. 



ABBRA is also concerned that the Draft EIS was flawed in its economic assessment of 
the recreational marine industry and has diminished the resulting effect of its plans 
on this important statewide industry.  The recreational boating industry is highly 
ranked as one of the industries in Florida along with tourism and agriculture and the 
DEIS grossly under-values the rail plans and bridge closures negative effects. There 
appears to be no recognition of the significant number of small businesses that  











 



represent a multiplier effect of recreational marine industry’s economic impact and 
employment reach; there is no accounting for the continuing investments in dredging 
by federal, state and local authorities and  there was little or no consultation with the 
industry representatives in the preparation of the DEIS. 



For these reasons, ABBRA urges you to consider the following mitigation options as 
also proposed by the Marine Industries Association of South Florida: 



1. Add a tender at the New River Bridge to allow better communication with 
commercial and other vessels.  



2. Develop a set schedule for the closures of the bridge for passenger rail service 
so that the bridges are closed for a minimum of 12 minutes for each closure 
and open for a minimum of a total of 40 minutes each hour.  



3. Provide public access to the bridge closure schedules in an internet-accessible 
format, including a compatible smart phone application that is maintained by 
AAF.  



4. Post schedules for each bridge on the AAF website and/or the USCG website. 
This will allow the boating community to plan their trips to avoid wait times 
and related costs associated with the Proposed Action.  



5. Implement an adequate notification by sign, signal, and horn at each bridge 
location with countdowns to indicate the times at which the bridge will begin 
to close and open.  



6. Develop emergency plans that incorporate hurricane and other response 
plans and formal contact with law enforcement, first responders, and 
emergency personnel at all times to ensure that roadways are not blocked by 
train operations to provide for their access.  



7. Develop coordination plans between AAF and local authorities during peak 
vessel travel times on holidays and major public events.  



8. Develop coordination plans between AAF and the USCG to promote 
communication with the commercial and recreational boating communities. 



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



10. Publish bridge closure schedule to be readily available for waterway users 
(internet, notice to mariners, etc.). 



11. Fund a bridge tender with ability to communicate with waterway users. 
12. Prompt notification of bridge closure schedule changes. 
13. Install signal and PTC upgrades as well as an obligation to make future best 



available technology improvements to ensure optimum train operations. 
14. Install a 21' draw bridge to accommodate potential future commuter traffic 
15. Penalties for unscheduled bridge closures caused by AAF shall be established 



assessed on a daily basis and a graduated scale related to frequency of 
infractions, and adjusted for inflation.  Closures in excess of the minimum 
shall be considered an unscheduled closure.   



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



17. Establish a fund to provide compensation for interruptions to waterway use, 
e.g. in the case of bridge failure. 



18. Establish and fund a citizens’ advisory committee as a watchdog to oversee 
train operations and make recommendations to public officials.  











 



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



20. Provide for response vessels to be able to render assistance to vessels in the 
waterway in the case of sudden or disruptive bridge closures. 



21. Determine future corridor capacity needs to evaluate potential impacts. 
22. Publish a periodic report on bridge closures and impact on waterways use, 



including projections on corridor capacity, and a database that is maintained 
on operations derived from monitoring operations. 



 
It is our sincere hope that careful review of these concerns results in substantive and 
reasonable changes that would allow the recreational marine industry, and the critical 
boatyards a viable future. Thank you for the opportunity to offer comments and 
please feel free to contact me if you have any questions. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Gordon Connell 
Executive Director 
 



 
 



 
 












 federal, state and local authorities and  there was little or no consultation with the industry
 representatives in the preparation of the DEIS.
 
For these reasons, ABBRA urges you to consider the following mitigation options as also proposed by
 the Marine Industries Association of South Florida:
 


1. Add a tender at the New River Bridge to allow better communication with commercial and
 other vessels.


2. Develop a set schedule for the closures of the bridge for passenger rail service so that the
 bridges are closed for a minimum of 12 minutes for each closure and open for a minimum of
 a total of 40 minutes each hour.


3. Provide public access to the bridge closure schedules in an internet-accessible format,
 including a compatible smart phone application that is maintained by AAF.


4. Post schedules for each bridge on the AAF website and/or the USCG website. This will allow
 the boating community to plan their trips to avoid wait times and related costs associated
 with the Proposed Action.


5. Implement an adequate notification by sign, signal, and horn at each bridge location with
 countdowns to indicate the times at which the bridge will begin to close and open.


6. Develop emergency plans that incorporate hurricane and other response plans and formal
 contact with law enforcement, first responders, and emergency personnel at all times to
 ensure that roadways are not blocked by train operations to provide for their access.


7. Develop coordination plans between AAF and local authorities during peak vessel travel times
 on holidays and major public events.


8. Develop coordination plans between AAF and the USCG to promote communication with the
 commercial and recreational boating communities.


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


10. Publish bridge closure schedule to be readily available for waterway users (internet, notice to
 mariners, etc.).


11. Fund a bridge tender with ability to communicate with waterway users.
12. Prompt notification of bridge closure schedule changes.
13. Install signal and PTC upgrades as well as an obligation to make future best available


 technology improvements to ensure optimum train operations.
14. Install a 21' draw bridge to accommodate potential future commuter traffic
15. Penalties for unscheduled bridge closures caused by AAF shall be established assessed on a


 daily basis and a graduated scale related to frequency of infractions, and adjusted for
 inflation.  Closures in excess of the minimum shall be considered an unscheduled closure. 


16. Stockpile spare parts to facilitate prompt repairs in the case of a bridge failure.
17. Establish a fund to provide compensation for interruptions to waterway use, e.g. in the case


 of bridge failure.
18. Establish and fund a citizens’ advisory committee as a watchdog to oversee train operations


 and make recommendations to public officials.
19. Provide adequate and safe mooring for vessels forced to wait in the event of an unscheduled


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







 case of sudden or disruptive bridge closures.
21. Determine future corridor capacity needs to evaluate potential impacts.
22. Publish a periodic report on bridge closures and impact on waterways use, including


 projections on corridor capacity, and a database that is maintained on operations derived
 from monitoring operations.


 
It is our sincere hope that careful review of these concerns results in substantive and reasonable
 changes that would allow the recreational marine industry, and the critical boatyards a viable
 future. Thank you for the opportunity to offer comments and please feel free to contact me if you
 have any questions.
 
Sincerely,


Gordon Connell, Executive Director
American Boat Builders & Repairers Association (ABBRA)
1075 SE 17th Street, Fort Lauderdale, FL 33316
954-654-7821 Ext. 1002 - office   954-494-7793 – mobile
Email: gordon@abbra.org Website: www.abbra.org
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From: smmerian@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:08:15 PM


Negative -  why not go WEST of 95?   I do not want my town divided into East and West Vero Beach. 
 Our hospital, shopping, beaches, etc., will all be out of our reach with your trains speeding by.  Why not
 build your tracks WEST of I95?
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From: D Evans
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: My fourth comment regarding the All Aboard Florida DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:26:05 AM


This comment addresses the Scope of the DEIS.


Page S-1 states that this is the DEIS for the proposed AAF "Orlando to Miami" project. That is
 incorrect because the instant DEIS is ONLY for that portion of the project between Orlando
 and West Palm Beach. Section 1.2 ("Project Description") of Appendix 8.1 B ("Scoping
 Report") clearly states that, "To the extent that actions in this corridor have not changed since
 the EA, these would not be part of the proposed action." While the Applicant may be desirous
 of short-circuiting NEPA requirements, there is nothing in FRA's own "Procedures for
 Considering Environmental Impacts" (see Federal Register Vol. 64 No. 101 [May 28, 1999]
 [Section 11(g)]) that would allow it to subsume a previous EA/FONSI into the EIS for a new
 and separate action. For FRA to now elevate portions of the previous EA/FONSI to the level
 of evaluation and analysis required by an EIS is an egregious abuse of its discretion.


To the extent that actions in the corridor have changed since the EA, FRA's own procedures
 require specific action on its part that is completely different than what it is attempting to do
 here. FRA's proposed selective incorporation and modification of previous EA/FONSI
 analyses and findings into the instant DEIS is arbitrary and capricious. Significant changes to
 the proposed Project's Phase I should be evaluated as either a full new and original EIS for
 that proposed Phase I action, or else the development and publication of a supplement to the
 original FONSI is required. Nowhere can there be found justification for what FRA is
 proposing here.


Regardless of FRA's ultimate decision regarding the adequacy of the eventual final EIS,
 discretion as to the substance of the ultimate decision does not confer discretion to ignore the
 required procedures of decisionmaking.
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From: IAI
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@DOT.Gov; uscgd7dpbpubliccomment@uscg.mil
Cc: Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: STOP FEC from using
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:18:06 PM


Florida East Coast Railway (Fortress Investment Group) is gearing up for increased
 intermodal traffic between Port Miami/Port Everglades and Jacksonville. 
[Widened Panama Canal to accomodate "Panamax" ships - plus proposed Nicaraguan Canal
 funded by China.] 


The FEC application for a loan for "passenger service" is a ruse to get tax dollars from the
 Federal Railroad Administration in order to retrofit the tracks and railbeds
along Florida's highly populated residential East Coast in preparation for constant 
traffic of HIGH SPEED, DOUBLE DECK FREIGHT CARS.


STEP ONE: STOP THE FEDERAL LOAN


STEP TWO: HOLD A REFERENDUM wherein the residents of the 
Florida east coast communities affected vote on whether they want
their communities industrialized, divided, polluted with noise and traffic jams.


STEP THREE: FORCE FEC and its financial engineers to SHIP THE
COMMERCIAL FREIGHT from ASIA via inland tracks that do not disrupt
highly populated residential communities.


UNFORTUNATELY, THE FACILITATION OF ASIAN IMPORTS REPRESENTS A
 FURTHER IMPOVERISHMENT OF THE AMERICAN PEOPLE.
IRONIC THAT THAT FEC WANTS TO DO IT WITH TAXPAYER MONEY!!!


Regards,
C. A. Goss


S.E. Florida Resident since 1956.
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From: Marilyn Muller
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: comment on All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, October 7, 2014 1:09:39 PM


John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration


Dear Mr. Winkle:


Again I am making my voice heard.  I am completely against the proposed North/South route of
Phase 2  All Aboard Florida.


I attended the press conference this morning at the Jupiter Medical Center, Jupiter FL.  The one issue of
blocked crossings and clogged roads impacting emergency medical first responders is enough
to warrant a new look into an alternative North/South route.


It will not matter whether or not AAF gets a federal loan.  I am opposed to the federal loan. Already billions of FL
 State funds have been
directed to the Orlando Transit Station. Even if private funds are used, AAF still will not agree to pay for
safety measures  at the crossings.  Instead the local communities, many of which do not want AAF, will have to pay.
That’s just wrong.


The DEIS is misleading.  I have read it.  I do not agree with the findings.  I am angry that this is a study paid for by
 Florida
East Coast and not an independent party.  I do not agree that alternative routes should be dismissed.


A more thoughtful plan which is positive for all of South Florida would be welcomed by many. 


Marilyn Muller
3308 Cove Road
Jupiter FL  33469


561-744-3080
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From: higgy123@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, November 30, 2014 6:51:31 PM


I am sending this letter because I do not want the passenger trains or any additional
 freight trains traveling through our communities along the coast. 
I live in Indian River county and I am so upset about this. It appears to me the desire
 to cut the cost on the project and use the Flagler lines is abominable. The trains
 would be all around better running west of the the coast line. There, the safety and
 intrusion to the towns would be minimized . Please don't run All Aboard Florida
 through our towns.
Suzanne Higgins
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From: kathycoury@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; "and John.Winkle"@DOT.Gov.
Cc: Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: Fwd: All Aboard
Date: Friday, November 14, 2014 9:50:17 AM


I am resending my comments below to make sure they land in the right hands
 
Thank you
Katherine Coury
 
-----Original Message-----
From: kathycoury <kathycoury@aol.com>
To: ents <ents@vhb.com>; John.Winkle <John.Winkle@DOT.Gov.>
Cc: Floridanotallaboard <Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri, Nov 14, 2014 9:46 am
Subject: All Aboard


To Whom it may concern,
 
I am at a loss as to how this proposed project has even gotten this far.  They claim
 that they own the tracks and can do what they please.  Who owns the land under the
 tracks?  I also understand that there is a German group behind this so my question
 is.   What concern would they have about our quality of life here on the treasure
 coast?  Who is benefiting?  There are many thousands of  homes not far from the
 tracks and this project would certainly create a serious negative impact on the quality
 of life including but not limited to noise, pollution, danger and a reduction in value of
 these home.  Why would any of our representatives be for this?  Do they have a
 stake?  Vote no because this is a travesty and an insult to the many families who
 would be negatively impacted. 
 
Respectfully,
 
Katherine Coury
772-288-2589
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From: Rachanne Bank
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ABF
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 10:35:54 AM


WE DO NOT WANT ALL ABOARD FLORIDA !!!!!!!!


IT WILL HAVE A STRONG STRONG NEGATIVE IMPACT ON RESIDENTS AND 
HOME SALES ON THE EASTERN FLORIDA COAST. 


WHO WANTS TO STOP FOR TRAINS REPEATEDLY DURING A DAY ? WE WILL 
USE MORE GAS IDLING AND SEND MORE FUMES INTO THE ATMOSPHERE ! IT 
WILL INCREASE OUR NOISE LEVEL IN THE SURROUNDING COMMUNITIES.


DISNEY WILL BE FINE WITHOUT THE EXTRA BUSINESS !!!


WHY CAN’T THEY USE THE TRACKS TO THE WEST ???


PLEASE LISTEN TO THE TAXPAYERS NOT BIG BUSINESS..


RACHANNE AND JOSEPH BANK
1805 SE SAILFISH PT. BLVD.
STUART, FL. 34996
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From: SLinda5938@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:26:56 PM


To Whom It May Concern


    This comment is made about the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, dated
 September 29, 2014, {DEIS), prepared on behalf All Aboard Florida – Operations
 and/or All Aboard Florida Holdings LLC (collectively or individually, as the case may
 be, AAF) with respect to a proposed railroad facility project within the State of Florida
 (AAF Project).


The AAF Project includes a fixed rail guideway intended to be used for both
 passenger and freight trains on an existing railroad right-of-way between Miami and
 Cocoa (N-S Corridor: currently used by freight trains) and by only passenger trains
 on a right-of-way to be acquired between Cocoa and Orlando.


For 36 years I practiced law as a public finance attorney at Briggs & Morgan
 Professional Association, a Twin Cities law firm in Minnesota.  I retired from the firm
 in 1998 and from the practice of law on a pro bono basis as of the first of this year. I
 now reside in Vero Beach, Florida. This comment is therefore being emailed to you
 solely in my capacity as a concerned citizen who, along with countless other
 residents in Indian River County, oppose the AAF Project because of the detrimental
 impact it will have on the communities within the county.


            In my opinion one of the fatal flaws in the DEIS is that it inadequately takes
 into account the fact that the AFF Project  will materially enhance the capacity of
 Florida East Coast Railway LLC (FECR) to increase its freight operations along the
 N-S Corridor. The construction of a second track and numerous crossovers, the
 rehabilitation of the existing single track, the bridge repairs and replacements over
 waterways, the additional sidetracks and the use of advanced modeling software
 (described below) compel that result. Remember:


            -Both tracks will be configured and operated to handle seamlessly either
 passenger trains or freight trains, and
 
            -Passenger train use of the corridor is restricted to the hours of 6:00 AM and
 12:00 PM – leaving the rest of the 24 hour day for strictly freight train usage.[From
 9:00 PM to 12:00 PM the number of passenger trains still using the N-S Corridor
 rapidly diminishes at each end as the trains are retired for the day – thus providing
 even more room for freight train service.]
 


In short, for purposes of the DEIS the AAF project should be treated as a
 hybrid project that, under close analysis, may well turn out to benefit freight service
 even more than passenger service along the N-S Corridor.


            AAF, and for that matter even the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA), have
 pretty much ducked the fact that the AFF Project is a hybrid project. The closest they
 have come to officially acknowledging  the issue is in the October 2012
 environmental assessment (EA) jointly prepared by AAF and FRA for the segment of
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 the AAF Project from West Palm Beach to Miami (Phase I AAF Project). As stated in
 the EA:
 
            "The provision of a mostly two track new railroad (in place of the existing
 mostly single track railroad) is likely to enhance freight reliability and capacity, in
 addition to accommodating the proposed passenger service."
 
            In the January 2013 FRA Findings of No Significant Impact (FNSI) for the
 Phase I AAF Project, FRA dropped the explicit EA reference to likely enhanced
 freight capacity and stated instead that the two track system "has been optimized
 through Berkeley Simulation Software's RTC modeling software to provided sufficient
 capacity for the on-time performance of the proposed passenger rail service, as well
 as existing and future freight demands."
 
            In the same vein, the DEIS addresses the hybrid nature of the AAF Project
 only to show that it will have no adverse impact on fright transportation :
 
                        “The Project would not adversely impact (and will benefit) current
 freight train service on the FECR Corridor”


 


            `           ”The N-S Corridor has been designed to cause no adverse impact on
 freight operations and has an assumed beneficial impact on freight operations.
 Infrastructure modifications and upgrade from a mostly single-track system would
 improve freight efficiencies, as represented by average operating speeds.”
 
            The conclusion that the AAF Project will have no adverse impact on freight
 operations is of course a no brainer. By focusing on that red herring issue, however,
 the DEIS takes the reader’s eye off the bigger issue that the DEIS grossly downplays
 (and even appears to cover up) the adverse impact  increased freight train service,
 induced by the AAF Project, will likely have on communities along the corridor. To
 this end, the DEIS
 


-       relies solely on  AFF’s self-serving estimate of 3% per annum
 “organic growth” in freight service along the N-S Corridor for the next
 20 years, whether or not the AAF Project goes forward,
 


-       provides no estimate of the daily number and length of trains that
 could reasonably transport freight along the N-S Corridor at
 maximum capacity, assuming of course passenger train usage too,
 and


 
-       either inadvertently or intentionally at page 5-8 makes it impossible to


 ascertain what assumptions and data were used in the referenced
 “Table 5.1.2.3” in support of the conclusion that freight train usage
 would have no “significant impact on traffic, ” [i.e. closure times at
 railroad crossings] under the “No Action Alternative.” The reason:
 That Table, entitled “Passenger Diversion from Other Modes of







 Transportation,” (at page 5-9) has[Ps1]  nothing to do with closure
 times at railroad crossings.


 


The reality is that under the “No Action Alternative” the constraints of a single
 north/south track will in itself likely keep the annual freight growth at 3%. The reason:
 3% annual growth is probably all of the demand the Florida East Coast Railway
 (FECR) could reasonably manage on the N-S Corridor, absent the other substantial
 improvements covered in the AAF Project that would still benefit a single track on that
 corridor
 
The additional reality is that FECR is well positioned to capture increased freight
 demand anticipated by the widening of the Panama Canal. As stated by the Louis
 Berger Group, Inc.in its All Aboard Florida Review of Assumptions and Forecast,
 attached as an exhibit to the June 4, 2014, Preliminary Offering memorandum, used
 by AAF and AAF Finance Company, for the toogle bonds issued by them to help
 finance Phase I of the AAF Project:
 
“FECR has a longstanding sound freight operation. It has exclusive freight
 agreements with the Port of Miami, which is investing in logistics, access, 50 foot
 drayage, and other improvements to improve operations and accommodate larger
 vessels coming through the Panama Canal. FECR is the only east Florida coast
 railroad providing rail connections  from the Ports of Miami, Everglades (Fort
 Lauderdale) and Palm Beach through Jacksonville, connecting to CSX and Norfolk
 Southern and the rest of the U.S. It has an established intermodal business including
 drayage services, and a sound and diversified customer base including agriculture
 products, building products, building materials, automobiles, and more.”
 
    In light of the above, the DEIS should have included for the N-S Corridor an
 independent estimate, over the 20 year timeline, of freight  growth and of the 
 maximum daily freight handling capacity in terms of both number and length of the
 freight trains. Such an estimate should assume completion of the AAF Project and
 passenger train use of the corridor.
 
    The DEIS should then have assessed the environmental impact and appropriate
 mitigation based on each estimate. Failure to do so destroys the credibility of the
 DEIS.
 
    Peter H Seed
   180 Island Sanctuary
    Vero Beach, Florida 32963
     


 


 
 
           
 



file:///C:/Users/Owner/Documents/IRNA%20DEISletter.docx#_msocom_1





 [Ps1]



file:///C:/Users/Owner/Documents/IRNA%20DEISletter.docx#_msoanchor_1






From: D Evans
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: My nineteenth comment regarding the All Aboard Florida DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:26:49 PM


Regarding comments under the heading "Cumulative Effects" on page S-21:


Past, present or reasonably foreseeable actions in the Project Study Area must take into
 account the anticipated increase of railroad freight traffic that will be enabled by the Project.
 FECR is an affiliate of the Project sponsor and ultimately controlled by the same entity as the
 sponsor itself, i.e. Fortress Investment Group. They and they alone posess all the relevant
 information regarding the Project and how they intend to utilize the increased freight rail
 capacity that will result from upgrading the track along FECR's right-of-way from FRA Class
 4 to FRA Class 6 standards. Furthermore, FECR has granted AAF a purchase option
 exercisable through 2027 which will allow AAF to buy the entire FECR mainline right-of-
way in the N-S Project Corridor for the sum of 10 dollars and other trivial consideration.
 AAF's proposed Project will significantly affect the amount of freight and the number of
 freight trains traversing the Project Corridor for the foreseeable future. As a result, the range
 of impacts that could be caused by that increased freight rail volume must be adequately
 examined in the EIS. Contrary to what is stated here, the cumulative analysis for the Project
 ignores a large part of the impacts that will result from the track upgrades along the N-S
 corridor. These issues should be addressed in a Supplemental DEIS, or prefereable, in a
 completely revamped new and original EIS that considers the impacts of the entire project
 and does not rely on arbitrary segregation (of what is essentially a single action) into Phase I
 and Phase II fictions.
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From: rpollmei@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: STOP THE TRAIN
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 7:53:21 AM


Please stop the train!! The only positive is the construction jobs as it is being built,
 after  the work is finished all we are left with is noise and interruption from the trains.
 What we need on the treasure coast is a rail system improvement of our existing
 passenger train service so if some one wants to ride a train from lets say Melbourne
 they can catch the train at Melbourne and ride it to West Palm, or even to Miami to
 catch a flight. We do not have any need  here on the treasure coast for a HIGH
 SPEED RAIL. Too many negatives with almost no positives.


Thanks
Randall Pollmeier
Port St Lucie Fl
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From: Cyndi Lenz
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: comment on Florida All Aboard
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:52:54 AM


First of all I would like to say I am not against trains. I love the train. I grew up in Boston. I traveled in Europe. I'm
 for trains. I'm not for this train.
1. This train does nothing for our transportation infrastructure.  If this was a train that stopped at various places on
 the east coat and I could take the train to St Augustine for the weekend- that would be awesome. Then an actually
 infrastructure could be built around that. This train goes from Miami and lets people off at the airport which is miles
 away from anything. I would not ride it personally. Too expensive. There is no savings for gas.
2. This train will destroy our beautiful east cost - the remnants of old FLorida. Close to me its will destroy
 downtown stuart, downtown jensen beach down town ft piece. The government has destroyed our lagoon with toxic
 discharges and this is just the nail in the coffin. We've worked really hard to get our economy back and this will just
 destroy us. According to one of our commissioners we will have to become something else. Because between the
 polluted river and the bridge cutting off marine traffic - people will go elsewhere. 
3. THere are other programs. There are better train scenarios. Like I said I think if you put some thought into this we
 would all benefit from trains that go up and down the coast and stop in all these small towns providing alternative
 transportation infrastructures and way for the small business's along the way to benefit from this. Or send this train
 west but have a stop in Indiantown where the people are very poor and allow them to prosper.


Thank you,


Cyndi Lenz RN
2252 NE MYRTLE ST
JENSEN BEACH, FL 34957
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From: Jim Thomas
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 5:42:09 AM


I live approximately 1,000 yards from a railroad crossing that AAF trains would use
 daily.  This would present a terrible inconvenience for myself and my wife as we must
 cross these tracks at Oslo Road in Vero Beach many times daily going to doctors
 and hospital.  Please do not allow AAF to proceed.
 
James Thomas
660 Fox Trail SW
Vero Beach, Florida 32962
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From: smcconnell1@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fwd: All aboard
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 3:37:17 PM


From: "mcconnell, susan" <smcconnell1@comcast.net>
To: "aaf comments" <aaf_comments@vbh.com>
Sent: Monday, December 1, 2014 1:04:58 PM
Subject: All aboard


Please Please NO NO All Aboard. Totally against it. New York City doesn't have 32
 commuter trains from Connecticut. How many people are traveling from Miami and
 W Palm Beach to Orlando? Susan McConnell Vero Beach
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From: ATHUTCH
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ABSURB PLAN
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:47:10 PM


ONE HAS TO BE COMPLETLY INSANE TO BELIEVE THAT THE PASSENGER
 REVENUE FROM THE PROPOSED RAIL PLAN WOULD SUPPORT THE RAIL
 SERVICE FROM MIAMI TO ORLANDO. THE SOLE  RPT SOLE PURPOSE IS TO
 REAP THE REVENUE FROM FREIGHT TRAINS.
 
WITH ALL THE AVAILABLE LAND WEST OF THE EAST COAST, EVEN A FIRST-
GRADER WOULD  KNOW THAT ROUTE IS  THE MOST ECONOMICAL ROUTE
 FOR FREIGHT TRAINS. THE PUBLIC BE DAMNED AS NO CONSIDERATION OF
 THE PUBLIC  IS IN THEIR MINDS; IT IS THE ALMIGHTY DOLLAR THEY ARE
 CONCERNED ABOUT.
 
I  HOPE THE PROJECT WILL TABLED FOREVER.
 
TERRELL HUTCHISON, 1155 ST. GEORGES LANE, VERO BEACH, FLORIDA
 32967.
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From: Robert Soule
To: AAF_comments@vhb.com.
Subject: Comments
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2014 11:28:50 AM
Attachments: Support Letter - Transportation.docx


Mr. John Winkle,
Please accept the attached letter of support for the All Aboard Florida project.
 
Thanks and Regards,
Robert H. Soule
President
E-C Imaging, Inc.
Nuclear Specialists, Inc.
407-947-5292
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September 25,2014





Mr. John Winkle


Federal Railroad Administration


1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 


Room W38-311


Washington, DC 20590





Dear Mr. Winkle: 





I would like to express my strong support for All Aboard Florida. The project would re-establish passenger rail between two of the state’s most congested, visited and populated regions. This new service would have beneficial social and economic impacts for the millions of residents that travel along the state’s east coast. 





As Florida surpasses New York to become the nation’s third most populous state, the influx of cars on our roads will increase dramatically. The project will remove up to 3 million vehicles on the road per year. The re-introduction of passenger rail along the FEC translates to less congested roads in the South Florida and between South and Central Florida, which are some of the most dangerous in the country, and result in increased productivity for train passengers.





[bookmark: _GoBack]The All Aboard Florida project represents a real solution to the transportation challenges in Florida. I cannot wait to get on board! 








Sincerely, 





Robert H. Soule


Winter Park, Florida













From: D Evans
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: My ninth comment regarding the All Aboard Florida DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:02:25 AM


Regarding DEIS page S-4 and the bulleted item at the bottom of the page, "Draft EIS (DEIS)":


Public notice in the Federal Register was not made until September 26, 2014. As such, the 75-
day public comment period should run until December 10, 2014. All other mentions of the
 cutoff date being December 3, 2014, should be publicly corrected.


In the alternative, public notice should be made that the comment period was technically a 68-
day comment period. FRA embarrasses itself and the nation when it cannot even count the
 number of days between two calendar dates. It's either that or a deliberate mischarecterization
 of the length of the public comment period. Neither explanation is satisfactory, to be quite
 frank.
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From: Régis et Nicole Isabelle
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: STOP THIS TRAIN PROJECT FROM GOING FORWARD.
Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 9:39:28 AM


PLEASE


 STOP THIS TRAIN PROJECT FROM GOING FORWARD.
Building 29
Appt 205
VistaRoyale
Régis and Nicole Isabelle
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From: Debra Morse
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fwd: Atten: Mr. John Winkle NO SUPPORT FOR All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:27:10 PM


---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Debra Morse <debramorse@gmail.com>
Date: Wed, Dec 3, 2014 at 9:18 PM
Subject: Atten: Mr. John Winkle NO SUPPORT FOR All Aboard Florida
To: AFF_comments@vhb.com


Dear Mr. Winkle,


Our family lives in Vero Beach, FL and we are vehemently against All Aboard Florida's plans
 for the train.


The proposal for the location of the train in our community is a travesty.  The current location
 is:


1. In a high traffic area for both cars and pedestrians, presenting an incredibly dangerous
 situation!


2. The proposed location divides 2 very populated residential areas.  The local hospitals in
 Vero Beach is accessed by residents on either side of the tracks. HOW DARE YOU make the
 hospital inaccessible, with additional trains and wait time, to emergency vehicles coming
 from either side of the tracks.  Those who don't make it to the hospital because of the wait
 will be because of YOU and your ridiculous, selfish plan.


3. About 10 years ago, a plan was proposed to run tracks along the FL turnpike.  That is
 without a doubt a much more logical place to run a high speed train without stops.  There is
 NO REASON that we can see, except money, for you to consider using the existing tracks
 which are running right through our beautiful town, especially since the train will not stop in
 Indian River County!  And please rest assured, we have NO INTEREST in using a train that
 stops in West Palm or even in our town.  We are happy to drive to Orlando, where we need
 our car, or to West Palm for airport service.  We might consider driving west to the
 highway/turnpike to pick up a train someday.


4. The residents of Vero Beach are 100% against this train running through our city in the
 proposed location.  I can't imagine anyone who would be for it in our community.  Move the
 train tracks AWAY from residential and commercial areas or you will be violating the
 commandment Thou Shalt Not Kill.


Sincerely,


Debra Morse


debramorse@gmail.com
772-202-7652
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From: sailfishrealtyofflorida@gmail.com on behalf of John Gonzalez
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AFF EIS Study - please reject...
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:10:54 PM


To Whom it May Concern:


I am writing to respectfully request that the Rail Administration invalidate the Environmental
 Impact Study that was submitted by All Aboard Florida (FEC, et al). This study contains an
 egregious amount of disinformation and less than scientific studies.


As a taxpaying citizen, whose tax dollars will be used to fund this project and your efforts to
 review these document, I hope you will consider the following observations regarding the
 report:


1. The environmental impact on the dislocation of native species of plants and animals
 during the construction of the expanded right of way has not been fully and accurately
 examined. There will be an adverse impact on species such as the gopher turtle, Florida
 Panther and other creatures either during construction or post construction.


2. Boat traffic will be at serious risk during long bridge delays at the New River, Jupiter
 and Stuart bridges. Commercial traffic will be delayed and at risk. Recreational boaters
 will have increased risk of harm to humans and boats during long wait periods for the
 tracks to clear.


3. The ridership studies are not supported by any formula's that can be tested. Will the fare
 be at a price point to encourage ridership? Will there be sufficient end point
 transportation to make ridership attractive? How was the number of riders determined?
 By my calculations every train north and south on every trip must be running at full
 capacity to arrive at these figures. I assume that the trains hold 300 passengers.


4. The negative economic outcomes for Martin County will be staggering. We estimate no
 less than $80 million dollars in property value reductions will take place. Currently,
 homes on the west side of the railway bridge are finding the ability to sell homes is
 declining as a result of the potential AAF trains.


Please insist that All Aboard Florida relook at this entire enterprise. Please respect the pleas of
 the nearly 1,000,000 residents and taxpayers that will be negatively affected by this train.


Thank you for your attention in this matter.


Respectfully,


John B. Gonzalez
920 SE Riverside Drive
Stuart, Florida 34994
(772) 631-6450
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From: John Watson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments, Draft EIS, All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 4:29:35 PM


Attn:  John Winkle
          Federal Railroad Administration
          Washington, D.C.


This email is sent in support of All Aboard Florida. 


As a native Floridian in his early sixties, I have watched Florida grow to become the 3rd largest state by
 population in our country. Florida's landscape has certainly changed over the past few decades and
 many wonderful people from around the globe now call Florida home.  Florida has wonderful attributes
 but also challenges that would face any rapidly growing area.  One of those challenges is transportation.
  


All Aboard Florida would provide a piece of the solution by offering our residents and visitors a safe and
 efficient travel alternative between Miami and Orlando. And, hopefully one day to other parts of our great
 state.  I lived in Miami for eleven years and now reside in Longwood, Florida, right outside Orlando.  As a
 business person, I have done my share of automobile travel between these two business centers and
 often dreamed that someday there would be an easier, safer and faster link between South and Central
 Florida.  All Aboard Florida is stepping up to the plate and I could not be more pleased.  


Florida's highways are overburdened and capital construction has not been able to keep up with
 demand.  Florida's future and financial wellbeing depend heavily on tourism but we must provide our
 visitors safe and affordable travel options.  I do not see how All Aboard Florida is anything but a win-win
 for Florida.  


As I understand it the train would, for the most part, track along an already existing rail corridor.  This puts
 All Aboard Florida, and only All Aboard Florida, in the unique position to be a financially feasible project.
 As I see it, we have one shot at this opportunity to help alleviate overcrowding on our highways, keep our
 tourist industry strong and healthy, create much needed jobs and at the same time be kind to our natural
 environment.  It is unlikely Florida taxpayers have an appetite for an equivalent publicly financed rail
 project so I wholeheartedly support this private option and wish All Aboard Florida only success.      


John C. Watson 
JWatson2200@gmail.com
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From: Marianne Bracchi
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: My opinion
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:38:41 AM


Your private funding is a smoke screen, which eventually will fall on the shoulders of
 taxpayers.
Just another waste of taxpayer money, creating nothing but MORE TRAFFIC JAMS.
 Who is going to be riding these trains?????????.  The cost is rediculously high.  I
 hope this project will be canned.
Marianne Bracchi
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From: Pierre Gmail 2
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: negron.joe.web@flsenate.gov; debbie.mayfield@myfloridahouse.gov; rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com
Subject: STOP THIS TRAIN PROJECT FROM GOING FORWARD
Date: Monday, September 29, 2014 11:03:01 AM


RESOLUTION
Be It Resolved That the Vista Royale Board of Directors, representing a senior


 community of 1512 condos in Indian River County, bordering Route 1 and the current
 railroad tracks, is overwhelmingly against the All Aboard Florida proposal to add tracks
 allowing up to 32 passenger trains a day, travelling at high speeds, very close to our
 community. There are presently 3 railroad crossings (Oslo Road, 1st Street and 4th Street) that
 will be directly affected by the planned tracks and trains, limiting our access to emergency
 services, shopping and daily travel throughout Indian River County, as well as the safety
 issues associated with the additional trains.


Residents of Vista Royale are presently disturbed by the existing train noise
 throughout the day and night, and any additional trains and noise associated with them will
 only exacerbate this level of disturbance and severely limit our peaceful use of the many
 outdoor activities we currently enjoy. We are also concerned that Vista Royale’s properties
 will decline in value because of the diminished access to our community and the increased
 noise generated by the high speed trains.


We request you utilize all of your efforts to STOP THIS TRAIN PROJECT FROM
 GOING FORWARD.
Resident :
Pierre Amesse / Mireille Masson
68 Royal Oak Ct, unit 201
Florida,32962


Ce courrier électronique ne contient aucun virus ou logiciel malveillant
 parce que la protection Antivirus avast! est active.
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From: Diana Bubello
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fwd: Comments on All aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:12:16 AM


Regards,
Diana S. Bubello 


Begin forwarded message:


From: Robert Bubello <robert.bubello@gmail.com>
Date: November 28, 2014 at 4:59:08 PM EST
To: AAF_comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments on All aboard Florida


I presently live on North Hutchinson Island in St Lucie county.


I have been following the progress on the attempt to bring high speed rail through the
 Treasure Cost.  I see this being proposed without adequate consideration for the residents
 of the treasure coast.  Across the country living adjacent to a busy rail service is not
 considered desirable. 


In our case, being next to the rails has not been a huge burden, but is still an inconvenience
 and more than a little dangerous with the large number of on grade crossings in fairly
 remote areas.  The level of increased traffic being proposed will increase the
 inconvenience to an unbearable level.  From a few trains spaced fairly widely during the
 day to a possible 32 passenger and a large increase in the number and length of freight
 trains, the danger will increase dramatically.  The on-grade crossings and the unprotected
 rail side in remote areas will be immensely dangerous to both travelers and to local people
 including children and domestic animals.  


Many of the areas in question have rails in very close proximity to houses and businesses. 
 The frequency of these trains and their inherent disruption to daily life will encourage
 people to take a chance at crossings which are not adequately protected.  The constant
 vibrations from all of these trains will cause damage to structures and to infra-structures in
 all areas.  The environmental damage to this very fragile area is not being addressed
 adequately.


The loss of local business hours due to the number and duration of gate closings will cost
 millions of dollars each and every year.  Many businesses in this area of the state are
 already surviving with very small profit margins.  The road traffic situation will result in
 delays at crossings of two to three times the actual length of time the crossing is closed. 
 Shutting down downtown areas and the resulting traffic congestion and delay will multiply
 the loss to business in almost the entire treasure coast corridor.  We cannot afford this; as
 the economy improves we must do what is necessary to make the treasure coast a more
 desirable place to live, both for young and old.


The information being provided by DEIS does not address the safety aspects and the
 environmental impact in a way that brings comfort to those who will be most heavily
 impacted.  The environmental impact has not been addressed to the satisfaction of anyone
 with any knowledge of the area.  The reality of the impending situation is being glossed
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 over by DEIS.  Our tolerance for trusting has been stretched way too far by our State and
 Federal government lately.  If DEIS cannot answer and address all of the questions before
 approval we must not let this go forward.


After all of the above, maybe we should consider the advantages to the Treasure Coast. 
 Oh, gee, there are none.  There is not even a hint of the possibility that it would make it
 easier for any of us to get to Mimi or Orlando, and that is for the very few who would want
 to go to Mimi.


AAF is an effort to provide a passenger rail service between two regions of Florida which
 will have a very limited number of travelers and with a zero chance of ever making any
 money.  There is not a single passenger service in the US [maybe the world] which is self
 supporting---why should we believe that there is any reason that we should reduce our
 quality of life and provide public monetary support for this endeavor?


Revise the plan toward the use of the existing rail lines to the west of our area and you will
 probably turn the tide of public opinion your way.
-- 
Best Regards,
Sent from my iPad, 
Diana


     Robert Bubello








From: LARRY
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AFF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ERRORS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 2:06:26 PM
Attachments: NO TRAIN 2.docx
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JOHN WINKLE


FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION


DEAR MR WINKLE,


I AM WRITING TO INFORM YOU ABOUT TWO VERY SIGNIFICANT ERRORS IN ALL ABOARD FLORIDA’S ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT. IF THESE ERRORS ARE CORRECTED THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT WOULD CONCLUDE THAT THE PLANED ALL ABOARD FLORIDA SCHEDULE WILL PREVENT SAFE PASSAGE OF MARINE TRAFFIC THROUGH THE ROOSEVELT AND ST. LUCIE RIVER RAILROAD BRIDGES BETWEEN APPROXIMATELY 8:00 AM AND MIDNIGHT.


THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT STATES THAT THE RR BRIDGE CLOSINGS WOULD BLOCK MARINE TRAFFIC FOR 15 MINUTES PER CLOSING BUT THE ACTUAL MINIMUM TIME IS PREDICTED TO BE 26 MINUTES (REFER TO THE ADDENDUM). WITH TWO ALL ABOARD FLORIDA CLOSINGS PER HOUR THE AVERAGE TIME AVALIBLE FOR MARINE TRAFFIC TO PASS IS 4 MINUTES TWICE PER HOUR.


THE SECOND SIGNIFICANT ERROR IS THE DEPICTION BY AAF OF TWO WAY MARINE TRAFFIC THROUGH THE RR BRIDGE. THE BRIDGE IS MUCH TOO NARROW FOR SAFE TWO WAY MARINE PASSAGE ESPECIALLY WHEN THE WATER CURRENT RUSHING AT AN ANGLE TO THE BRIDGE FENDERS IS CONCIDERED.


PLEASE HELP PREVENT THE PROPOSED TRAIN SCHEDULES FROM ESSENTIALLY CLOSING THE ST. LUCIE WATERWAY WHICH WOULD DAMAGE OUR MARINE INDUSTRY, PREVENT DAYTIME PASSAGE OF THE OKEECHOBEE WATERWAY, AND SIGNIFICANTLY REDUCE THE VALUE OF ALL WATER FRONT PROPERTY WEST OF THE ROOSEVELT BRIDGE. 


THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND CONCIDERATION.


LARRY HALL


1449 SW PINE TREE LN


PALM CITY, FL 3400


(772)-223-3057
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ADDENDUM EXPLAINING THE 26 MINUTE CLOSING PREDICTION:


I HAVE DISCUSED THE EFFECTS OF THE PROPOSED PASSENGER TRAIN SCHEDULE WITH 2 FORMER ROOSEVELT DRAW BRIDGE OPERATERS.


THE PRESENT PROTOCOLS AND PRACTICES FOR THE ST. LUCIE RIVER RAILROAD BRIDGE OPENINGS ARE:


1) THE RAILROAD BRIDGE HORN BLOWS 8 MINUTES PRIOR TO THE BRIDGE STARTING TO CLOSE AND THE ROOSEVELT BRIDGE WILL NOT BE OPENED DURING THIS TIME SO BOATS  ARE NOT TRAPPED BETWEEN THE TWO BRIDGES


2) THE RAILROAD BRIDGE REQUIRES ABOUT 1 MINUTE TO CLOSE


3) THE RAILROAD BRIDGE IS DOWN A MINIMUM OF 10 MINUTES PRIOR TO THE TRAIN’S ARRIVAL


4)  1 MINUTE IS ESTIMATED FOR THE FAST 9 CAR TRAINS TO CROSS THE BRIDGE


5) THE RAILROAD BRIDGE USUALLY TAKES 3 MINUTES TO OPEN AFTER THE TRAIN HAS PASSED


6) THEN THE ROOSEVELT DRAW BRIDGE REQUIRES APPROXIMATELY 3 MINUTES TO OPEN


7) THIS CYCLE TAKES APPROXIMATELY 26 MINUTES


 EACH FREIGHT TRAIN ADDED TO THE PASSENGER TRAIN CLOSINGS WOULD CLOSE THE WATERWAY FOR ABOUT ONE AND A HALF HOURS.










From: George Childers
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: "George Childers"
Subject: Comments-All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, November 9, 2014 11:46:21 AM
Attachments: image001.wmz


oledata.mso


To Whom It May Concern
Federal Railroad Administration
 
I am in accord that a large number of residents and tourists
 traveling from south Florida to the Orlando area would be well
 served by a railway running between the two areas of our state.
 This might certainly curtail the need to expand currently over-
utilized roadways and help eliminate traffic congestion. I also
 agree that the distance between South Florida and Orlando is
 optimal for rail travel, however, I do not agree that the proposed
 route is optimal.
 
Whether the railway will offer an alternative that is reliable,
 environmentally friendly, affordable, and incredibly convenient at
 this time questionable. I point to a number of issues that have
 been raised from those communities along the proposed route
 including; noise and vibration, added delays for commuters at
 crossings, emergency response delays, navigational issues, effect
 on real estate values, and the potential for taxpayer involvement.
 
This project can be a win-win for everyone by simply changing the
 alignment of the route. The areas from West Palm Beach south
 through Miami will receive the greatest benefit and provide a pool
 of riders necessary for a viable operation. In reverse, passengers
 traveling from Orlando will most likely be destined for South
 Florida. Thus, a more direct route from Miami/Ft. Lauderdale along
 the currently proposed route to Palm Beach Gardens, then turning
 northwest following the Florida Turnpike to Orlando would appear
 to furnish the “best of both worlds”. Those residents along the
 Brevard coast presently are satisfactorily served by bus
 transportation. The one way trip takes approximately thirty to
 forty minutes with a low cost per passenger mile. Conversely, the
 cost of building a new rail system between the Orlando/ Cocoa
 area, and the resultant cost difference between existing bus and
 proposed rail system does not make economic sense.
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From: D Evans
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: My second comment regarding the All Aboard Florida DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:13:52 AM


This comment addresses the improper segmentation of AAF's "two phase" approach for their
 Project(s).


The "Abstract" summarizes the way the Project has been divided into two phases, Phase I and
 Phase II. Furthermore, it states that the environmental impacts from Phase I have already been
 addressed in the 2012 EA and FONSI and will not be reanalyzed in the DEIS. Furthermore, it
 states that this DEIS analyzes the cumulative effects of completing both phases of the Project.
 Subsequent portions of the DEIS refer to Phase I impacts and provide new information and
 analyses regarding same. CEQ 1502.4(a) demands that, "Proposals or parts of proposals
 which are related to each other closely enough to be, in effect, a single course of action shall
 be evaluated in a single impact statement."


Separation of the Project, for the purposes of NEPA, amounts to improper segregation and was
 arbitrarily done so as to avoid taking a "hard look" at the entire project from Miami to
 Orlando.


Therefore it is only reasonable to ask that the entire Project, both Phase I and Phase II, should
 be evaluated in a single EIS. The initial Phase I EA and FONSI from 2012/2013 should be set
 aside and this Phase II DEIS should also be set aside so that a properly comprehensive
 Supplemental Draft EIS may be prepared.


The EA and FONSI (for Phase I) were published over 18 months ago and yet AAF has not
 commenced any significant construction activity between West Palm Beach and Miami. It is
 abundantly clear that without NEPA document approval for both phases of the Project,
 neither will go forward. The distinction between the two phases of the Project is completely
 arbitrary since AAF has not demonstrated that they believe "Phase I" has any independent
 utility whatsoever. The only reasonable conclusion is that both phases, when taken together,
 constitute a "single course of action".


Support for this argument can be found in the DEIS's own Appendix "8.1 B Scoping Report".
 There, in Section 1.2 ("Project Description"), it says, "FRA issued a Finding of No Significant
 Impact (FONSI) for the EA in January 2013. To the extent that actions in this corridor have
 not changed since the EA, these would not be part of the proposed action." Yet we see that
 Phase I  actions "in this corridor" are brought up time and time again throughout this DEIS
 that was allegdly prepared for Phase II. AAF cannot have their cake and eat it, too. Either
 both Project phases need to be evaluated as a "single course of action" as per CEQ 1502.4(a),
 or else the present action (i.e. Phase II), for which this DEIS has been prepared, must stand on
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 its own without reference to Phase I. FRA's "Procedures for Considering Environmental
 Impacts", as published in the Federal Register Vol. 64 No. 101 on May 28, 1999 (Section
 11(g)) state that if significant change is made in the action for which a FONSI has already
 been prepared, the course of action is to either prepare a new EA or issue a Supplement to the
 original FONSI. Nowhere in those FRA procedures is the option to address modified portions
 of a Project in an EIS - Draft or otherwise - for a completely separate action. The inclusion of
 discussion and analysis as regards Phase I in the instant DEIS goes above and beyond FRA's
 own procedures for considering environmental impacts of a project. Doing so, as this DEIS
 does so often, is both arbitrary and capricious.


Further of note is the curious appearance in the DEIS Abstract of the sentence, "AAF can
 proceed at this time with construction of Phase I based upon the FONSI." This statement
 should be expanded upon. The Applicant (AAF) might be tempted to claim that it was
 awaiting this determination in order to commence construction. But inn fact, AAF has had the
 FRA's permission, if you will, to proceed with construction since the day the FONSI was
 issued over 18 months ago. The inclusion of the aforementioned sentence suggests that the
 publication of this DEIS now grants them the authority to proceed with construction; i.e.
 authority that did not previously exist. In fact, that authority has existed for over 18 months.
 That AAF has not chosen to commence any meaningful construction in the intervening 18
 months (beyond moving materials into place at some locations and demolishing a building to
 make room for one of their proposed stations) is completely of their own choosing. The fact
 of the matter is that what they refer to as Phase I and Phase II are actually components of a
 single Project - a single course of action - and AAF has made it abundantly clear through their
 actions that it will not proceed with construction of one phase until approval for both phases
 is in hand.


This amounts to an improper segregation of the Project(s). The only reasonable explanation
 for FRA to approve this segregation is that they were mislead by AAF as to their (AAF's) true
 plans for the construction of the proposed service.








From: Judy Holder
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: STOP
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2014 7:30:48 AM


The Stuart/Jensen Beach area is a perfect example why thus shouldn't happen.
It is already crowded and no room to add additional tracks, plus high speed trains.
Move tracks west...this is the way of the future.
Listen to the people.
Thank you


Sent from Judy's iPad
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From: Michelle Surgeont
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fwd: Comments on the AAF Program
Date: Monday, October 20, 2014 6:01:24 PM


I live opposite the Pearmans and fully agree with her comments about the detriment this train project would have on our quality of life and property values. I
 have been in Hobe Sound for 11yrs and moved here for the tranquility it offers. Please do what is necessary to protect those of us who live in these lovely areas
 and DON'T want them to become another Orlando!
Respectfully, 


Steve Surgeont
Michelle Surgeont


---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: "CINDI PEARMAN" <pearmanhome@comcast.net>
Date: Oct 20, 2014 5:01 PM
Subject: Fwd: Comments on the AAF Program
To: <Michellesurgeont@gmail.com>
Cc: 


This is what I sent-- are you all going to the meeting on Oct. 30th in Start??
— Cindi


Begin forwarded message:


From: CINDI PEARMAN <pearmanhome@comcast.net>
Subject: Comments on the AAF Program
Date: October 19, 2014 11:45:17 AM EDT
To: AAF_comments@vhb.com


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave. SE, Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590


Dear Mr. Winkle,


We are strongly against the AAF Program as it will negatively impact us directly and our community. We currently live a half block away from
 the railroad tracks in Hobe Sound on Woodwind Street and experience noise and vibration (especially on our second floor) with the current train
 traffic. An additional 32 trains a day will significantly deteriorate our quality of life along with of those who live and work near the tracks in
 Martin County as well as destroy property values while providing no economic or quality of life benefit. 


Noise/vibration - The EIS report doesn't not properly show sound and vibration impact areas. The zones need to be greatly increased in size to
 get clearer picture of the true impact zone. Attached is a jpg. of our area with the red circle indicating our approximate property location. The
 EIS orange impact area for vibration would need to be increased 5 fold to reach our location which we currently experience vibration. For this
 reason we believe the EIS does not accurately reflect the true impact the AAF would have on Hobe Sound and the corridor as a whole. 


Geology -  The constant vibration from numerous trains running atop soil mainly composed of sand and water has the strong likelihood to
 cause liquefaction. To our knowledge, liquefaction has yet to be addressed yet should be as Florida soil is mainly sand and water
 and liquidation has deviating consequences to those who own property in the vibration zone.   


Traffic - The railroads interweave main roads in Martin County. An increase of 32 trains will negatively impact the flow of traffic increasing
 commute times and deter potential business impacting residents quality of life and visitor attraction. 


Taxes -  While the Martin County listed resolutions to mitigate railroad construction upgrades and future maintenance,  there is no mitigation set
 up to compensate Martin county residents for: the loss in property values and subsequently property taxes, and the loss in business and
 subsequently retail taxes, the retention of businesses, or the damages from liquefaction the AAF would cause. 


Based on the aforementioned, we firmly believe the implementation of the AAF would put Martin County in an unrecoverable downward spiral
 both economically and in quality of life for those who live and work in Martin County and therefore should NOT be allowed to move forward.


Sincerely,


David and Cindi Pearman
772-932-7512
8689 SE Woodwind St.
Hobe Sound, FL 33455
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From: Pamela Pulver
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AFF
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:56:05 AM


My vote is NO to use of present rail system that follows US 1.  Building a new track out west of the I 95 corridor
 would make much better sense and impact fewer people along the residential areas. 


I live in Fort Pierce where I have to cross the present tracks to get anywhere.  The additional disruptions with no
 benefit to our community is just not right!


My vote is NO to AFF using present rail system.


Pamela Pulver
S Hutchinson Island


Sent from my iPhone
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From: Ivyki@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments
Date: Tuesday, November 4, 2014 9:57:50 PM


To Whom This Concerns:
Plans to significantly increase train traffic through the Treasure Coast Area will be destructive to
 businesses, quality of life and livelihood of the area.  Businesses along the tracks in Vero Beach have
 been notified that their properties, and in some cases their buildings, will be required for the right of way. 
 For one private company to be able to seize the properties of other private companies against their will is
 tantamount to stealing and should be illegal.  This project will offer nothing but destruction of the charm,
 environment and beauty of the area.  Evidence to support ridership for 32 passenger trips per day is
 unconvincing.  Other options should be explored. 
Thank you.
Ivy King
Vero Beach, FL
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From: D Evans
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: My seventeenth comment regarding the All Aboard Florida DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:17:21 PM


This comment regards the discussion of Hazardous Materials and Solid Waste Disposal on
 page S-12.


Aside from whatever hazardous materials that may be generated by the Project, AAF's
 affiliate, FECR, a freight railroad, will also partake of the benefits provided by AAF's
 proposed track and other system improvements. In FECR's Form S-4 filed with the U.S. SEC
 on May 5, 2011, FECR states under the section titled "Risk Factors", that, "As part of our
 railroad operations, we frequently transport hazardous materials... In 2010, approximately
 1.0% of our moves were related to hazardous materials."


 


The additional freight train traffic that will result - and which is anticipated - may cause an
 increase in the amount of hazardous materials hauled by freight trains over the Project
 Corridor. The EIS should address that. In an October 2, 2003 opinion in the case of Mid
 States Coalition for Progress v. Surface Transportation Board (No. 02-1359), the U.S. Court
 of Appeals for the 8th Circuit ruled on a question of whether or not an EIS should have
 considered the speculative impacts of future coal pollution only indirectly related to the
 Project (which proposed an improved rail line to haul an increased amount of coal). The court
 concluded, "... when the nature of the effect is reasonably foreseeable but its extent is not, we
 think that the agency may not simply ignore the effect."


 


The nature of a rail mishap involving hazardous materials or waste, being hauled by an
 increased number of freight trains at higher rates of speed - the proposed Project involves
 upgrading 135 miles of track in its N-S corridor from Class 4 to Class 6 standards - is clear,
 although the extent of such a mishap is speculative.


 


The potential impacts of such mishaps should be analyzed in the EIS.
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From: John Garrison
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Safety Issues - All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:28:03 AM


As a frequent driver on SR 528 between I 95 and Orlando, I am greatly concerned by placing All Aboard Florida
 tracks in the SR 528 right-of-way because of safety issues .  Such as: Wind pressure from a 100mph train on
 adjacent traffic
               Train headlights in total darkness blinding approaching drivers only a few feet                          away
                Adequate safety barriers so a minor traffic accident doesn’t end up on rail                     tracks
                Interference with roadway traffic during construction
                Drivers mental anguish when 100 mph train approaches head on only a few                 feet away


The use of SR 528 right-of-way should NOT be permitted


John Garrison-Vero Beach, FL
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From: D Evans
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: My seventh comment regarding the All Aboard Florida DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:53:43 AM


Regarding the environmental impact analyses of the railroad bridges between Miami and West
 Palm Beach, Florida.


Page S-2 states that Phase II of the Project includes, among other things, additional bridge
 work between Miami and West Palm Beach. That segment of the AAF project was clearly
 identified in the prior EA/FONSI as belonging to Phase I of the Project. FRA cannot now
 demote bridge work from the EA and promote same into the EIS for Phase II which is a
 separate action.


If the Miami-West Palm Beach segment of the Project is deserving of full EIS treatment and
 study now, then the previous EA and its accompanying FONSI should be shelved, and a full
 EIS be conducted on that segment. Cherry-picking out the New River bridge in Fort
 Lauderdale now, at this stage of the game, constitutes behavior that is both arbitrary and
 capricious on the part of FRA.


The artificial distinction between Phases I and II of the AAF Project must be eliminated and a
 full and comprehensive EIS should be undertaken for the project as a whole. Anything less
 amounts to an improper segretation of the proposed project.
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From: Milesnog@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fwd: Comments re. All Aboard Florida Railroad
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:21:21 PM


Please see e mail below.
 


 From: Milesnog@aol.com
To: AFF_comments@vhb.com
BCC: gerrynog@gmail.com
Sent: 12/1/2014 9:17:08 P.M. Eastern Standard Time
Subj: Comments re. All Aboard Florida Railroad
 
Thank you for taking comments on  the proposed All aboard Florida project. We are residents of
 Vero Beach on Florida's Treasure Coast. We have followed with interest the discussions about
 the All Aboard Florida Railroad proposal and have concluded that to proceed as currently
 planned would be bad for the Treasure Coast and result in numerous unfavorable
 consequences.
 
We strongly agree with the opinions, which  you have certainly heard many times, that the
 project in its currently proposed path, would dramatically reduce the quality of life, emergency
 safety, and property values in our part of Florida.
 
I have not seen analysis (costs, effect on communities, etc.) of what seems to me to be a
 realistic alternative location of the rail project, a route west of route 95 and /or along the Florida
 Turnpike. Why has such analysis not been presented or persued? (Widely or otherwise?).
 Building this route would also create jobs, just as the proposed route would, without the serious,
 unfortunate effects on the Treasure Coast.
 
Please reconsider the current plan and preserve Florida's Treasure Coast.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anthony M. Nogelo
 
5535 Camino Real Lane
Vero Beach, FL 32967
 
(772) 778-8651
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From: Ken Kramerman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AFF
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 8:01:27 AM


This should not be allowed to happen.


 


1. Time the antiquated railroad drawbridge would be in the down
 position blocking marine traffic with 32 passenger and up to 20
 freight trains crossing the St.Lucie River daily. 
                                                At 15 - 25 minutes each
 (drawbridge normally is closed in the down position 15 minutes
 prior to train arrival) is unacceptable and should be challenged.


                                           2. A visit to the site to see the rusted and otherwise
 deteriorated condition of the river crossing understructure is a needed rude
 awakening.


                                           3. A passage through Central Florida on new or on
 existing CSX Railroad tracks is an obvious safer and less intrusive route.


 
 


Ken Kramerman
 



mailto:k.kramerman@chapman.org

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Royal Ballroom
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments/Passenger Rail Project
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 2:34:27 PM


According to what we have learned from the All Aboard Passenger Rail Project, the idea of
 building new railroad tracks and dramatically increasing the number of trains that will run
 through our neighborhoods each day is to be able to transport people between Orlando and
 Miami.


However, we have also learned that the ports on Miami will be increasing in size and the need
 to transport the new cargo that is arriving at that port will soon increase. As we know, freight
 trains are already one of the main sources of cargo transportation.


How can the Federal Railroad Administration guarantee that the new tracks that are now being
 built for specifically for passenger trains will NOT be later used to transport freight trains
 through our neighborhoods?


You will be getting the loan to build these tracks because these tracks are supposed to serve
 the general public by providing them with transportation in the form of passenger trains, but
 how do we know that later on these same tracks will not be additionally carrying freight
 trains? How do we know that at some point these tracks will no longer carry passenger trains
 and will instead carry only freight? There is no guarantee that the loan you are receiving will
 actually benefit the public in the long term and that we will not just be left with a huge
 negative impact on our community in the future.
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From: D Evans
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: My sixteenth comment regarding the All Aboard Florida DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:14:28 PM


This comment pertains to the Noise and Vibration discussion on page S-11.


The text on page S-11 mentions sound barriers as a mitigation measure "along elevated
 portions of track". Other than "elevated portions of track", were sound barriers considered
 anywhere else for noise mitigation? The text goes on to say that AAF is committed to
 installing stationary wayside horns to mitigate the noise impacts of train horns at grade
 crossings. That doesn't begin to address the potential noise impacts from the trains
 themselves. Not all noise impacts are from the train horns. What's more, AAF is required by
 law to cooperate with local jurisdictions seeking to establish Quiet Zones regardless of
 whether or not they choose to install wayside horns at at-grade highway-rail crossings. As
 such, this statement is self-serving and irrelevant for the purposes of the EIS.


The consideration of noise impacts, both moderate and severe, is woefully lacking in the
 DEIS. A supplemental DEIS is more than warranted based on the short shrift given to
 evaluating the potential impacts of noise and vibration alone.
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From: Tom Hudon
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: eve.samples@tcpalm.com; fran.schroeder@aol.com
Subject: Fwd: Country Club Cluster Homeowners Association Comments on the AAF DEIS
Date: Monday, November 17, 2014 6:20:56 PM
Attachments: 17 November 2014 transmittal letter.pdf


CCC HOA Comments AAF DEIS 11_17_14.pdf


E-mail containing documents being sent by certified mail to Mr. Winkle at DOT FRA.
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        By Certified Mail and email 



        4900 SE Hanson Circle 



        Stuart, FL  34997 



 



November 17, 2014 



 



Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE; Room W38-31 



Washington, DC 20590 



 



 Subject:  All Aboard Florida Draft Environment Impact Statement (DEIS) 



    and Section 4(f) Evaluation, Intercity Passenger Rail Project,  



    between Orlando and Miami, Florida, September 2014 



 



Dear Mr. Winkle: 



 



Country Club Cove, a community within the Miles Grant development off Cove Road, in Stuart, Florida is 



a community of fifty homes.  If the All Aboard Florida (“AAF”) project is allowed to proceed, this 



community will receive direct negative impacts from the proposed passenger rail project.  The proposed 



All Aboard Florida high speed rail is a major threat to the existing character and quality of life in our 



community. 



 



Our community is already experiencing noise and vibration impacts, and traffic delays crossing the 



existing single train track, from the existing Florida East Coast Railway freight train operations.  There is 



an assisted living facility, Salerno Bay Manor, located even closer to the railroad tracks than our 



community. 



 



Our review of the subject DEIS has found it to be severely deficient and flawed, as described in our 



enclosed comments.  The AAF DEIS must be revised to address point-by-point each of the itemized 



concerns expressed in our comments.  It is important that the additional data required to support the 



findings in the DEIS, as described in our comments, are collected in order to correctly evaluate the 



project impacts. 



 



The substantial revisions required to the DEIS cannot be met by attaching errata data sheets to the DEIS, 



but will require a rewriting of the DEIS, and a second round of public review. 
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1.  From the Scoping Report is clear the scoping for Phase II of the Proposed Project was 
inadequate.  The only scoping meeting held on the Treasure Coast, was held in Ft. Pierce, and 
was only attended by 75 people who likely only would have found out about it by reading the 
advertisement in the St. Lucie Journal.  



2. The Purpose of the Project as stated on page S-5 is “to offer a safe and efficient alternative to 
automobile travel on congested highway corridors, add transportation capacity within those 
corridors (particularly Interstate 95 [I-95]) and encourage connectivity with other modes of 
transportation such as light rail, commuter rail and air transportation.”  The FRA and FHWA 
need to understand that: 



a. I-95 and the Florida Turnpike (and in portions of St. Lucie and Martin Counties – Route 
1) are all a good distance  west of the proposed Phase II project and that most of the 
development is to the east – meaning the alternative being offered is to move 
commuter traffic from less developed areas east  into more heavily populated areas. 



b. Along the proposed Phase II corridor there are NO planned stations except at the final 
destination in Orlando, meaning that anyone along the Phase 2 corridor would have to 
drive to either Orlando or West Palm Beach to utilize the project, which would result in 
increased congestion on local Treasure Coast highway corridors, not decreased 
congestion as stated.  This additional traffic has not been accounted for in the EIS, and 
needs to be addressed. 



c. The lack of intermediate stations means there is no potential for connectivity with other 
modes of transportation such as light rail, commuter rail and air transportation at any 
location along the planned Phase 2 route expect at its terminus in Orlando which is 
developing a terminal to encourage connectivity with State funding.  



d. Based on a. through c. above the project does not meet its intended purpose along the 
planned Phase 2 project corridor. 



3. The second paragraph of the Section titled “Alternatives Considered in this EIS” on page S-5 
seems to have been written over a year ago as it discusses expected increased freight train trips 
using 2013 as a baseline.  This section needs to be updated to cite 2014 figures and projections 
for 2015 and beyond.  The section also states that a doubling of the number of expected freight 
trains along the line is expected within two years with no basis given for this projection.  The 
FRA and All Aboard Florida needs to provide the basis for this anticipated doubling especially in 
light of the statement in 5.1.2.2., in the first paragraph on page 5-8, No-Action Alternative, that 
“Freight train configurations would be expected to incorporate the anticipated annual cargo 
growth of approximately 3 percent through increases in train length and/or speed.”   



4. The analysis of alternatives is a joke.  The alternatives addressed are primarily concerned with 
the impact of alternatives on the economic profitability of the proposed project, and have 
nothing to do with the impact to the communities and environment of the proposed project.  
The entire basis of the DEIS alternative analysis is to ensure the economic viability (read 
profitability) of the project, not to study reasonable alternative to reduce environmental and 
societal impacts.  This is evidenced by the top four screening criteria (access to land; logistics; 
train signaling and control systems; and route length, time and schedule).  Any alternative that 
negatively impacted profitability, including any that delays construction, was summarily 
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dismissed from further consideration.  The analysis of alternative needs to be redone to 
rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives as required by the Council 
on Environmental Quality’s Regulations For Implementing The Procedural Provisions Of The 
National Environmental Policy Act.  Additionally, the analysis of alternative needs to be 
expanded to include reasonable alternatives not within the jurisdiction of the lead agency (FRA) 
such as improvements to I-95 or the Florida Turnpike to improve travel time along those 
highways, or the provision of high speed ferries along the inter-coastal waterway for the N-S 
route.  These alternatives were not even considered in the DEIS. 



5. Page 3-5 cites restrictions to land based on risks that could occur but have not been 
investigated.  For example, the first paragraph states, “Negotiating shared-use agreements 
presents the risk … that the controlling railroad would not agree to acceptable terms for a 
shared use environment.”  AAF should attempt to negotiate a shared-use agreement for tracks 
west of the proposed project before citing this as a risk and dismissing this alternative. 



6. Page S-5, last paragraph, states “Under the No-Action Alternative, existing freight operations 
and infrastructure would be maintained by FECR.  My understanding is that local communities 
are responsible for maintenance of installed safety features for existing operations, and are 
being asked to fund the maintenance of upgraded safety features.  The proposed project should 
be forced to absorb any increased maintenance costs instead of pushing them onto taxpayers of 
the counties along the N-S corridor who see no benefits from the proposed project. 



7. It is unclear why the North-South FEC Corridor can be designed to cause no adverse impact on 
freight operations within the North-South Corridor, and may have a beneficial impact on freight 
operations, but the same apparently is not true of the other North-South railroads.  It is also 
unclear why the word “may” translates to faster train times in the project analysis, 



8. AAF’s tier one analysis incorrectly identified the FECR Corridor Alternative as the only feasible 
route. 



9. The proposed passenger train operations would include 16 round-trip passenger trains per day, 
adding an additional 32 train trips per day (up to 38 according to Section 4.1.1 of the the posted 
3.3 C Grade Crossing Details report) to the projected 20 freight trains per day by 2016 (22 trains 
per day by 2019 according to page 5-8, or 28 freight trains per day according to Table 3.1 of the 
posted 3.3 C Grade Crossing Details report).  All of this increased train traffic will pass through 
small communities where there are multiple highway grade crossings.  AAF has not identified at 
what time of the day the regularly scheduled, hourly passenger service departures would impact 
the communities along the Treasure Coast, citing an average of 3 trains/hour. 



10. The All Aboard Florida Ridership and Revenue Study prepared by the Louis Berger Group seems 
to have treated the Orlando terminal as the final rider destination in Orlando and did not 
include the time and cost associated with obtaining the additional transportation required to get 
to the riders final destination.  The additional cost and time for transport from the Orlando 
terminal to estimated final destinations needs to be incorporated. 



11. The Transportation summary on page S-8 states that “The transportation analysis included 
Annual Average Daily Volume (AADT) obtained from FDOT for the two largest arterials, by 
volume, for each county through which the Project would pass.”  The counties through which 
the Project will pass are quite large and have dozens of highways and local roads traversed, and 
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impacted, by the railroad.  The posted 3.3 C Grade Crossing Details report states, “The Proposed 
Action along the North-South Corridor Alternative currently crosses 167 roadways over 5 
Counties from the West Palm Beach to Cocoa.”  The methodology for analyzing traffic impacts 
provided in Section 5.1.2.1 confirms that the AADT for only the two largest arterials have been 
included for each county.  Using only two roads per county (10 total, or 6% of the total number 
of crossings) provides an incorrect calculation of the total average daily volume being impacted 
by the proposed project.  The transportation study needs to be vastly expanded to study the 
impact on all major local roads with grade level crossings, not just the two largest in each 
county.  This will cause the calculation of traffic impacts to significantly increase, and accurately 
reflect the impacts of the proposed project. 



12. The fourth paragraph on page S-9 states, “Typical at-grade crossings (intersections of local roads 
with the FECR corridor) would be closed an average of 54 times per day (3 times per hour), with 
closure times ranging from 1.7 minutes (passenger) to 2.8 minutes (freight). The total hourly 
closure would range from 4.2 minutes per hour to 4.5 minutes per hour, an increase of 
approximately 2 minutes per hour in comparison to the No-Action Alternative.”  This is based on 
the information in Table 5.1.2-4; however, the basis of the information presented in this table is 
unclear.  For example: 



a.   The basis for the 30% increase in average freight train speeds in the No-Action 
Alternative over the four minute freight average currently being experienced (Page 4-
16, table 4.1.2-4)needs to be explained and supported.  Is this just a difference between 
software analysis and reality? 



b. Note 2 to the table states, “Maximum closure per hour calculated as the total time to 
activate and clear multiplied by the maximum crossings per hour, divided by 60.”  
Neither the time to active and clear nor the maximum crossings per hour are presented 
in this table, so the veracity of the maximum closure per hour is in doubt.  This is 
confirmed by Section 3.1 of the posted 3.3 C Grade Crossing Details report which states, 
“Three railroad crossing events are assumed to take place during the PM peak hour. 
Two freight crossing and two passenger train crossings were modeled.”  A simple 
calculation using the maximum closures per train type listed in Table 5.1.2 -4 results in a 
maximum closure per hour more than double that listed in this table. 



13. Section 5.1.2 states, “This evaluation considers impacts on all transportation modes and 
infrastructure, including automobile, motorbus, pedestrian, train, and aviation.”  The DEIS 
writers have totally failed to recognize that the maritime community uses the Okeechobee 
Waterway (http://www.offshoreblue.com/cruising/okeechobee.php) to transport goods and 
vessels across central Florida, and have not addressed the commercial impact of increased 
railroad bridge t across the St. Lucie River in Stuart on existing and future maritime traffic.  
Likewise, section 5.1.3 does not address this cross State marine traffic. 



14. The following statement that “There would be no significant impact to transportation as a result 
of the Project.”  Is simply not true.  The statement following that in paragraph 5.1.2 confirms 
that the writers of the DEIS are more concerned with impacts on train operations than on local 
auto, pedestrian, and marine vessel traffic. 





http://www.offshoreblue.com/cruising/okeechobee.php
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15. The last paragraph on the No-Action Alternative on page 5-8 states, “The No-Action Alternative 
would not have a significant impact on local vehicular traffic. Based on data provided in Table 
5.1.2-3, the projected annual increase in freight operations would increase local roadway 
crossing closure times. Table 5.1.2-3 shows the at-grade closure times for the No-Action 
Alternative (freight), based on 22 trains per day (2019 conditions). Closure times would range 
from an average of 2.5 to 2.8 minutes per hour, with the longest closures occurring in Martin 
County. This is an increase from the existing average of 1.2 minutes per hour (see Table 4.1.2-4), 
but would not have a significant impact on traffic.”  A quick review of Table 5.1.2-3 on Page 5-9 
indicates that it does not show at-grade closure times for the N-Action Alternative as stated. 
Also, a review of Table 4.1.2-4 seems to show existing average crossing closures of 2.3 to 4.0 
minutes per hour.  This section of the DEIS needs to be corrected so that the discussion matches 
the data in the referenced tables so that the impacts can be clearly understood.   It is hard to 
believe that the proposed increases in freight trains by themselves will not have a significant 
impact on local vehicular traffic., let alone the cumulative effect of both freight and passenger 
trains.  Also the longest closures occurring in Martin County need to be provided as these 
directly impact our community. 



16. Table 5.1.2-3 shows Passenger Diversion from Other Modes of Transportation and includes a 
figure of 10% for air citing as its source the Louis Berger Group. 2013. All Aboard Florida 
Ridership and Revenue Study: Summary Report. September 2013.However, that report does not 
support the 10% diversion figure (it does use 10% of FAA ticket revenue but does state the 
reason why that was selected for calculating revenue and in fact states on Page 15 that “when 
eliminating the connecting passengers, the annual number of air passengers is limited.”  Given 
that connecting passengers are unlikely to switch to a slower transportation mode requiring a 
transfer outside of the terminal, with separate ticketing,  the 10% ridership diversion is highly 
questionable and can not be supported, placing the economic viability of the project in doubt. 



17. The posted 3.3 C Grade Crossing Details report, Section 4.1.1.3 Construction Impacts, only 
discusses impact to freight rail and does not discuss impacts to auto traffic using the crossings.  
These need to be addressed. 



18. The 3.3 C Grade Crossing Details report totally failed to account for impacts on emergency 
vehicular traffic that must cross the railroad tracks to deliver services to / from hospitals and 
police stations located across the tracks from the neighborhoods they serve. 



19. The first paragraph on page 5-8 states, “Average delays for both the No-Action Alternative and 
the Project alternatives at several of these intersections are much lower than the gate closure 
times predicted for passenger and freight trains.”  That sentence makes no sense.  Traffic delays 
will begin before the gates begin to close and will last until after the gates raise.   The full impact 
of project traffic delays needs to be clearly described. 



20. Section 5.1.2.4 on Page 5-24 seems to only discuss the Temporary Construction-Period Impacts 
associated with Phase 1 of the proposed project.  The impacts along the N-S route along the 
Treasure Coast counties need to be addressed in the DEIS. 



21. Section 5.1.3 does not address the temporary construction-period impacts to navigation.  These 
were also not addressed in Section 5.1.2.4 and seem not to be addressed anywhere in the DEIS.  
They need to be addressed. 
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22. Section 5.1.3 states, “For commercial and recreational vessels, increased wait times and queue 
lengths anticipated under the No-Action Alternative would result in increased costs, which are 
estimated to be $76,285 annually at the St. Lucie River Bridge, $45,625 annually at the 
Loxahatchee River Bridge, and $136,145 annually at the New River Bridge (AMEC 2014a).”  The 
increased wait times and queue lengths anticipated under the other Alternatives have not been 
addressed and need to be. 



23. The last paragraph on Page 1 of Appendix 4.1.3-C, and Table ES-1, both contain the same 
statement for the No-Build Alterative, “No changes to the rail infrastructure will occur within the 
FECR Corridor beyond those that are currently planned and funded, and no new rail 
construction within the East-West Corridor.”  By specifically stating no new rail construction 
within the East-West Corridor, it is implied that new rail construction is included in the currently 
planned and funded FERC Corridor.  This is the first place this occurs and needs to be explained 
since it is not mentioned in any of the other No-Build discussions. 



24. Table ES-1 in Appendix 4.1.3-c states rail infrastructure work at the St. Lucie River Bridge will not 
change the vertical clearance or footprint of the bridge that currently accommodates a single 
track over the entire span.  Elsewhere, the DEIS states the proposed project includes a mostly 
double track system, which would be used by both passenger and freight operations.  This 
comment relates to the unaddressed potential for road closures by freight trains stopped on 
either side of the bridge awaiting the ability to cross on the single track bridge across the river.  
Specifically, Section 2.5.2.3 of this Appendix suggests “The result would be that a second train, 
waiting for a train coming from the opposite direction to cross the bridge, would be staged 
closer to the bridge. This would reduce delays for trains that must currently slow or stop to yield 
to oncoming train traffic. The assumptions used in the model for trains encountering oncoming 
traffic are delays of 10 minutes for Existing Conditions (2013) and 5 minutes for the Proposed 
Action (2016).”  The downtown city of Stuart lies just to the south of this bridge and trains 
stopped for 5 to 10 minutes in this area have the potential to severely disrupt auto traffic flow 
at any of the 28 crossings in Martin County, and six in the City of Stuart.  This impact needs to be 
addressed in the DEIS. 



25. Table ES-3 in Appendix 4.1.3-c finds “Estimated Cost to Marine Industry as Percentage of 
Industry (percent) = 0.0167” for the St. Lucie Bridge.   It is not clear how the Marine Industry was 
defined to come up with this estimated cost. 



26. Section ES.5 of Appendix 4.1.2-c describes “Mitigation options being considered…”  These 
mitigation measures need to be more than considered, they need to be required as a condition 
of proceeding with any alternative, including the No-Build alternative, since even that has an 
impact on marine navigation.  However, it is not clear how AAF thinks the proposed mitigation 
measures will decrease wait times by 1.8 minutes less than the No-Build alternative.  This needs 
to be explained. 



27. Table ES-3 Table ES-3 in Appendix 4.1.3-c lists “Combined Effect* Freight+Passenger  Average 
Wait for Vessels Waiting (minutes) = 8.1 minutes.” for the St. Lucie Bridge.  This time does not 
seem to include the time for the bridge to lower and raise, as explained in the second paragraph 
of 1.3.1 of this Appendix.  Section 2.4.3 states, “The bridge must be completely closed 
approximately 5 minutes in advance so that trains approaching the area receive a proceed 
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indication via the signal system.” And Section 2.5.3.1 states, “Under Existing Conditions, the 
closure time prior to the train arrival is approximately 12 minutes.  With the Proposed Action 
and associated improvements in rail infrastructure, closure times prior to the train’s arrival are 
expected to be reduced to approximately 7 minutes.”  Based on these statements alone the 
times listed in Table ES-3 appear to be misleading.  These, and the times listed in the body of the 
DEIS need to be correctly presented to accurately reflect wait times likely to be encountered. 



28. Section 2.3.2 of Appendix 4.1.3-c indicates that the only source of data for the St. Lucie River is 
two to three weeks of video from the FEC bridge.  AAF needs to conduct a proper vessel traffic 
survey encompassing at least one-year of data for this location in order to properly account for 
the impact of increased bridge closings on the maritime industry using this river. 



29. Section 2.4.1 of Appendix 4.1.3-c indicates the source of data for the New River Bridge is based 
on only five days of video data.  Again, AAF needs to conduct a proper vessel traffic survey 
encompassing at least one-year of data for this location in order to properly account for the 
impact of increased bridge closings on the maritime industry using this river. 



30. In several places it states that the St. Lucie River Bridge would be rehabilitated as part of the 
Project.  Nowhere does it state what the rehabilitation entails and what impact if any the 
rehabilitation will have on marine traffic and on train safety. 



31. The last paragraph on page 5-21 states “Based on the current proposed operational plan 
provided by AAF, with the Project, the St. Lucie River Bridge would be closed 42 times per day, 
with an average time of 15 minutes per closure. The average of total weekday closure time 
would be 588 minutes (9.8 hours) per day under Project conditions, an increase of 190.6 
minutes (3.2 hours) over the No-Action Alternative.”  The weekend closures increase by 4 hours 
per day.  How is this not a significant impact?  How can the report claim no impact to industry 
when it is clear boat owners will have an incentive to move their boats east of the bridge, which 
will likely result in increased rates for berthing to the east?  These cascading impacts need to be 
addressed by the DEIS. 



32. The ability and safety of the St. Lucie bridge to take the increased freight as well as passenger 
train traffic, and increased openings and closings, has not been addressed in the DEIS and needs 
to be.  



33. Section 5.2.2.2 states that installing stationary wayside horns at each of the 159 grade crossings 
where severe, unmitigated impacts would occur using locomotive-mounted horns would 
eliminate all severe noise impacts for residential and institutional receptors along the N-S 
Corridor.  No data to support this statement is provided.  Residential communities are very close 
to the railroad which parallels Route A1A through Martin County.  Data showing the impact of 
stationary wayside horns on existing residences and commercial buildings needs to be provided. 



34. The top paragraph on Page 5-46 states, “AAF is also working with local communities that would 
like to create quiet zones as an alternate noise abatement measure to wayside horns.”  As a 
condition of proceeding with the proposed project, the FRA should require AAF to finance the 
establishment and maintenance of quiet zones requested by local communities along the NS 
route. 
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35. The calculated dB levels listed in Tables 5.2.2-9 and 5.2.2-10 summarizing the noise analysis 
results for residential receptors along the N-S Corridor are unrealistically low as evidenced by 
the two examples below.  



a. November 24 the noise level was measured using a handheld meter on the sidewalk 
across A1A (estimated 130-ft) from the railroad in Port Salerno and the meter recorded 
peak measurements of 99dB when a freight train passed by.  This volume was just from 
the wheels on the track, and car to car connections (mainline), and did not include the 
louder horn at the nearby at-grade intersection which was blown prior to my 
measurements.   



b. At 9:30 PM on November 26 the noise level was measured using a handlheld meter 
outside a house in the Country Club Cove development on Hanson Circle in Stuart, 
approximately 1500 feet from the railroad.  The meter recorded a peak of 71dB from 
wheel and car to car noise before the horn blew which increased the peak noise level to 
79dB. 



Based on the unrealistically low projections included in the DEIS, the statement that “no 
receptors along the N-S Corridor would experience noise levels that exceed impact criteria.” is 
not likely to be true.  FEC needs to acquire several days of noise level measurements near all 
residential neighborhoods along the NS route and base their noise analysis on these 
measurements instead of on unrealistically low calculations. 



36. The same Table 5.2.2-10 lists a noise level change of -8.1 for Martin County.  It is unclear why a 
higher reduction is projected for this area.  This needs to be explained or corrected. 



37. Following Table 5.2.2-10, the report states,  “Adding passenger trains on the WPB-M Corridor 
(with the use of wayside horns to reduce noise at grade crossings) would have moderate 
adverse impacts to 199 residential and six institutional receptors, and severe noise impacts to 
four residential receptors.”  No similar estimates of impacts to residential and institutional 
receptors has been provided along the proposed Phase II N-S route.  These estimates need to be 
provided in a revised DEIS. 



38. The areas of moderate noise impact, as defined in Table 5.2.2-1, are underestimated in 
Appendix 5.2.2-A3.  Houses in our community are located approximately 1500-ft from the 
railroad shown in Figure 5-7 in an area identified as no-impact, yet currently experience 
moderate noise and vibration impacts from train noise and horns from existing freight 
operations.  Also see comment number 35 above.  The noise impact zones in this Appendix need 
to be corrected to accurately reflect moderate and sever noise impacts along the NS route. 



39. Table 5.2.2-11 shows no noise impacts for the NS route in any category.  Really?  Given the 
proximity of the railroad to the Lyric Theater rand other businesses in Stuart, and to houses 
bordering the railroad, this can’t be correct.  Noise impacts are not limited to horn noises.  This 
table needs to be corrected to accurately reflect projected impacts considering all noise 
generated by train operations. 



40. Section 5.4.3 states, “The Project would not reduce municipal property tax revenues along the 
MCO Segment or N-S Corridor.”  No data is provided to support this statement.  AAB should 
obtain data from local real estate agents to support this statement, if true. 
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41. Section 5.4.3 states, “The Project would have beneficial regional economic impacts from 
increased economic activity, tax revenues, construction jobs, and associated spending.”  None of 
these apply to the Treasure Coast where the project is expected to have no beneficial impacts, 
and only negative impacts.  



42. Table 5.4.3-2 Summary of Economic Benefits of TOD Construction and Operations, on page 5-
130 lists potential economic benefits of the project.  There is no corresponding summary of 
negative economic impacts, including the reduction in business at restaurants and stores 
bordering the railroad that can be expected due to the increased railroad traffic and reduction 
in parking that will occur in Stuart for example.  A summary of the potential negative impacts 
needs to be addressed in the DEIS. 



43. The last paragraph on page 5-132 states, “The Project would not appreciably affect public 
health, safety, and security in the rail corridor.”  This is a false statement.  In Martin County, 
there are locations where the nearest hospital, police and other and other emergency 
responders are going to be on the other side of the railroad tracks.  The DEIS needs to take 
these impacts into consideration. 



44. The last sentence of the Public Safety section on page 5-133 states, “However, the delays are 
also expected to be minimal, as the passenger trains should clear a typical crossing in less than a 
minute.”   Statements like this are misleading by a factor of four as noted in comment 15 above 
and need to be corrected in the DEIS. 



45. The paragraph on at-grade crossing on page 5-133 states, As is described in Chapter 3, 
Alternatives, the E-W Corridor would be entirely grade separated at roadways. Existing roads 
would either be crossed using bridges or would be closed, eliminating any potential safety 
concerns. As part of the Project, existing crossings along the N-S Corridor would be upgraded in 
accordance with applicable laws regarding safety requirements,…”  The N-S corridor deserves 
the same level of safety as the E-W corridor, and AAF should be required to pay for grade 
separation of the major crossings. 



46. The Section titled Barriers to the Elderly and Handicapped on Page 5-135 summarizes “The 
Project would benefit elderly and handicapped individuals by providing a transportation option 
that will enhance mobility and livability in their communities.  This is only true for Phase 1 of the 
Proposed Project since there are no stations between WPB and MCO.  This section has failed to 
address impediments to the elderly and handicapped that will be created by the additional 
trains, their impact on the numerous crossings and nearby traffic circles where traffic will be 
backed up during crossing closure, and the removal of downtown parking in the City of Stuart.  
These also need to be addressed in the DEIS.  We note that Martin County has the highest 
percentage, at 28.92%, of elderly listed in Table 4.4.4-5 - Elderly/Senior Population Identified in 
Census Tracts within 1,000 feet of the Project Alignment. 



47. The last paragraph of Section 5.4.5.1 titled Potential Future Projects Not Considered in this 
Analysis notes that “Several transportation projects within the Project Study Area have been 
proposed or are currently in preliminary planning stages. The Tri-Rail Coastal Link Study is being 
undertaken by FDOT, and is evaluating the use of the FECR Corridor for the Tri-Rail service, 
which currently operates on the CSX-controlled railroad right-of-way west of the FECR Corridor 
(FDOT 2014). The NEPA process for that study is anticipated to begin in 2014.”  This potential 
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future project needs to be considered especially if it would provide rail service to the 
communities along the Treasure Coast which are not being provided by the proposed project. 
Given the number and severity of the impacts of the proposed project, and it may be prudent to 
await the results of the pending NEPA process for the Tri-Rail service before proceeding with 
loan consideration or approval of this proposed AAF project. 



48. The last paragraph of Section 5.4.5.1 titled Potential Future Projects Not Considered in this 
Analysis, does not address the impact of the upgrading of several ports along the east coast to 
accept larger containerships passing through the upgraded Panama Canal.  Since it is cheaper 
and more efficient to move freight by sea than be rail, this might impact the freight train 
projections used by AAf for the proposed project. 



49. Table 7.2-2 includes the mitigation measure, “Implement or fund grade crossing safety 
enhancements identified in the Diagnostic Team Report (see Section 5.4.4.2)”.  The word “or” 
needs to be changed to “and” to ensure AAF is responsible for all funding associated with the 
operation and maintenance of at-grade crossings.  This is not an insignificant issue as AAF has 
publically stated that communities should be responsible for maintenance of any upgraded 
systems they install, thus partially shifting the costs of the proposed project onto local 
communities. 



50. Table 7.2-2 also includes the mitigation measure “Maintain train wheels and rails to minimize 
vibration.”  Since there is no indication that this is being done for existing freight trains (see 
comment 35), there should be a mitigation measure added by the FRA for periodic inspection 
and tolerances which if exceeded would require train wheel replacement. 



51. The last sentence on Page 4-103 states, “Table 4.4.1-1 lists the total population, by county, in 
2000 and 2011 for each of the incorporated municipalities within the Project Study Area.”  It 
does not.  Martin County is not listed and neither is Stuart, the largest of four incorporated 
municipalities in Martin County.  The study seems to have not to have properly considered the 
impact of the four incorporated municipalities in Martin County.  The DEIS needs to be modified 
to accurately reflect the populations of these municipalities. 



52. Section 5.2.1.3, Air Quality Indirect and Secondary Impacts, states, “The areas surrounding the 
proposed Section 3.1 of the 2012 EA documented that there would be no indirect or secondary 
effects to air quality associated with Phase I of the Project.”  This DEIS has not addressed the 
indirect or secondary effects to air quality along the Phase 2 project route.  Specifically, the 
secondary impact of particulates on residences and other buildings bordering the railroad need 
to be addressed in the DEIS. 



53. In view of the above we the undersigned members of Country Club Cove Homeowners 
Association and Miles Grant recommend that the FRA find the No-Action the preferred 
alternative and not approve the loan for Phase II of the proposed AAF project.  Further we 
recommend U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), U.S. Coast Guard (USCG), Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the National Marine 
Fisheries Service (NMFS) withhold approval for Phase II of the proposed AAF project.  A Finding 
of No-Significant Impact is unwarranted  for this project, and at a minimum we request that a 
new DEIS be prepared that properly addresses alternatives and accounts for the impacts along 
the NS route. 

























From: Joe Zmick
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AGAINST AAF
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 4:49:00 PM


We are opposed to all aboard Fl.  We feel it will affect the quality of our life, living on the
 island.  It will change the way we do everyday things.  From planning doctors appointments to
 simply shopping will take longer because of delays at train crossings.  Not to mention
 emergency vehicle  that have to wait for trains  to pass.  why don't you consider moving the
 tracks near I95 or the turnpike where it won't interfere with our peaceful way of life.  


Joseph Zmick Email: jzcation@hotmail.com
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From: Grant Gyland
To: AAF_Comments_Reply; John.Winkle@DOT.Gov; Bill@billnelson.senate.gov;


 CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov; rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com
Subject: Concerned Citizen
Date: Tuesday, December 9, 2014 9:43:20 AM


Dear Sir / Madam,
 
As a resident of Tequesta, Florida and recent first time home buyer I would like to share a recent
 experience that will only become more prevalent with the addition of the AAF passenger rail
 service.  Due to an astonishingly unkempt  railroad bridge going over the Loxahatchee River, the FEC
 freight train was unable to cross the river thus blocking all three railroad crossings at County Line
 Road, Tequesta Drive and Riverside Drive located on the north side of the Loxahatchee.  During this
 time emergency vehicles were unable to cross the tracks as I witnessed them sit with their lights
 flashing amongst traffic.  I have been an avid boater my whole life on the Loxahatchee and can
 attest that the crossing over the river is rusting through and is in deplorable shape.  If AAF is to forge
 ahead more delays like this are not only probable, but unavoidable. 
  
  There is no upside to our communities and areas of business such as downtown Stuart, Tequesta,
 Jupiter as well as areas such as the New River in Fort Lauderdale by letting more train crossings
 occur for a train that merely passes through. The impact on both the emergency vehicle service
 disruption both on and off the water as well as the lost revenues in taxes from the devaluation of
 our lands is purely unacceptable.
 
Promises from All Aboard Florida are not enough. They've been anything but transparent up to now
 and in the EIS they have hidden behind "mitigation" claims rather than openly addressing potential
 negative impacts with clear action steps. Their loan request should be denied.  Please make our
 voices heard and oppose AAF from damaging our beautiful waterside towns and businesses.
 
Sincerely,
-Grant Gyland
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From: D Evans
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: My sixth comment regarding the All Aboard Florida DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:43:44 AM


This comment addresses the DEIS and its relationship with the prior EA/FONSI for the
 southern part of the AAF Project.


Page S-2 states that impacts from Phase I, having already been addressed in the 2012 EA and
 FONSI, will not be reanalyzed in this DEIS. It goes on to say that FRA has concluded that it
 "was important to provide a comprehensive look" at the impacts of both phases in one
 environmental document. Such a document should have been a comprehensive EIS covering
 both Phase I and Phase II of the Project. For FRA to now cherry-pick portions of the prior
 EA/FONSI and elevate the evaluation of said impacts to the level of a full-blown EIS runs
 counter to both NEPA regulations and FRA's own Procedures for Evaluating Environmental
 Impacts. FRA proposes to do exactly what it claims it will not do: reanalyze impacts
 previously addressed in the Phase I EA and FONSI. If that were not the case, FRA would feel
 no need to take an additional "comprehensive look" at anything. Parenthetically,
 "comprehensive look" is a term not defined by any legislation or regulation. FRA now seeks
 to invent arbitrary rules and regulations on an ad hoc basis to serve some purpose or agenda
 which it is not otherwise authorized to do. This entire DEIS is inadequate and insufficient to
 stand as currently constructed. It cannot even withstand scrutiny of its introductory Summary
 pages without raising questions of appropriateness of purpose and legality of construct. To be
 sure, the Glossary of this DEIS contains definitions for 180 terms, and "comprehensive look"
 is not one of them.
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From: edermatt@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John Winkle; Andrew W Phillips; Evelyn Smart
Cc: Negron Joe web; Patrick Murphy; Bill@BillNelson.senate.gov; GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com
Subject: Fwd: DEIS Comments and Concerns
Date: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 4:40:10 PM


Subject: DEIS Comments and Concerns
 
Ladies and Gentlemen:
 
After reviewing certain sections of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) I
 would like to share with you some comments and concerns I have specifically on the
 St. Lucie River draw bridge portion of the report as well as the overall content of the
 report.
 
For the sake of brevity  only some of many contentious points are mentioned here,
 there are many more, including what the real purpose of the project is and why the
 lack of transparency on AAF's part ?
 
Report Integrity
First of all, I question the impartiality of how the report was generated and how that
 influenced the accuracy of the contents of the report.  The parent company of All
 Aboard Florida  paid a consulting firm, the Louis Berger Group (LBG), to generate
 the important data that supports the AAF position.    That data was then passed on
 to the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) to write the DEIS.  Clearly this indicates
 a conflict of interest.  The following analysis of some of the data contained in
 the DEIS will illustrate the point of view that the Berger Group study is biased to favor
 the AAF objectives.                                                                   
 
 
Ridership 
The entire project's economic feasibility is based on ridership projections.  Without
 substantial ridership the project is doomed to be a financial disaster which AAF is
 asking the US taxpayer to subsidize in case of a loan default.  The DEIS makes the
 point on page 3-5  that ridership is first and foremost determined by point to point
 travel time.   The report chose the acceptable end point to endpoint time (Miami to
 Orlando) to be 3 hours and 15 minutes or less based on a sensitivity analysis
 detailed in Appendix 3.3-F.  It mentions that the time required to reach an AAF
 station is another variable that affects ridership.  However, no data is presented to
 show how that influences ridership.  That variable is totally dependent on the
 distance from the home base of the traveler to one of the 4 stations and from the
 terminating station to the other home base.   If any of these stations is further than
 walking distance from the home base it will require another mode of travel which will
 negatively impact the ridership.  The DEIS totally ignores this variable and only
 concentrates on rail end point to end point time.  Admittedly, Phase I of this
 project may have merit because it could attract sufficient ridership since it can
 service long distance commuters over the highly populated Miami to West Palm
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 Beach corridor.  The same cannot be said for Phase II, the WPB to Orlando corridor. 
 This is obvious because AAF has made it abundantly clear that no station will be built
 between West Palm Beach and Orlando.   Page 4-13 states that average travel time
 between Miami and Orlando via automobile is 4 hours, 15 minutes via I-95 and 3
 hours, 50 minutes via the Florida Turnpike.  That is 1 hour or 35 minutes longer than
 the projected AAF travel time, depending on which highway is used.  Why would
 anybody give up the convenience of driving a car from the home base to the
 destination for that amount of time difference ?  Not only that, but since the average
 occupancy of an automobile is more than 2 persons it is considerably less expensive
 to travel via automobile on a per person basis than using the rail. Furthermore,
 ridership is driven primarily by cost and not by time duration.  If there is any doubt
 about that subject one only needs to examine the current air travel industry.  Most
 passengers search for the lowest airfare, period,  except perhaps the occasional last
 minute business traveler that has no other choice.  A good example of this point is
 the Super Sonic Transport (SST) aircraft that cut transatlantic travel time in half but
 failed financially.  This brings up the most contentious point of the entire report. 
 There is absolutely no mention of what the  fare for the different segments might be. 
 Any serious business plan that has any merit must contain that information.  Without
 the fare information how can there be credible ridership projection and for that matter
 an economic feasibility determination ? 
 
Need   
The argument that Florida's population growth needs this passenger rail line  to
 counter the overcrowding of the I-95 and Florida Turnpike is only partially true.  The
 data on page 2-4,Table 2.3-1, shows that the Miami to WPB vehicle traffic is
 indeed at its capacity.  However, from WPB northward, the combined I-95 and
 Florida Turnpike projected vehicle traffic will not reach capacity until 2040.  Where is
 the great urgency to have a passenger rail service north of WPB when the current
 highways won't reach capacity for another 25 years?   Furthermore, most population
 growth will probably take place a significant distance west of the FECR line.  A 
 cursory look at real estate development will verify this.  Hence to get access to
 train stations will require the use of personal automobile or other transportation to get
 to the stations.  If passengers will actually choose this two mode transportation,
 which is extremely doubtful, will there be sufficient parking spaces at all stations ?
 
Bridge and Road Closure Time 
 Another highly misleading data is the use of average gate closure time.   The 1.7
 minutes average closure time is probably a realistic assessment for road
 crossings for passenger trains per page S-9.  However for a freight train 2 miles long
 even at maximum speed takes 4 minutes plus gate activation for the train to pass a
 road crossing. For the St. Lucie bridge crossing there will be a significant negative
 impact to boat traffic and vehicle traffic.  The St. Lucie River bridge is the bottleneck
 of the N-S corridor since it will remain a single track bridge.  The potential for huge
 backups for boats on the river and vehicle traffic just north and south of the railroad
 bridge is a reality.  A worst case scenario is that a north bound freight train and a
 north bound passenger train as well as southbound freight train and a southbound
 passenger train are approaching the St. Lucie River bridge at the same time. 
 Assuming that the two passenger trains will pass over the bridge first and the two







 freight trains will either have to slow down or stop and accelerate back up to
 allowable speed, the total time for bride closure can be much longer than the
 average projected time, especially since the freight trains can be up to 12000 ft. in
 length.  This not only affects boat traffic but major vehicle arteries just north and
 south of the bridge  that would be closed much longer than stated in the DEIS. 
  AAF (via an impartial third party) needs to be challenged to provide realistic, longest
 local closure times of road crossings close to the bridge as well as the railroad bridge
 itself.  This bottleneck situation at the St. Lucie bridge should be mitigated by making
 the bridge a two track bridge like most bridges impacted by this project.
 
Accident Probability  
Something that is missing in this report is a probabilistic analysis of the potential of
 train mishaps occurring in the bottleneck section of the track.  The curvature of the
 track just north of the St Lucie River does not allow straightening the track since
 SR707 borders the track.  There is a potential for a major disaster to occur. If an
 accident resulting in a toxic chemical spill were to take place it could ruin the river
 and estuary and the local economy for many years.   We all remember the BP oil spill
 in the Gulf, and accidents do happen and most likely in congested bottle neck areas. 
 A freight train did derail  just north of the St. Lucie bridge in the sharp curvature
 section of the track in 2004.  This is more than a possibility,  it can become reality.
 
Cost Overruns
Another concern about this project is the cost estimate.  Historically, many large scale
 projects of this nature have  exhibited budget overruns that only surface when the
 project is partially completed.  If this project remains a completely privately funded
 enterprise then there is little or no concern over this.  If however, AAF receives a
 federal loan and then request additional funding with the project only partially
 completed, the US taxpayer will be on the hook for more money.
 
Summary and Recommendations  
In summary, upon closer examination this report appears  to be  biased with false and
 misleading data.  The final EIS report should use unbiased data generated by an
 impartial third party.  The data should use accurate, local, not corridor average times,
 for bridge and road closings for the immediate vicinity of the St. Lucie River bridge.  It
 will provide Stuart residents and government agencies that play a role in the approval
 of this project with a clear picture of the impact this project will have. 
Long closure times at the St. Lucie bridge could be alleviated by building a new, 2
 track bridge.  An additional option that AAF should consider is to run the majority of
 freight trains at night when vehicle and boat traffic is minimal.
Thank you for your consideration of our concerns.
 
Sincerely,
Matthias Eder








From: Brenda Martin
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AGAINST ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 5:58:34 AM


I am writing to say I am against All Aboard Florida going thru Florida. Brenda Martin


Sent from my iPhone
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From: Robert Maisano
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Concerned about the traffic backups due to AAF
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 1:20:05 PM


I am very concerned about the traffic backups due to the proposed All Aboard Florida train
 especially in Stuart, FL.  Auto and boat traffic will be delayed due to the thirty-two passenger
 trains a day and also to an increased amount of longer freight trains.  There is only one track
 on the bridge at the St. Lucie River crossing.  The bridge closings are going to be more
 frequent and longer.  The speed of the trains has to be slow in this area due to the bends in
 the track.  Even though AAF will try to time the north & south bound trains to arrive at the
 same time, only one train can cross the river at a time.  Each hour, there will be one train, or
 two if a freight train is coming through, waiting north and/or south of the river crossing.  As
 they wait, they will be blocking street crossings.  Boaters will be waiting while at least two
 trains block the river each hour.  If everything works efficiently and there only two passenger
 trains, the trains will be blocking the river and cross streets for at least 10 minutes each hour. 
 If you add in a freight train this will be more like 20 minutes.  Imagine the street traffic that
 will back up, especially during season.  Imagine sitting in your car for twenty minutes. 
 Imagine sitting in your boat for 20 minutes.  How far will traffic back up?  Will emergency
 vehicles be able to get around?  How much fuel will be wasted each hour?  Certainly many
 will avoid downtown Stuart due to these delays.  How will this affect businesses in Stuart? 
 How many businesses will be forced to close?


Does Stuart have to suffer to make high speed passenger train service in Florida a reality? 
 Many Floridians are proponents of a high speed train between Miami and Orlando.  But at
 what cost?  The best solution for Stuart and many of the communities along the Treasure
 Coast is for the train to be routed along the turnpike.
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From: el
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fwd: Deadline: Email Today or Tomorrow re Stop All Aboard
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 5:30:18 PM


 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: elzer <elzer@gate.net>
To: elzer <elzer@gate.net>
Sent: Tue, Dec 2, 2014 4:45 pm
Subject: Deadline: Email Today or Tomorrow re Stop All Aboard


Gentlemen:  I wish to endorse the contents of the attached letter from the
 Guardians of Martin County. I am a concerned resident of Martin County
 who believes the ramifications of All Aboard Florida will have a lasting an
 negative impact on all the residents, boaters, and businesses in the county.
                                   Sincerely,
                                      Lawrence G. Bell
                                       7950 SE Dock St
                                        Hobe Sound, FL 33455


Tomorrow is the last day FRA is taking our comments on All Aboard's
 DEIS.  Be sure to voice your concerns.
Send your comments to US DOT and FRA:  They can deny the proposed
 $1.75+Billion tax-exempt bonds and also
the $1.6Billion government loan.    Below is a copy of The Guardians of Martin
 County' letter.


Email to:  "AAF_comments@vhb.com" AAF_comments@vhb.com, "john.winkle@dot.gov"
 <john.winkle@dot.gov>, "Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov" <Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov>
cc.  "Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil" <Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil>,
 "David.Keys@noaa.gov" <David.Keys@noaa.gov>, "Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil"
 <Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil>, "Allan.Nagy@faa.gov" <Allan.Nagy@faa.gov>,
 "James.Christian@dot.gov" <James.Christian@dot.gov>, "Benito.Cunill@dot.gov"
 <Benito.Cunill@dot.gov>, "Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov" <Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov>,
 "Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov" <Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov>, "John_Wrublik@fws.gov"
 <John_Wrublik@fws.gov>, "Charles_Kelso@fws.gov" <Charles_Kelso@fws.gov>,
  "CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov"
 <CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov>, "BillNelson@senate.gov"
 <BillNelson@senate.gov>, "Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com" <Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com>,
 "Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov" <Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov>,
 "GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com" <GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com>,
 "MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov" <MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov>


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE
Room W38-311
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Washington, DC 20590


Re: All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f)
 Evaluation


Dear Mr. Winkle:


The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., a 501(c)(3) organization which has
 promoted a safe and healthy environment and the unique quality of life for
 Martin County residents for more than a decade, objects to the All Aboard
 Florida (AAF) high speed rail project as currently proposed and configured and
 submits comments with respect to the following categories evaluated in the
 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS): Communities and
 Demographics (Social and Economic Community Impacts), Economic
 Conditions, Environmental Justice, Navigation, Public Health & Safety,
 Threatened and Endangered Species, Wetlands and Water Resources.


Introduction


Martin County is located within the North-South Corridor (N-S Corridor)
 identified on Page 4-1 of the DEIS. The County is located approximately 40
 miles north of West Palm Beach and has an estimated population of 151,263
 based on 2013 U.S. Census Bureau projections.


Since there are no station stops planned between West Palm Beach and
 Orlando, Martin County residents will gain no benefits from 32 new trains a
 day traveling at high speed through our community (along with an additional
 12 to 14 freight trains). AAF will cause economic harm and create safety,
 environmental, noise, and navigation hazards that Martin County residents do
 not currently face.


The stated purpose of the Environmental Impact Statement is to “disclose the
 environmental consequences” of the proposed AAF project “and to inform
 decision-makers and the public of any reasonable alternatives that would
 avoid or minimize adverse impacts to the natural or human environment.” The
 Draft EIS that was drafted by consultants who were paid by AAF fails to serve
 this purpose. It contains inadequate, incomplete, and inaccurate information
 that must be supplemented and corrected before decision-makers and the
 public may fully evaluate the impacts of the proposed AAF project.


Communities and Demographics (Social and Economic Community
 Impacts)


AAF will have serious negative social and economic community impacts within
 Martin County.


Incredibly, the DEIS completely omits Martin County and two incorporated
 municipalities which are crossed by the project in its discussion of
 Communities and Demographics. (DEIS 4-103 through 4-105).







The City of Stuart, which is the County’s largest incorporated municipality (pop.
 est. 15,975) and is the County Seat for Martin County, is not mentioned in the
 DEIS report of impacts of the project on municipalities, although there are 10
 at grade crossings in the city. The Town of Ocean Breeze, also an
 incorporated municipality within Martin County (pop. est. 463) which, like the
 City of Stuart, is literally bisected by the project, has also been omitted.


Many of the City’s cultural resources, including the historic Lyric Theater, which
 is listed on the National Register of Historic Places, and the Stuart Heritage
 Museum are within 100 feet of the FECR tracks.


Comments submitted by the City of Stuart and Martin County address these
 issues in detail.


The Guardians of Martin County question the viability of the DEIS evaluation of
 Communities and Demographics affected by the AAF project when the largest
 incorporated municipality in the County and, in fact, all of Martin County is
 glaringly absent from the examination of these issues. The omission of Martin
 County, the City of Stuart, and the Town of Ocean Breeze from the DEIS
 evaluation of Communities and Demographics raises serious concerns about
 the thoroughness and veracity of the entire proposed EIS.


Another glaringly false and absurd statement with respect to the impact of the
 project on communities is the assurance in the DEIS that AAF “would benefit
 elderly and handicapped individuals by providing a transportation option that
 will enhance mobility and livability in their communities.” (DEIS 5-135)


Martin County has the highest percentage of elderly residents (28.9%) of any
 community within the N-S Corridor. Without any stops in Martin County, there
 is not a single “transportation option” provided by AAF to elderly and
 handicapped individuals. AAF not only fails to “enhance mobility and livability”
 in Martin County communities for elderly and handicapped residents, the
 project promises severe disruption to communities in which the elderly and
 handicapped reside and poses potential life-threatening risks.


Economic Conditions


Because the AAF project literally divides Martin County into two sections – that
 section east of the FECR tracks and that section west of the tracks – the
 project creates a severe threat to the economic survival of small businesses
 that rely on customers to cross the tracks for access.


Numerous small shops, restaurants, plants, groceries, and other business
 outlets are located adjacent to or near the FECR tracks. Fast and safe access
 across the tracks is not assured by the project, threatening the customer base
 of many of these small businesses, especially in the unincorporated areas of
 Port Salerno, Hobe Sound, Golden Gate and Jensen Beach and the
 incorporated municipality of Stuart, which encompasses the minority
 community of East Stuart.







Martin County has five “community redevelopment areas” (CRAs) which will be
 impacted by the project. None of the CRAs are identified or discussed in the
 DEIS. The Jensen Beach, Rio, Golden Gate, Port Salerno and Hobe Sound
 CRAs all are adjacent to or bisected by the FECR tracks. CRAs are statutorily
 created areas designed to eliminate blight, provide affordable housing, and
 generate economic development and stability within the communities where
 they are established. The DEIS fails to consider the project’s negative impacts
 to Martin County’s CRAs, such as the effect of lower property values caused
 by AAF on the Tax Increment Financing methodology that is used to finance
 and maintain CRA operations.


The economic benefits of the project touted by the DEIS are limited to
 temporary construction work in creating new infrastructure in Martin County.


The DEIS analysis that no job loss or neighborhood fragmentation will result
 from the project (DEIS S-17) is not borne out by the experience of small
 business owners and residents in the project area, especially those adjacent
 to or in close proximity to the FECR tracks.


Severe economic damage to existing small businesses will be long-lasting or
 permanent. It is likely some will not survive the onslaught of increased train
 traffic that will block access to their businesses and create hazardous
 conditions for their customers trying to cross the tracks.


Environmental Justice


The DEIS fails to identify, quantify, or describe minority and low-income
 populations in Martin County that are disproportionately impacted by the
 negative impacts of the AAF project.


The County’s minority and low-income populations are, as in many other
 communities, situated closest to the project and are frequently bisected by the
 FECR tracks.


The East Stuart community within the City of Stuart is historically African-
American. East Stuart hosts two at grade crossings – at Florida Street and A1A
 (Dixie Highway) and at Decker and A1A. The tracks separate a densely
 populated residential area from the commercial area, and it is common for
 residents – especially children – to walk or ride their bikes across the tracks
 several times a day. One of the most beloved and utilized organizations within
 the East Stuart community, the Gertrude Walden Child Care Center, which
 provides services for low-income and minority parents and children, is located
 in the immediate vicinity of the project.


Similar situations exist in the Port Salerno, Hobe Sound and Golden Gate,
 where public schools, athletic fields, parks and youth centers such as the Boys
 and Girls’ Club are located in close proximity to the project. These
 communities have a high level of minority residents and businesses who are







 disproportionately impacted by the project, which does not directly impact the
 more affluent communities within the County which are not located as near the
 FECR tracks.


Among the negative effects of AAF on communities with higher percentages of
 low-income, minority, and elderly residents is the certainty that delay will be
 encountered by emergency vehicles crossing the FECR tracks to access
 emergency medical care.


Martin Memorial Medical Center, the largest medical care provider in Martin
 County (and also one of the largest employers in the County), has submitted
 comments objecting to the project noting that emergency responders
 throughout Martin County already “face a unique burden from existing freight
 traffic” on the “rail line [which] slices through the center of” the community.


Where the elderly and the very young live and congregate near the FECR
 tracks, the emergency access burden is of special concern and likely to result
 in tragic consequences. As the CEO of Martin Memorial Medical Center noted,
 even if delays caused by increased train traffic at crossings throughout the
 community are brief, “seconds can truly mean the difference between life and
 death.”


In low-income and minority communities, foot and bicycle traffic across the
 railroad tracks is common and presents additional disproportionate dangers to
 these residents.


Property values in lower-income areas are already depressed and will be
 further depressed by the proximity of the project. Noise and vibration from
 increased train traffic will disproportionately impact low-income and minority
 communities located closest to the FECR tracks.


Navigation


Numerous comments have been submitted regarding the serious negative
 impacts to navigation caused by the project and the failure of the DEIS to
 adequately and accurately address these concerns. The Guardians of Martin
 County, Inc., joins the marine industry, local governments, and boaters
 throughout the County in objecting to the project as it relates to navigation.


The information contained in the DEIS is indisputably inaccurate with respect
 to the number of vessels which pass through the St. Lucie River bridge.
 Comments submitted by Martin County include accurate counts of vessels
 passing through the bridge during the week and on weekends, reflecting more
 than twice as many vessels as the DEIS estimates.


Delays in allowing marine traffic to navigate through the St. Lucie River bridge
 opening will affect boater safety as well as property values for waterfront
 properties that lie to the west of the bridge. Commercial marinas and docks
 that require boaters to navigate through the bridge with longer and more







 frequent closures also will be severely impacted by the project.


Public Health & Safety


The DEIS fails to acknowledge that Fire Rescue and evacuation routes will be
 hampered by the project throughout Martin County.


Even in more affluent communities such as Jupiter Island and Sewall’s Point,
 there will be increased delays in the ability of emergency responders to reach
 the medical center located across the FECR tracks. Both the City of Stuart
 and Martin County, which contracts with other municipalities to provide fire
 rescue services, project serious increases in emergency response times due
 to increased train traffic and crossing closures.


Delays of as much as an additional 45 minutes are projected for evacuation in
 the event of an emergency at the St. Lucie Nuclear Power Plant on
 Hutchinson Island just north of Martin County. All evacuation routes are
 crossed by FECR tracks. In the event of other emergencies or weather events
 that require evacuation, increased train traffic will generate still more delays.


Pedestrian crossings which are frequently used throughout the County,
 especially in low-income and minority areas, will be even more dangerous with
 not only a higher number of trains on the tracks each day but increased speed
 of approaching trains. Pedestrians used to gauging the time available to cross
 the tracks based on the slower speed of freight trains will face significantly
 less crossing time with high-speed passenger trains approaching.


Threatened and Endangered Species


The DEIS discounts any impacts to threatened and endangered species and
 inaccurately states that no such species will be affected by the project.


The project passes through Jonathan Dickinson State Park (JDSP) in Martin
 County, which is the site of a number of resources which are not even
 mentioned in the DEIS. The Florida Division of Recreation and Parks (DRP)
 has submitted comments identifying species which will likely be impacted,
 such as perforated reindeer lichen ( Cladonia perforata ) located within the
 right-of-way and Curtiss’ milkweed ( Asclepias curtissi).


The Division notes that the federally protected eastern indigo snake has habitat
 within the N-S Corridor that will be impacted, as well as the Florida scrub jay,
 gopher tortoise, gopher frog, and Florida mouse. The gopher frog is especially
 likely to cross back and forth across the tracks in the park to travel between
 scrub habitat and wetlands breeding grounds.


Expansion of the tracks through JDSP will impact Florida scrub jay habitat as
 well as gopher tortoise on site.


More frequent closings of the rail crossing within JDSP will have severe







 negative impacts since the park has only one public access road. Emergency
 vehicles, campers, and day visitors could be trapped in the western part of the
 park during closures.


The DPR has submitted extensive and detailed comments addressing these
 issues.


Wetlands and Water Resources


As with other environmental impacts, the DEIS minimizes damage to wetlands
 and water resources resulting from the proposed project.


Comments submitted by Martin County detail serious concerns, including
 potential impacts to the Northwest Fork of the Loxahatchee River, which is
 federally designated as a Wild and Scenic River. The DEIS brushes off such
 concerns, suggesting that the lack of proximity to the FECR tracks eliminates
 or minimizes them. The entire Loxahatchee River watershed is a significant
 ecological complex, however, that provides unique habitat for endangered,
 threatened and migratory birds that travel throughout the area, including within
 the right-of-way.


Overall impacts to wetlands throughout the project area have not been
 quantified or addressed by the DEIS, which discusses mitigation of these
 impacts without acknowledging Martin County’s special protections for all
 wetlands. Insufficient data is provided for an accurate evaluation of the
 project’s wetlands impacts.


Impacts to water resources are being considered by the U.S. Army Corps of
 Engineers; however, the Corps has yet to schedule public hearings which
 have been requested by the Guardians of Martin County, Inc., as well as
 Martin County and other governmental agencies.


It is inevitable that impacts to manatee, protected seagrasses, and other
 marine life will be severe as a result of increased train traffic resulting in
 increased bridge closures producing more vessels queuing up to navigate
 through the bridge.


Conclusion


The DEIS failed to objectively and fairly evaluate the CSX Route Alternative
 (DEIS Figure 3.2-1), which would avoid most if not all of the negative impacts
 to Martin County residents and communities. The AAF-paid consultants simply
 rejected the CSX Route Alternative out-of-hand, citing speculative issues such
 as “the risk that CSX would not be willing to enter into” a shared use
 agreement for existing infrastructure and unsupported conclusions such as the
 CSX Route Alternative poses “the highest potential adverse direct and indirect
 impacts to wetlands and protected species.” (DEIS 3-7)
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., strongly opposes the AAF project as
 proposed. The DEIS is replete with inaccurate, out-dated, speculative, and







 subjective material that appears to have been deliberately skewed by the
 drafters to support an unsustainable, critically flawed project.


The Guardians advocates consistency with the Martin County Comprehensive
 Growth Management Plan in all development throughout the County. The
 DEIS inaccurately states that the Plan was prepared by the Martin County
 “Division of Community Planning.” (DEIS 4-4) There is no such agency within
 Martin County government. The Plan was prepared by the Martin County
 Growth Management Department.


Please insist that the final EIS be delayed until supplemental and accurate
 information is provided that truly reflects the AAF project’s impacts on the
 population and communities along the projected route.


Sincerely,


Peter H. Conze, Jr., President
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc.
www.theguardiansofmartincounty.com
Prepared by Virginia P. Sherlock, Esq.
Counsel to The Guardians of Martin County, Inc.



http://www.theguardiansofmartincounty.org/






From: Ann Pyne
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AGAINST
Date: Thursday, December 4, 2014 9:09:01 AM


I just e mailed by objection to All Aboard.  I forgot to add my name and address.  Ann Pyne, 26 Riverview Road.
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From: Marcia Markwardt
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Concerned on Indian River Drive
Date: Tuesday, October 7, 2014 1:17:03 PM


To Mr. Winkle, and the FRA,


I am certain I have no new additions to the negative impacts list that the All Aboard Florida project
 will have on the environment or on the communities that this rail service is running through. But
 it's important for all of us who oppose this absurd, outrageous project to add our voice and name
 in protest AGAINST this ill conceived venture.  How can you or anyone within the FRA sleep at
 night knowing you are putting so many residents at risk?  Yes risk because factually we will be
 cut off from emergency vehicle access numerous times during the day!!  Critical minutes lost to
 save a life.  I never thought moving to Indian River Drive would mean I would be putting my life at
 risk, but if AAF becomes a reality, that is exactly what I have done. How dare anyone
 compromise the safety of so many!!  There are over 500 homes on Indian River Drive alone
 who's occupants will be deeply and negatively impacted by 32 AAF trains plus freight trains
 passing through.  This is insanity of the highest order to expect we would all sit quietly and not
 put up a fight.  PLEASE do the right thing and do not support this project.  Are we speaking to
 deaf ears? 
Sincerely,
Marcia Markwardt
5209 S. Indian River Drive
Fort Pierce, FL  34982
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From: D Evans
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: My tenth comment regarding the All Aboard Florida DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:25:00 AM


Regarding the "Project Corridor" mentioned on page S-5 and corresponding Figure S-1 on
 page S-3:


On page S-5 we learn that the “Project Corridor” is illustrated in Figure S-1. Figure S-1
 identifies, in fact, three corridors in its map legend. None of them are labeled "Project
 Corridor". Furthermore, the Figure fails to clearly identify the "Phase I" or "Phase II" corridor
 as the text on page S-5 claims.


CEQ 1502.8 calls for graphics that the public can readily understand. For the purpose of
 identifying the "Project Corridor", Figure S-1 fails to meet that goal. The DEIS is littered with
 many similar graphics and illustrations that fail to make clear what it is they purport to show.



mailto:de19780101@gmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Tom Bennett
To: AAF_Comments_Reply
Subject: Fwd: Delivery Status Notification (Failure)
Date: Friday, December 5, 2014 9:33:30 AM


---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Mail Delivery Subsystem <mailer-daemon@googlemail.com>
Date: Fri, Dec 5, 2014 at 8:54 AM
Subject: Delivery Status Notification (Failure)
To: armbent25@gmail.com


Delivery to the following recipient failed permanently:


     AAF-comments@vhb.com


Technical details of permanent failure:
Google tried to deliver your message, but it was rejected by the server for the recipient domain
 vhb.com by vhb-com.mail.protection.outlook.com. [207.46.163.138].


The error that the other server returned was:
550 5.4.1 [AAF-comments@vhb.com]: Recipient address rejected: Access denied


----- Original message -----


DKIM-Signature: v=1; a=rsa-sha256; c=relaxed/relaxed;
        d=gmail.com; s=20120113;
        h=mime-version:date:message-id:subject:from:to:content-type;
        bh=r2wUyArh6s6uQ9+G3lODtl5I6MgShhyEVPMv9J070y8=;
       
 b=zzlNqEPUt9urg28y+qpNkAy2ZctqX1RagJVPGX5OPyUfW4dVeCOKS4Dkvaa6xzSxoY
       
  3TQ/BAp2to0zpG92ZC/hytXExJW96MeUubTrqGrI8IcIxC8kCufgOXMYL8K8d1OjZJ79
       
  4OiQi+mXll06IzsKyzBo4VzOL7CzRmYUs3ZNo2sj27Jd65JMB4iZBsdrNSVnEurf/U1v
       
  9+WlYzGYmqL+mvf6B2DL+cLLX30NTbf7iQP+yjbrVd24CfjSLfA+HZYA//dSCJOI7dBB
       
  VKqFofOk7/swJbPpQnPJaQsaHrkXrodZDi1y1u2URgMUR1n+HiGpbJJ76Bybq0kdVjm7
         TXuA==
MIME-Version: 1.0
X-Received: by 10.60.81.131 with SMTP id a3mr10501756oey.81.1417787661036;
 Fri, 05 Dec 2014 05:54:21 -0800 (PST)
Received: by 10.182.250.170 with HTTP; Fri, 5 Dec 2014 05:54:21 -0800 (PST)
Date: Fri, 5 Dec 2014 08:54:21 -0500
Message-ID: <CAPB9HADT1hsj2AJ9E-
OUDNZF=eYxXTXp8XbDCef2TZ2dRWZVNA@mail.gmail.com>
Subject: % Dec14
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From: Tom Bennett <armbent25@gmail.com>
To: AAF-comments@vhb.com
Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary=047d7b4182b9e731e90509786991


To John Winkle
As Canadians who have enjoyed the privilege of wintering in Florida for 25
plus years I am amazed that All aboard Florida is being fhrust upon Florida
residents. It will be to the detrement of the lives of so many people to
the benefit of so few.      Tom & Joan Bennett
Port Salerno FL
                                                       <armbent1@yahoo.ca>
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From: Ann Pyne
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AGAINST
Date: Thursday, December 4, 2014 8:56:09 AM


all Aboard.  I live on the inland waterway and my property value and my experience of my property will be ruined
 in perpetuity by this train. 



mailto:apyne@earthlink.net
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From: Craig McPhaden
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Concerns about AAF
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 6:56:15 AM


I live in Delray Beach near the railroad tracks that AAF will be using.  With the increase in
 trains the noise level will be unbearable.  We need some form of soundproofing in the form of either
 a wall between the tracks and my residence or sound proofing our windows.
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From: D Evans
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: My third comment regarding the All Aboard Florida DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:20:23 AM


This comment refers to a single diagram in the DEIS. It is representative of many others in
 both the DEIS and its Appendices, but the time constraints of a 75-day comment period
 prevent me from pointing all of them out.


Page S-1 states that "Phase I" of the Project is illustrated in Figure 1.1-1, but Figure 1.1-1 is
 not sufficently clear to identify "Phase I" of the project. Nowhere does the term "Phase I"
 appear in the figure. This is one example of sloppy document preparation and is contrary to
 the requirement of CEQ 1502.8 which states, "... shall be written in plain language and may
 use appropriate graphics so that decisionmakers and the public can readily understand them".
 Figure 1.1-1 is not appropriate for the purposes of identifying "Phase I" of the Project. It is
 not readily understood what constitutes "Phase I" by looking at the grahic.


This is but one example of why the DEIS, as a whole, is inadequate for FRA's purpose of
 meeting the NEPA requirements associated with the AAF Project.



mailto:de19780101@gmail.com
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From: Betsy Haddock
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fwd: Delivery Status Notification (Failure)
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:08:57 PM


---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Mail Delivery Subsystem <mailer-daemon@googlemail.com>
Date: Wed, Dec 3, 2014 at 6:07 PM
Subject: Delivery Status Notification (Failure)
To: bhaddock2@gmail.com


Delivery to the following recipient failed permanently:


     AA_-comments@vhb.com


Technical details of permanent failure:
Google tried to deliver your message, but it was rejected by the server for the recipient domain
 vhb.com by vhb-com.mail.protection.outlook.com. [207.46.163.215].


The error that the other server returned was:
550 5.4.1 [AA_-comments@vhb.com]: Recipient address rejected: Access denied


----- Original message -----


DKIM-Signature: v=1; a=rsa-sha256; c=relaxed/relaxed;
        d=gmail.com; s=20120113;
        h=mime-version:date:message-id:subject:from:to:content-type;
        bh=w11CMwUbcwPcpS07LV9euEB28nG2OSr2lLAfmlj8fRA=;
       
 b=ftlnO8pOFuQPHLAOrvwPiVYLmTDR1q2+S8RTAT+Y6JTkoMCWcV4n4mCGrhsJ4QHa6g


       
  udgno8cUE0wWjnq7HOiqgNbkdRoJN8h/enWrNosrq11zyxnYunBesMgXbU0myTkETGbi
       
  L+ADDIMy4L0vZN/c+F6wHZmCT8QtSfMGNumGP3HaLwr4Hm4blLphdZgJ8hfgDGKsX49F


         ooBantJsAehzpzh4HwEmKRr1yX98c5YDVzZPhgYEfjQRU8USqUt5CswRi9BqzTgnq71J
       
  CVgYE0VFAmLR5POgFKfv8/1CpqwRk9BURr9iBjU5q2vEXDQJ7FFOfMTvkOSdf6BS3uXM


         YQ4g==
MIME-Version: 1.0
X-Received: by 10.170.188.87 with SMTP id f84mr10720598yke.125.1417648031554;
 Wed, 03 Dec 2014 15:07:11 -0800 (PST)
Received: by 10.170.51.82 with HTTP; Wed, 3 Dec 2014 15:07:11 -0800 (PST)
Date: Wed, 3 Dec 2014 18:07:11 -0500
Message-ID: <CAH-
D5EXPZx9nSHgHw57J+jPToW6kiweC8y4D7eavu4y0hKEtQA@mail.gmail.com>
Subject: All Aboard Florida
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From: Betsy Haddock <bhaddock2@gmail.com>
To: AA_-comments@vhb.com
Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary=001a113964ae5667c8050957e78e


is an atrocity to Florida.It brings nothing to us.  It endangers our
lives.  Those of us who live out on the beach may never make it to the
hospital due to your greed.  It is all about shipments & nothing about
people being transported.  You are an evil group only looking toward rail
transportation & not human transportation while ruining local communities.
It is all about your greed.  I stand with:  Rep Gale Harrell, Rep Mary Ann
Magar, Rep Debbie Mayfield, Sen. Denise Grimsley, Larry Lee Jr, & Sen Thad
Altman.


Please do the right thing.


Close this down & go west of our location.  You will destroy our location.
You will burn in hell for this action.  How can anyone possibly work toward
this destruction of many communities who have struggled to survive.


You are incredibly evil for your actions.


Betsy Haddock



mailto:bhaddock2@gmail.com
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From: Gerri Haas
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA --- VOTE NO
Date: Thursday, October 23, 2014 11:15:24 AM


We have a state full of natural beauty which attracts plenty of tourists.  Having a
 speeding train added to the landscape is a definite drawback.  It will cause traffic
 congestion; it's environmentally unsound, etc. etc.  PLEASE STOP ALL ABOARD
 FLORIDA.  Sincerely,  Geraldine Haas (resident St. Lucie Co. Florida)



mailto:gerriandlee@yahoo.com
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From: Zyrkowski
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Concerns about All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, October 30, 2014 2:16:02 PM


To whom it may concern:
We are against the proposed plan for the all aboard Florida train system for the
 following reasons:
 
1. The train will go through the towns on the eastern seaboard of Florida, and this will
 increase the noise and pollution along our coastline.
 
2. Because the proposed route follows the current tracks, emergency services will be
 delayed at railroad crossings with the increased trains per day.
 
3. We live off Oslo Road in Vero Beach and in order to go to our doctors or the
 hospital or many of the services we use, we need to cross the tracks.  If there are
 30+ trains per day, this will greatly impact the traffic and congestion along the
 routes. 
 
4.  We are greatly concerned about high speed trains going through these heavily
 populated areas.  We fear this will greatly increase the number of fatalities at RR
 crossings.
 
5.  Most of the crossings are old and will need to be rebuilt in order to accommodate
 these passenger trains.  This means that roads, crossings and bridges will be out of
 service to traffic while repairs and upgrades are made.
 
6.  This state relies on tourism for its economy and while setting up this train service
 may get tourists through the state, it will ruin the coastline and tourists will not want to
 visit here.
 
7.  We are all fortunate to live in a state that still has a great deal of open land. Why
 can't the train service be relocated away from the coast line.  There is less traffic,
 more open land and less populated communities inland. 
 
Thank you for reading our concerns.
 
Mr. Steve Zyrkowski
Mrs. Jeanne Zyrkowski
2995 Piedmont Pl SW
Vero Beach, Fl 32968
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From: D Evans
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: My thirteenth comment regarding the All Aboard Florida DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:47:41 AM


Regarding table S-1 "DEIS Alternatives":


The difference between alternatives A, C and E are so minor that it begs the question, "How
 are these three alternatives different in any significant way in regard to environmental
 considerations?" The three "alternatives" seem to be present only to support the contention
 that alternatives have been evaluated, when, in fact, the larger question of what alternatives
 should be evaluated for the North-South corridor of the Project goes unanswered, and this is
 despite the contents of the Scoping Report (Appendix 8.1 B) that says such alternatives will
 be evaluated in the DEIS.


Inconsitencies such as these make it very difficult to take the DEIS seriously. It is wholly
 inadequate for NEPA purposes.



mailto:de19780101@gmail.com
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From: Robert Puglisi
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fwd: Eve Samples: Smart-growth group lodges objection to All Aboard Florida - TC Palm
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:16:32 PM


Begin forwarded message:


From: Robert Puglisi <bpuglisi511@yahoo.com>
Date: December 3, 2014, 3:13:38 PM EST
To: AAF <info@AllAboardFlorida.com>
Subject: Eve Samples: Smart-growth group lodges objection to All Aboard
 Florida - TC Palm


http://www.tcpalm.com/news/local-news/martin-county/eve-samples-
smartgrowth-group-lodges-objection-to-all-aboard-florida_91433631
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From: J Gilbert
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA -COMMENTS DUE DEC 3 2014
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:17:19 PM


Basically, as i  have  already, stated, their needs to be more transparency, on the All Aboard
 Florida project.
 
Also, i and other community members, in the Miami, Fla area, would like  to know, how the
 project will affects us from an educational, environmental, and economic standpoint.
 
Especially, the Overtown historical area of Miami, Fl, which will have a direct impact.
 
In additional , i have not discovered no community benefit agreement or developer's
 action on jobs and contracts.
 
As i stated , on so many  occasions, projects, are brought to our community,   and
 city,developed;which   most of us, have the least idea, of how we will  be  impacted.
 
The  community needs more information, on a mammoth project , of  this manner.
Jobs &  contracts are crucial , to our community.
Taxes are an engine, that  will serve a purpose, also, if managed correctly, and efficiently.
 
In addition the infrastructure, is already a  challenge, and needs critical attention, if the project
 is approved.
 
The city and county of Miami, fl, is undergoing massive development
 
For a project to be successful, this will require a great deal of community input, and all
 parties at the table, with rational thoughts and ideas.
 
Our water and air, most certainly, will be impacted, in some form are other.
 
Although, we need more sunshine, on this project.
 
Also, for more information, on how Miami, views this project go to :
www.crespogram.com
www.thewatchdogreport.net
 
 
Please stay in contact.
Feel free to email, with latest developments, on the All Aboard Florida project.
 
Thank-You,
NJ Gilbert
Concerned Community  Resident
namong5a@gmail.com
786-273-9597


-- 



mailto:namong5a@gmail.com
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From: Michael Rosen
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Credability of the FAA DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:32:13 PM


Michael Rosen


5437 SE Major Way


Stuart, FL 34997 


Mr. John Winkle


Federal Railroad Administration


1200 New Jersey Avenue


SE Room W38-311


Washington, DC 20590


RE: DEIS GENERAL CREDABILITY 


Mr. Winkle,


You have in your position Thousands of letters sighting disagreement with the
 conclusions reached by the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). These
 letters demonstrate with facts, examples and comparisons a large number of serious
 flaws in the study.  Generally, the assumptions used by the study’s authors are
 shaded to understate the negative impacts of All Aboard Florida (AAF) and maximize
 its projected benefits.  


A critical assessment of the DECS shows a blatant disregard for the health and
 welfare of the residence of Martin, St Lucie and Indian River counties. The
 organization that was hired to produce the DEIS allowed itself to be influenced by
 AAF. The DEIS and its authors have no credibility. Accordingly, AAF must be denied
 approval for all of its currently proposed expansion plans.


Yours truly,



mailto:rosen_michael@bellsouth.net
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From: D Evans
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: My twelfth comment regarding the All Aboard Florida DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:42:58 AM


Regarding AAF's "tiered alternatives analysis" described on page S-6:


The duty to perform a "tiered alternatives analysis" falls to FRA in their preparation of the
 DEIS. It was improper for FRA to delegate this task to AAF. The text on page S-6 exhibits
 the hallmarks of unexamined dictation.


Furthermore, the alleged "tiered alternatives analysis" that identified the FECR Corridor as the
 "only feasible route", as mentioned in the DEIS Summary, is nowhere to be found in the main
 body of the DEIS. AAF cannot claim that other alternatives were discarded without
 presenting the evidence and analysis that supposedly led them to their conclusion. The only
 alternatives considered in the DEIS are those concerning the East-West corridor, i.e. the "new
 rail line" portion of the Project, connecting Orlando with the existing FEC corridor to the east.
 AAF fails to provide the criteria used in their screening process used to eliminate three of the
 four routes they claim to have analyzed for routes connecting Orlando with West Palm Beach.
 AAF has failed to document any of the methods used to eliminate alternative routes in their
 "tiered alternatives analysis".
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From: Edna Joyce
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fwd: Failure Notice
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:27:15 PM


Sent from my iPad


Begin forwarded message:


From: MAILER-DAEMON@yahoo.com
Date: December 3, 2014 at 11:55:46 AM EST
To: nedjoyce36@yahoo.com
Subject: Failure Notice


Sorry, we were unable to deliver your message to the following address.
<AAF-comments@vhb.com>:
Remote host said:
550 5.4.1 [AAF-comments@vhb.com]: Recipient address rejected: Access denied
[RCPT_TO]
--- Below this line is a copy of the message.
Received: from [98.138.226.176] by nm8.bullet.mail.ne1.yahoo.com with
 NNFMP; 03 Dec 2014 16:55:40 -0000
Received: from [98.138.104.115] by tm11.bullet.mail.ne1.yahoo.com with
 NNFMP; 03 Dec 2014 16:55:40 -0000
Received: from [127.0.0.1] by smtp224.mail.ne1.yahoo.com with NNFMP; 03
 Dec 2014 16:55:40 -0000
X-Yahoo-Newman-Id: 537572.92489.bm@smtp224.mail.ne1.yahoo.com
X-Yahoo-Newman-Property: ymail-3
X-YMail-OSG:
 UV_WK3kVM1noUadIDgmTL_PmDLgrmIvlicN_EwTfvaYkYwh
7CIgBhuyEOYRnAC6BYsG8AcVY_LPPgjteVTl5uFHAsKAdYnww.q5IuqhE3TQ


5xz1uCGxDvsswwIHlnKFW_WECgoxCKYpnaRdyBtILRSahbYbhoiW8MVR7pEP


LQuifGiKWREaaSRNvdvUvBMz_AqYg3T_UHv9Ey3o1z56CHvwvgp.Xiytzkva


PZFcw63xuJ9GG2PdyB8B7IhddlmaFu4xR2ic5w9uT_wxv1PnAVyuXQ386fKw
B0OlvA8.jB6WtNtYj_EweCbSz_zUpot1KG6AMWIvJmnBw3VEQu.Qio0TWGf5


w.mI0LiCErRSgBPPlTNrr1dMwQvqqswNJlXEjt9ciSqC0MP.c5y0fDUqb8E4
7o3WMvuD8rUzykXCouu1Mp37ANb75MoZkk_Jg4woDKf5T8Yd0lf4Z1xev9Ix
8JMwdDvp0QXWduFbP9Tuk95gW9DE1VLPXrBAOEqpbITS4zfeaDlQfvJ192VZ


vUAp67TqKySnfaUStvmhVXv7Fdeb9PW8gTHnPAo6x
X-Yahoo-SMTP: B3eHBVKswBDupfvlzZk7L2Z1S5BcYHE-
Subject: All Aboard Florida
From: Edna Joyce <nedjoyce36@yahoo.com>
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Content-Type: text/plain;
   charset=us-ascii
X-Mailer: iPad Mail (11B511)
Message-Id: <F8F986DE-F159-4662-A071-1EB7B4B1B9CA@yahoo.com>
Date: Wed, 3 Dec 2014 11:55:36 -0500
To: "AAF-comments@vhb.com" <AAF-comments@vhb.com>
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable
Mime-Version: 1.0 (1.0)
I am against All aboard Florida.  We don't need a train going through our to=
wns which will tie up traffic and cause noise pollution.  It is as usual mak=
ing money for a select few and taking money from the average taxpayer.
Thank you,
Ned Joyce
Sent from my iPad=
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From: robert rehm
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Gene Benoit; Dorothy Breuer
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA -STOP TRAIN PROJECT
Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 8:53:43 AM


Dear Madam and/or Sir:
I/we are the owners of Vista Royale Condominium Association, 1 Vista Palm Lane,
 #202. Presently I/we experience the loud sound of trains passing through our Vero
 Beach community several times throughout the day and night. To add additional train
 traffic (ALL ABOARD FLORIDA) will increase and exacerbate this level of noise and
 and severely limit our peaceful use of the many outdoor activities we currently enjoy.
 We/I am also concerned that my and all 1512 Vista Royale properties will decline in
 value because of the diminished access to our community and the increased noise
 generated by the high speed trains.


It is respectfully requested that you employ all of your efforts to STOP THIS TRAIN
 PROJECT FROM GOING FORWARD!


Thank you.
Robert A. Rehm and Dorothy H. Breuer



mailto:bobbelex@yahoo.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

mailto:bob_benoit44@yahoo.com

mailto:bankdot1@yahoo.com






From: Anthony Tatakis
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Croissant Park resident
Date: Thursday, October 30, 2014 3:41:57 PM


You need to make sure we get the Wayside Horns.
 
Anthony Tatakis
Portfolio Controller
Gumberg Asset Management
954 537-2700 X606
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From: D Evans
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: My twentieth comment regarding the All Aboard Florida DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:29:31 PM


Regarding Table S-2 on page S-22, "Comaprison of Environmental Effects of Alternatives":


The abject similarity and lack of differences between the impacts of the three "alternatives"
 suggests that there is really only one alternative being considered. This makes a mockery of
 the entire NEPA process and serves only to give the impression that alternatives were studied
 in the DEIS, while, in actuality, no significant alternatives were considered at all. The only
 significant alternative to the proposed Project is the No-Build alternative, and, perhaps not so
 coincidentally, that is the only alternative which is then summarily dismissed as "not meeting
 the project goals". In short, an EIS should not be a document tailored to justify a decision that
 has already been made, but that is exactly what this AAF Draft EIS is.
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From: Karen Sattler
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fwd: Florida All Aboard
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 7:29:03 PM


Dear Sirs,


I presently live on North Hutchinson Island in St Lucie county.


I have been following the progress on the attempt to bring high speed rail through the Treasure Cost.  I
 see this being proposed without adequate consideration for the residents of the treasure coast.  Across
 the country living adjacent to a busy rail service is not considered desirable. 


In our case, being next to the rails has not been a huge burden, but is still an inconvenience and more
 than a little dangerous with the large number of on grade crossings in fairly remote areas.  The level of
 increased traffic being proposed will increase the inconvenience to an unbearable level.  From a few
 trains spaced fairly widely during the day to a possible 32 passenger and a large increase in the number
 and length of freight trains, the danger will increase dramatically.  The on-grade crossings and the
 unprotected rail side in remote areas will be immensely dangerous to both travelers and to local people
 including children and domestic animals.  


Many of the areas in question have rails in very close proximity to houses and businesses.  The
 frequency of these trains and their inherent disruption to daily life will encourage people to take a chance
 at crossings which are not adequately protected.  The constant vibrations from all of these trains will
 cause damage to structures and to infra-structures in all areas.  The environmental damage to this very
 fragile area is not being addressed adequately.


The loss of local business hours due to the number and duration of gate closings will cost millions of
 dollars each and every year.  Many businesses in this area of the state are already surviving with very
 small profit margins.  The road traffic situation will result in delays at crossings of two to three times the
 actual length of time the crossing is closed.  Shutting down downtown areas and the resulting traffic
 congestion and delay will multiply the loss to business in almost the entire treasure coast corridor.  We
 cannot afford this; as the economy improves we must do what is necessary to make the treasure coast a
 more desirable place to live, both for young and old.


The information being provided by DEIS does not address the safety aspects and the environmental
 impact in a way that brings comfort to those who will be most heavily impacted.  The environmental
 impact has not been addressed to the satisfaction of anyone with any knowledge of the area.  The reality
 of the impending situation is being glossed over by DEIS.  Our tolerance for trusting has been stretched
 way too far by our State and Federal government lately.  If DEIS cannot answer and address all of the
 questions before approval we must not let this go forward.


After all of the above, maybe we should consider the advantages to the Treasure Coast.  Oh, gee, there
 are none.  There is not even a hint of the possibility that it would make it easier for any of us to get to
 Mimi or Orlando, and that is for the very few who would want to go to Miami.


AAF is an effort to provide a passenger rail service between two regions of Florida which will have a very
 limited number of travelers and with a zero chance of ever making any money.  There is not a single
 passenger service in the US [maybe the world] which is self supporting---why should we believe that
 there is any reason that we should reduce our quality of life and provide public monetary support for this
 endeavor?


Revise the plan toward the use of the existing rail lines to the west of our area and you will probably turn
 the tide of public opinion your way.
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Wayne Diestler
5167 N. Highway A1A
Fort Pierce, Florida  34949


-- 
Karen Sattler
6240 East Forest Lake Road
Land O' Lakes 
Wisconsin, 54540
kmsattler@gmail.com
Home Phone: 715-547-1142
Cell:  715-617-2242
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From: doris stamm
To: john.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA ...IMPACT ON OUR COMMUNITY
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:34:15 PM


I would like to express my serious concerns regarding how the increased rail traffic would
 effect me and my community.  I have lived in Jupiter for 34 years.
 
SAFETY:  I live in a complex on the East side of the tracks where there are 602 condominiums,
 inhabited mostly by older people.  There is a frequent need for emergency vehicles for our
 residents.  Since the vehicles need to cross the tracks and lives often depend on minutes and
 seconds, it would be a life and death situation if the emergency vehicles were delayed by a
 train.  Also in this area is the beach and I frequently see emergency vehicles called to the
 beach area.
Any train delay could cost a life.
 
BRIDGES: Based on the information that I have been able to gather, the bridge in Jupiter,
 where I live is considered unsafe for heavier travel. 
 
TOURISM:  Jupiter is a tourist attraction largely  based upon the accessibility to the Intercostal,
 rivers and access to the ocean.  The inconvenience of having frequent bridge closings would
 seriously curtail the boating industry.  Jobs and businesses could be lost in this area.
 
ADDITIONAL RAIL TRAFFIC:   It is projected that there will be 32 trails per day ... that’s way too
 many but it appears that is just the initial plan.  There has been information circulated that
 there will be more freight coming into Miami and that will also run through our town.
 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT:   Many of my friends have homes in nice areas that are close
 enough to the tracks that they can hear and feel the trains.  This hasn’t been a problem since
 there aren’t many trains using those tracks.  Frequent noise and vibration will make living
 there very uncomfortable and will destroy their property value.  I isn’t fair to destroy the lives
 of these people.
 
ALTERNATIVE:  Since you have an interest in employment and adding rail traffic from Miami to
 Orlando at the sacrifice of those who live along the way, It would seem to me that a more
 logical approach would be to build a new track on the west side of the turn pike since there is
 already an uninterrupted span, no cross streets or bridges to negotiate, employment for
 many,
 
TRANSPARENCY:  It appears that stations are already being built for the convenience of the
 new trains yet, here we are, expressing our concerns by the deadline today.  We know that
 there have been many studies and, apparently decisions and there has been little or no
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 transpaeency.   I am wondering if our voices will be heard or if anyone cares about the lives of
 those whose lives will be changed forever?
 
Sincerely,
Doris Stamm
300 Ocean Train Way Apartment 503
Jupiter Florida 33477 5519
561 575 4575
 
 








From: Moore, Murphy L - STUART FL
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: DEIS AAF Comments
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 2:26:45 PM


I am against having more frequent trains causing  safety issues and disrupting my life and the lives of
 my family.  In the peace of my home the train horn and train noise currently interrupts and prohibits
 continuous conversations.  Any additional trains would likely cause sufficient distractions so as to
 reduce the value of my home in the Mariner Sands community in Stuart.  Home sales are already
 being delayed and impacted in anticipation of the 32 additional trains per day.  Please do whatever
 you can to prevent the destruction of our quality of life and the value of our property.
 
I also experience frequent delays  already because I work on the opposite side of the tracks. When
 going to and from work I often notice emergency vehicles taking the same route. The addition of
 more trains will inevitably cause more delays and potential risk to reaching those in need of
 emergency help.
 
Please help stop the disastrous impact on our community.
 
Thank you,
 
Murphy Moore
 
 
Murphy L. Moore, CFP®, CRPC®


Wealth Management Advisor
Senior Portfolio Advisor
Moore Panchura Wealth Management
Merrill Lynch Pierce Fenner & Smith, Inc.
FL9-866-01-00
2301 SE Monterey Road
Stuart,FL 34996
Phone:  (772) 223-6721 
Fax: (772) 621-5129
NMLS ID: 521171
Email:  murphy_moore@ml.com
Web-site:  http://fa.ml.com/mpwm
 


 This message, and any attachments, is for the intended recipient(s) only, may contain
 information that is privileged, confidential and/or proprietary and subject to important terms
 and conditions available at http://www.bankofamerica.com/emaildisclaimer. If you are not the
 intended recipient, please delete this message.
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From: D Evans
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: My twenty-fifth comment regarding the All Aboard Florida DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:52:25 PM


Regarding Section 3.2.1.1 Screening Criteria:


DEIS 3.2.1.1 admits that the environmental impacts of potential project alternatives takes a
 back seat to the sponsor's "critical determining factors". It is inappropriate to exclude analysis
 of alternatives with an eye toward rubber-stamping the project sponsor's preferred alternative
 in advance of a thorough "hard look" at all of the alternatives.
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From: James Bolander
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fwd: Getting railroaded
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:10:54 AM


---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: James Bolander <jbolander1026@gmail.com>
Date: Sun, Nov 30, 2014 at 4:26 PM
Subject: Getting railroaded
To: aafcomments@vhb.com


I will not attempt to reiterate the many concerns about AAF enumerated eloquently and in
 detail in many other responses you have received.  I agree with all of them.


I will only add that I am disgusted by your lack of concern for the welfare of citizens who will
 not directly impact your bottom line (i.e., the residents of Florida's Treasure Coast).  I know
 you want to bury your heads and assume we will merely shut up and go away. Unfortunately
 for AAF, we will not.  


I believe, along with thousands of other area residents, that AAF's proposed passenger rail
 service, along with the increase in freight trains over the next few years, will permanently
 damage our communities.


The only solution that will save our cities and allow you to pursue your agendas is to route
 trains further west, away from populated areas.  That, of course, would drain excess profits
 from your greedy pockets.


It's probably too much to hope you would settle for honest business and reasonable profits, so
 I'll wish for you to lose this battle and go elsewhere. Or just go away.


Sincerely,


James Bolander, MD
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From: RJKOMORA@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; john.winkle@dot.gov; Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov
Cc: Anthony.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil; David.Keys@noaa.gov; Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil; Allan.Nagy@faa.gov;


 James.Christian@dot.gov; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov; Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov;
 John_Wrublik@fws.gov; Charles_Kelso@fws.gov; CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov;
 BillNelson@senate.gov; Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com; Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov;
 GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com; MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov


Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:15:54 PM


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE
Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
I am a resident of Stuart, Florida, located in Martin County within the North-South Corridor 40
 miles north of West Palm Beach.  I attended a recent "open house" in Stuart where the Draft
 Environmental Impact Statement was posted.  I'm calling this an "open house" because there
 was no organized meeting and no opportunity for discussion with anyone who would take
 responsibility for the conclusions of the Statement. 
 
There was, however, an opportunity to talk with some of the consultants who created various
 segments of the Statement.  I spoke with two who prepared segments on environmental impact
 and the affect on traffic by increased/high-speed trains through Stuart and near-by
 communities. 
 
I'd like to suggest that their reports were incomplete and ill-considered.  Neither of the two
 consultants ever came into the community to verify the information they took from "printed
 materials."  I believe they live in Orlando and Tampa and had NO familiarity with the Treasure
 Coast.  One told me that he was restricted by "time and money" supplied by AAF leading him to
 depend on "printed material" as a source for his calculations/conclusions. 
 
Calculations based on a mile-long freight train clearing an intersection in one minute do not
 take into consideration the time required for guard rails to be lowered, traffic to stop, trains to
 clear, and the time it then takes for cars/trucks to move from a dead stop through the
 intersection.  The consultants, obviously, have never been stopped at the intersection of
 Monterey Road and A1A in Stuart to wait for a train to pass.  I'd suggest that it's more like a 5 - 10
 minute experience.  This is a main artery in Stuart used by emergency vehicles to access Martin
 Memorial Hospital!  Please understand that because the railroad runs through the center of
 Stuart, there are few roads that cross the railroad tracks, and those that do are the scene of
 major delays with the current load of freight trains.  More frequent but shorter and faster trains
 may require less time to clear an intersection, but the number will present similar problems.  And,
 that assumes that we are only talking about additional PASSENGER trains. 
 
Another concern is that it is assumed there will be no environmental impact from running trains
 through the Treasure Coast at speeds from 70 - 110 mph.  The trains will run through Jonathan
 Dickenson State Park with local wildlife and people camping.  I'm wondering how many
 campers will enjoy their "outdoor experience" as much when trains frequently come whipping
 through at high rates of speed.  Passenger car traffic in the park is limited to speeds of less than
 25 mph.
 
Does the Federal Railroad Administration also recommend running trains through the middle of
 Stuart at 70 - 110 mph?  Is this also considered a benefit for our community?  Stuart has tried very
 hard to continue to be a viable service and entertainment space for the surrounding
 communities.  I'm sure that people sitting at outdoor restaurants and concerts will enjoy the
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 VERY LARGE BREEZE AND DUST stirred up trains passing at very high rates of speed.  Please
 understand that AAF provides no benefit to the Treasure Coast while we incur more traffic
 problems (not fewer) as a result of AAF.
 
While I agree that railroad transportation would relieve some of the traffic on roads in the state.  I
 think that running high-speed trains through the center of small towns may benefit AAF but will
 destroy the economies of those towns.  There is an alternative that would impact far fewer
 Florida residents...the use of the CSX tracks that are farther west than the coastal communities. 
 Was a study done to determine the feasibility of using CSX tracks?
 
Rosalia Komora Kung
6300 SE Mariner Sands Drive
Stuart, FL 34997
 








From: miccohomeowners@aol.com
To: John.Winkle@DOT.gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: DEIS COMMENTS
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:12:54 PM
Attachments: Woods-DEIS comments.pdf


Attached please read and respond to my comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Study.
Thank you,
Michelle Woods
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From: D Evans
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: My twenty-first comment regarding the All Aboard Florida DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:33:11 PM


Regarding "Appendices and Supporting Material" on page xiv:


The noise and vibration analysis results contained in the appendices do not come close to any
 definition of "detailed" in the English-speaking world. The purported "analysis" of noise and
 vibration is so shallow that it constitutes an affront to all engineering and scientific analysis
 everywhere by pretending to be that which it is not. An honest-to-goodness detailed analysis
 of noise (and vibration as well) impacts that will potentially be generated by the Project
 should be conducted and the results included in a Supplemental DEIS that actually meets the
 needs of the NEPA process.
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From: BUCKZAN@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fwd: High Speed Railroad
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 8:00:45 AM


 
 


 From: BUCKZAN@aol.com
To: AAFcomments@vhb.com
Sent: 12/1/2014 3:20:16 P.M. Eastern Standard Time
Subj: Fwd: High Speed Railroad
 
Mr. Winkle,
    The high speed train as it is proposed will be going  through Vero Beach and it is not what I
 and many of my neighbors feel is the right thing to do to help this area. It is another proposed fix
 that may look like the fastest and cheapest way to go - but, when it all said an done, it will most
 likely do more harm than good. This area is getting more populated every day. The majority of
 the population is seniors who are slow to react and that coupled with the general population
 adds up to an accident waiting to happen. High speed rail/passenger trains in a suburban area
 just doesn't make sense. You are trying to update a rail system that was never built for what is
 running on it now every day. Why not do it right from the beginning? Build it a bit furthers  west
 in an area that is not heavily settled. Construct it with the future in mind. Start from scratch and
 do it right, make it last and expandable.
    Lets hope that you and your fellow decision makers listen to the people who have to live with
 your decision day in and day out while you just move on to the next project.
    Thank you.  
John Zanardelli
Vero Beach, Fl
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From: D Evans
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: My twenty-fourth comment regarding the All Aboard Florida DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:50:29 PM


Regarding Section 1.6 "Organization of this Environmental Impact Statement":


How is it possible to say that the DEIS was developed, in part, to satisfy the NEPA
 requirements of USCG when USCG has not even begun to evaluate the potential impacts to
 navigation on affected waterways? This claim is specious, at best. To say that USCG NEPA
 requirements are satisfied by this DEIS is capricious in the extreme.


 


The proper way to identify and evaluate changes in project design since the 2012 EA and 2013
 FONSI is to supplement or revise those documents. It is inappropriate for FRA to now
 attempt to subsume the scope and determinations of prior environmental documentation into a
 new and separate EIS being prepared for an entirely different action. While the Administrator
 may have broad discretion in these matters, the instant DEIS appears to go beyond the bounds
 of reasonable decision making in this regard. If a full EIS was warranted for Phase I of the
 project, then a full EIS should have been done for that segment. The 2012 EA should, at a
 minimum, be supplemented to account for project design changes made since then.
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From: artlemire@juno.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA IS A BAD NEWS
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:16:39 AM


Between the added noise and the road closing 32 times a day, ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
 is going to inconvenience, 32 times a day, far more people every single day then it will
 service! It is a very bad news for all the communities it is going to pass through!


____________________________________________________________
Odd Trick Fights Diabetes
"Unique" Proven Method To Control Blood Sugar In 3 Weeks. Watch Video.
DiabetesProtocol.com
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From: John Couriel
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: DEIS Comment | All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 9:31:46 AM


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE
Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590
 
Dear Mr. Winkle,
 
As a resident of South Florida and frequent traveler, I write in strong support of All Aboard Florida.  A
 primarily privately-funded express intercity passenger rail service is extremely attractive to me and my
 family for personal and business travel. 
 
As a citizen, I’m also encouraged by the potential economic impact of a 21st Century rail link between my
 hometown and the Orlando area.  The downtown Miami station site in particular is really in need of the
 kind of investment that All Aboard Florida promises to make; it’s an area undergoing rapid and
 spectacular transformation, and the world is very much coming here every day.  World-class
 infrastructure will go a long way toward elevating the city and region as a destination.  Just this week, for
 example, thousands of art fans will descend on Miami for Art Basel and related activities.  Whether it’s
 that activity, or the Boat Show next month, or the book fair in November, there are many wonderful
 reasons to visit Miami from abroad and – if it’s easy to do so – also spend a few days in Orlando or some
 of the beautiful places in between.
 
Moreover, while we as a state are doing relatively well on the job-creation front, the direct employment
 impact of building and operating the project would be a timely shot in the arm to the area’s economy. 
 
In short, I would use All Aboard Florida for business and personal travel, and would encourage my family
 members, clients, and out-of-town visitors to do the same.  As a taxpayer and voter, I’m persuaded that
 it’d be a good thing for our region and would further distinguish Florida as a wonderful place to visit and
 live.
 
Very truly yours,
 
John
 
John D. Couriel
+1 305 967 6115
 
KOBRE & KIM LLP
www.kobrekim.com
New York  |  London  |  Hong Kong  |  Washington DC  |  Miami  |  Cayman Islands  |  BVI
 


This e-mail message is from Kobre & Kim LLP, a law firm, and may contain legally
 privileged and/or confidential information. If the reader of this message is not the intended
 recipient(s), or the employee or agent responsible for delivering the message to the intended
 recipient(s), you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this e-
mail message is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please notify
 the sender immediately and delete this e-mail message and any attachments from your
 computer without retaining a copy. 
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From: Martha White
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA PROJECT
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 1:23:22 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle.
 
Indian River County is about to be subject to 32+ additional high speed trains per
 day going 125 miles per hour with very high horns and very long horns. This will
 impede traffic to and as well as disturb our quality of life - not to mention how it will
 affect property values.
 
 
This supposed "passenger train " (it is truly a cargo train cloaked as a passenger
 train) is going to travel from Orlando over to Daytona and then use our railroad
 tracks from Daytona through Volusia County, Brevard County, Indian River County,
 Martin County without stopping once in any of these counties to pick up or drop off
 passengers and there is no plan in the future to drop off or pick up passengers in
 any of these counties either.
 
If they truly want to have passengers travel quickly from the Orlando Airport to West
 Palm Beach, Miami, etc.  Why don't they have build rail road tracks that cut across
 the state in a more logistically logical manner to expedite the trip, rather than have
 the trains head due east and then go south thru 4 counties that the train will not use
 for a stop?  I am all for mass transportation that is truly that.  This is a business ploy
 for freight trains hidden behind a passenger train front.
Now that the Panama Canal has been widened the amount of cargo and trains will
 increase. 
Please note that this passenger train is primarily delivering cargo and a LOT of it with
 plans to expand the cargo delivery and increase the number of trains passing by
 your school.  I am guessing that the amount of passengers will not increase and may
 stop completely. 
 
 
The state of Florida (Governor Rick Scott) turned down close to 2 Billion dollars
 several years ago for a "true passenger train" that was going to build new tracks
 from Orlando to South Florida following the Turnpike's path. Now All Aboard Florida
 wants us to let them use our tracks and we the taxpayers have to pay for the
 upkeep of the exponentially rising cost of the tracks with the exponentially increasing
 amount of trains coming through even though we are not benefitting from this in
 any way.  They also want the federal government to fund their endeavor with our
 tax payer dollars. 
 
These high speed passenger trains that will not stop in our County will slow down
 emergency vehicles response time, will increase costs to our County and the cities
 within it as they have to pay for the upgrades required for the crossing areas by All
 Aboard Florida, will negatively impact property values for tax paying citizens and
 thereby reducing the tax revenue for the County and Cities within.  These trains will
 negatively affect maritime traffic.  Basically these trains have no positive impact for
 Volusia, Brevard, Indian River or Martin County in Florida. 
Please make the right decision for the citizens of these counties and do not approve
 this project moving forward.
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Thank you for your time and your service.
Sincerely,
Martha White








From: Bonanti, Christopher
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Soule, Ali
Subject: DEIS Comment card submission
Date: Tuesday, September 30, 2014 1:49:45 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
image003.png
DEIS comment cards to FRA - 49 cards 9-30-2014.pdf


Dear Mr. Winkle,
Please find attached 49 individual DEIS comment cards provided by the general public.
Regards,
Chris
Christopher Bonanti
Director of Environmental Planning
All Aboard Florida


2855 Le Jeune Road | 4th Floor
Coral Gables, FL 33134
T: 305.520.2347 | C: 571.334.4807
Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com | allaboardflorida.com


Follow us:  


 
 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: The information contained in this transmission is privileged
 and confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or entity named
 above. No addressee should forward, print, copy, or otherwise reproduce this message in any
 manner that would allow it to be viewed by any individual not originally listed as a recipient.
 If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
 unauthorized disclosure, dissemination, distribution, copying of this transmission or the
 taking of any action in reliance on the information herein is strictly prohibited. If you have
 received this transmission in error, please immediately reply to sender that you have received
 this communication in error and then delete it. Thank you.
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From: D Evans
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: My twenty-second comment regarding the All Aboard Florida DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:39:27 PM


Regarding Section 1.2.4 "WPB-M Corridor":


The environmental impacts of bridge construction in the West Palm Beach to Miami segment
 of the Project should have been part and parcel of the 2012 EA and 2013 FONSI. That EA
 would now seem to have been deficient in its exclusion of said bridge work. It appears that, in
 fact, the 2012 EA was designed to purposely exclude the bridge work so as to prematurely
 arrive at a FONSI for the Project Sponsor's benefit in terms of obtaining financing. Either the
 EA and FONSI need to be re-done, or the Phase II Draft EIS needs to be expanded in scope to
 encompass the entirety of the Project's Phases 1 and 2. It is inappropriate for the Phase II EIS
 to "pick up the pieces" for the Phase I EA/FONSI, and is a tacit admission that the prior EA
 and FONSI were deficient and inadequate. AAF, through an improper segregation of their
 single Project into 2 arbitrary "phases", is attempting to have their cake and eat it too. Either
 Phase I has independent utility or it does not. Without studying the environmental impacts
 that may result from bridge construction in the WPB-M corridor, the initial EA and FONSI
 should be discarded in light of the new concerns and issues raised during the preparation of
 the Phase 2 DEIS.


 


The 2012 EA specifically says that the seven bridges located in the WPB-M corridor were to
 be in-scope for that EA. The seven bridges are mentioned in Sections 1.1, 1.3.2, 3.1.3, 3.1.3.1
 and 3.3.7.1. The conclusions drawn from the EA regarding the seven bridges were that no
 impact to waterways or navigation would result. Going back now to re-evaluate potential
 impacts of bridge work in the WPB-M corridor should be done as a supplement to the EA; it
 is inappropriate for this EIS to subsume the scope of the 2012 EA. Ideally, a Supplemental
 DEIS should be prepared that takes a "hard look" at both project phases together as one
 action.
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From: joestereich@att.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA PROPOSAL
Date: Monday, November 17, 2014 4:31:24 PM


I would like to go on record as opposing this proposal.  I have concerns about the
 traffic tie-ups multiple times a day, the noise and general disruptions in normal
 everyday life.  This will be of no benefit to the smaller cities along the coast.   I would
 not be opposed to the railroad if it were situated along the I-95 corridor or in that
 vicinity.


Mary Joann Oestereich
3000 N. Highway A1A
Fort Pierce, FL  34949
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From: William.Marsh@CH2M.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: andyl@jupiter.fl.us
Subject: DEIS Comments 1
Date: Thursday, November 20, 2014 9:44:29 AM


Dear Mr. Winkle,
Please note the following comments based on the DEIS submitted by All Aboard Florida:
 
1.            The Alternatives Analysis is inadequate.  The assessment of the E-W segment s given more


 attention than the Phase 1 assessment of the longer N-S corridors.  The details given on the
 N-S corridors focus on land acquisition and logistics and do not provide any substantive
 information on populations or demographics of the areas that would be impacted by the
 alternative routes.  While it make be most feasible for AAF to use the FEC corridor, this
 corridor is by far the most populated and presents the highest likelihood of impacts too
 human health and safety.  In addition, while economic benefits may be realized at the rail
 termini, no mention is given to the adverse economic impacts on communities by-passed. 
 In addition, there is no substantive evaluation provided of projected negative impacts to
 property values in areas near the FEC corridor. Residents along the FEC corridor should not
 be economically impacted by AAF’s desire to use a cheaper and logistically simpler route. 
 The DEIS does not provide anything approaching sufficient information on the N-S
 alternatives analysis.


 
2.            Cumulative and secondary effects are not adequately addressed.  Negative impacts on


 communities by-passed and not served are not evaluated.  The effect of additional
 accessibility is assumed to be positive, when in fact, the opposite is often the case,
 particularly when an area's natural resources are the main attraction.  Secondary effects of
 increased future freight transportation are also not addressed even though new Panamax
 size vessels will be operating before the proposed AAF project is complete.


 
3.            There is inadequate assurance in Section 7.2.1 that traffic will not be significantly adversely


 impacted.  While acknowledging increased road closings, the applicant only states they will
 work with State and local traffic planners.  We need to see the results of any analysis and
 also a scope schedule, and budget for periodic reviews and updates (which in our area
 should be seasonal at a minimum).


 
4.            Impacts of additional train traffic in Jonathan Dickenson State Park have not been


 adequately addressed. Simply using the existing tracks is not enough.  There will be more
 trains and faster trains which will increase hazards to wildlife and present a barrier to
 wildlife populations.


 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment.
 
Regards,
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Bill Marsh
561-529-2295
wmarsh@ch2m.com
 
 
 
 
 








From: D Evans
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: My twenty-sixth comment regarding the All Aboard Florida DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:56:04 PM


Regarding Section 3.2.1.1 Screening Criteria:


There is scant information in the DEIS regarding the required upgrades that will be required to
 highway traffic crossings and signaling equipment that will be required at grade crossings all
 along the N-S project corridor. Besides PTC considerations, traffic signal pre-emption is a
 key consideration where safety is concerned, and the absence of need for such highway
 improvements in alternative corridors would augur well for a reduction in project costs when
 compared with the pre-selected N-S corridor APE.


 


The Louis Berger Group ridership study summary, as it appears in DEIS Appendix 3.3-F,
 allows that some of its assumptions and forecasts may not materialize. That is an
 understatement. Between the time LBG conducted their "original source material" research in
 the form of Stated Preference (SP) surveys and now, gasoline prices in Florida have dropped
 over 10%. LBG's SP surveys surely did not include in their array of choices, "What would
 you choice for mode of travel be if gas was 32 cents per gallon cheaper?"


 


Given the United States' position as having recently attained the distinction of being a net
 petrolium product exporter, it is reasonable to expect that the price of gasoline paid by
 motorists will continue to fall. Thus, the appeal of rail service - at any speed - between Miami
 and Orlando will be lessened.


 


Based on "the price of gas" consideration alone, the change in which amounts to significant
 new information available since the LBG study was done, the DEIS should be supplemented
 to account for whatever new numbers LBG might come up with to account for the change.
 The existing LBG study is clearly outdated due to recent fast-moving events in the realm of
 gas prices in Florida. Since the entire proffitability question of the proposed AAF Project
 depends on the conclusions of that study, a supplement to the DEIS that takes that significant
 new information into account is more than warranted. Economic considerations alone demand
 it.


 


Considerable mention is made of the difficulties often encountered in a shared-use scenario
 where passenger rail service competes with freight on the same set of tracks. Oddly, the DEIS
 as a whole ignores the same issues when one considers that FECR - AAF/FECI's affiliate
 company - owns the N-S portion of the proposed project ROW and its long-established
 freight rail service would present many of the same problems.
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This is notwithstanding the fact that AAF holds a 20-year purchase option on the entire FECR
 ROW that stretches from Jacksonville to Miami. Should AAF exercise that purchase option
 before it expires, the entire dynamic of the FEC rail system between Coca and Miami would
 be subject to changes in priority of passenger service vs. freight consists. Such an eventuality
 falls squarely within the definition of "reasonably foreseeable" future actions and should be
 addressed in the EIS. (See Purchase Option Agreement memorialized in the Official Records
 of St. Johns County, Florida, dated December 20, 2007, and recorded in the county's Official
 Record Book No. 3026 on Page 892.)


 


Should FECR freight suddenly take a back seat to AAF (FECI) passenger traffic, the
 displacement of freight tonnage from the rails to highway trucks as a result of increased rail
 freight delivery delays has the potential to completely change the equation with respect to air
 quality, traffic congestion, and the overall economic climate for commercial shipping along
 the entirety of Florida's east coast. All of these considerations should be discussed in the
 DEIS. At the very least, the possibility of those future adverse impacts on the APE should be
 acknowledged and disclosed.








From: David McKown
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ALL ABOARD FLORIDA SCAM
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:46:48 PM


Dear Sirs:
 
The damage that this proposed “passenger train” poses to the East Coast of
 Florida and its world famous beaches and local tourist towns along The
 Treasure Coast is impossible to describe. First of all, this is clearly not a
 passenger service and never has been. The companies promoting this horrible
 idea are not trust worthy and that is the first Golden Rule of any financing. I
 was a senior officer working for one of the largest banks in the world in the
 capacity of a senior international corporate lending officer in a special group
 devoted to the 400 largest and most important corporate clients of the
 institution. I not only traveled abroad extensively but for over 15 years lived
 with my family in two foreign countries and ran the bank’s large corporate
 lending activities in these locations. I know what to look for when unsavory
 folks try to put lipstick on a pig. Any proposal that did not pass that initial test
 went no further. These folks even lied when filling out the form for tax exempt
 status of one of their attempted money grabs by declaring that no adverse
 comments were received from locations on the Treasure Coast. Right there is a
 huge untruth. [Reported in the Press Journal]
 
It is not by happenstance that this supposed “passenger service” has stops in
 locations that are planning large port expansions to handle the expected
 enormous influx of cargo after the Panama Canal expansion is completed.
 There is no viable commercial reason for this service other than to haul freight.
 That type of business could profitably be accomplished by using one of the
 alternative inland routes. If the coastal plan is put into place, it will be a gross
 injustice to the large tourist and local infrastructure already in place along the
 Treasure Coast. The draft Impact Statement was  a cruel joke. What sort of
 dumbbells do they think we are ?
 
I live in Vero Beach. Our property is bordered on the North by Eighth Street, on
 the West by Sixth Ave., and on the East by Indian River Blvd. In our homes, we
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 clearly hear the current freight traffic. It often seems as if we are able to listen
 to the rusty springs moving up and down under the weight of the heavy loads.
 We also often have to wait at the various rail crossings in our area during the
 day and at night. I am not even going to attempt to describe the decibels
 reached by the horns that have to be sounded at least four times during the
 passage of the trains. During the night and early morning hours these sounds
 are already not conducive to a good night’s sleep. Our property values, which
 are finally creeping back upward, will clearly take a deep hit. This will not only
 effect the average homeowner, but also the tax revenue stream the local
 municipalities have come to expect. These townships along The Treasure Coast
 are even looking forward to an increase in that income, as the nation’s
 economy continues to improve, and the Baby Boomers reach retirement. The
 entire ambience of this little town named Vero Beach, not to mention
 Sebastian, lovely downtown Stuart, Fort Pierce, and Hobe Sound will forever
 be obliterated. It is important to remember that downtown Vero Beach with
 its arts section just getting underway also contains all of the Municipal
 infrastructure, and many, many residential communities further to the West of
 the tracks. To put it succinctly, the hospital is on the East as, obviously, are the
 wonderful beaches.; thus the entire existing town structure will be disastrously
 changed forever. Furthermore, living West of the tracks will now become
 dangerous due to the location of the hospital and virtually all of the doctors’
 offices. For what benefit are we obtaining by allowing the collapse of our town,
 many of the residents’ lively hoods and the pleasant, quiet living conditions
 which have taken years to be formed? I will not get into the maritime issues
 which are vast and have been addressed elsewhere.
 
It is truly beyond belief that this “passenger service” benefits anyone living
 north of West Palm Beach and yet we are being compelled to see our lives
 degraded and also see our tax dollars squandered.
 


This dangerous boondoggle must not be permitted to proceed.
 


As an aside, I find it interesting that if, in fact, this is such a lucrative passenger
 business, why have no airlines made any comments at all (total silence) about
 the tremendous loss of revenue they will experience on this route from Miami,







 Fort Lauderdale, and West Palm Beach, purportedly involving around
 3,000,000 paying customers  annually and expected to grow significantly? That
 is obviously because there is no profitable business attached to this route.
 
Sincerely,
 
David R. McKown
 
 








From: Susan Burgess
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: DEIS FOR ALL ABOARD FLORIDA IS INCOMPLETE. PLEASE REQUIRE AAF TO SUBMIT A COMPLETE ONE FOR


 COMMENT
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 9:24:47 PM
Importance: High


Dear Sir:
I reside in St. Lucie County at 5405 Citrus Avenue, Fort Pierce Florida 34982. My name is Susan
 Burgess and I am a 30 year resident at that address. I am within hearing distance of all trains
 going up and down the FEC railroad tracks.
 
I am writing to ask you not to go forward with the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for
 All Aboard Florida's proposed passenger rail service. The DEIS is incomplete. It completely
 ignored Fort Pierce with its National Register buildings and historic downtown that the tracks
 run through. It mischaracterized St. Lucie County as a rural county instead of a county with a
 population of 250,000 people, almost all of whom live along the coast, in the vicinity of
 Interstate 95 and the Florida's Turnpike and east.
 
It failed to take into account the safety of pedestrians, wildlife, children, pets, who cross the
 tracks on a regular basis. Simply saying they shouldn't do that is ignoring the fact that they do
 and they will. How much is a smashed child worth? AAF refuses to put a 10 to 12 foot fence
 the length of the entire corridor to help ensure safety. They expect local governments to pay
 for crossing safety.
 
They did not account for the very large number of low income people living near the tracks. St.
 Lucie has one of the lowest per capita incomes in the entire state of Florida. Yet, AAF
 arrogantly chose to ignore that.
 
Their trains will block navigable waterways many hours of each day while the railroad bridges
 are down. This is damaging to the economy of the East Coast of Florida and to the entire
 state.
 
Their proposed number of passengers and rationale to claim a profit is bogus since two other
 railroads are unable to make money. They have the arrogance to start building stations
 before they know if the rest of their plan is feasible. So they will end up with a massive shuttle
 service from West Palm to Miami.
 
Every government north of West Palm has written you very detailed protests letters saying
 they do not support this railroad and that they request a thorough, complete, and UNBIASED
 DEIS FOR YOU TO CONSIDER.
 
In addition, 30,000 people have signed petitions requesting this not be approved. U.S.
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 Congressman Patrick Murphy has raised significant questions that must be answered,
 
 There is an active rail society with members from all over the country writing in to you in
 support of this railroad, including people from outside of the United States! These people are
 not to be counted in what is a matter for the East Coast of Florida.
 
AAF just took delivery of three more locomotives for its coming freight boom. It plans to use
 the same tracks for more and more freight trains. Once the passenger service goes bankrupt,
 mile long freight trains will replace it. Archaic laws from 2 centuries ago are allowing this
 company to stomp all over local residents and citizens and thumb their noses at us. You must
 not participate in this fraudulent charade.
 
My opinions mirror those already sent to you by all of the local governments and several
 organizations including the Florida Not All Aboard group and the Indian River Neighborhood
 Association.
 
I am asking you to please not approve the Draft Environmental Impact Statement and not to
 approve any loans to All Aboard Florida/FEC, FECI, Fortress Investment.
 
Susan Burgess
5405 Citrus Ave.
Fort Pierce, Florida 34982
 
 
 
 
 
 
 








From: D Evans
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: My twenty-third comment regarding the All Aboard Florida DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:44:54 PM


Regarding Section 1.3 "Federal Agency Actions and Legislative Authority":


As of the date of publication of the draft EIS, the USCG has yet to make any determination on
 the impacts to navigation anticipated by the Project. In fact, they have only recently scheduled
 public meetings to gather input which will be used to consider the impacts to the public right
 of navigation at the three moveable bridges in the N-S project corridor.


 


Publication of this DEIS was premature without the complete considered opinion and
 determinations of USCG as regards potential impacts to navigation. This demonstrates, once
 again, the desire of FRA and the Sponsor to rush the required environmental documents to
 completion. At the very least, a Supplemental DEIS should be prepared and made available
 for public comment. It is unconscionable that FRA would deem the instant DEIS fit for
 publication absent comprehensive input from USCG. USCG is listed as a cooperating agency
 for the DEIS, and yet we find that USCG has had virtually no input to the process all the way
 up to (and including) issuance of the project's draft EIS.
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From: Jeff & Irene
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: DEIS for All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:20:07 PM


To Whom It My Concern:
 
My wife and I live in Hobe Sound, FL (Martin County), having relocated to this area 3 years ago
 from Boynton Beach, FL (Palm Beach County).  A big part of the reason for our move was the
 charm and peacefulness of Martin County compared to Palm Beach County, from less traffic
 (road and rail) to less noise to an area more conducive to walking and bike riding along its
 quite streets and roads.  We are also active boaters and routinely travel in the Stuart
 waterway under the Roosevelt Bridge and through the passageway that is offered when the
 Stuart railway bridge is open/up for the FEC tracks.  Currently when a train comes through
 and the railroad bridge is lowered, a significant delay can be experienced by boats not able to
 travel underneath during the time the train is crossing, which is most of the marine traffic due
 to the low profile of the bridge when down.  To think of 32 more closings per day for any
 amount of time is troubling both from the delay, back-up, and inconvenience for boaters but
 also the stress that will be put on that 60+(?) year old bridge and potential for breakdown.
 
We have read the DEIS put out by the consultants hired by AAF and feel it is incomplete in its
 evaluation of not only the area it desires to operate through Martin County but any
 alternative routings further west of the coastal area.  If AAF would utilize existing tracks in the
 more western side of Martin County (where I-95 and the FL Turnpike run), much less
 opposition would be put up from residents along the coastal communities since their quality
 of life would be much less affected.  We believe an “independent” economic and
 environmental impact study should be done and considered before a Final EIS is published.
 
We also question the need for such service.  Amtrak already provides existing service between
 Orlando and Miami – why do we need more trains?  Many years ago we understand a similar
 venture was tried and lost millions and went bankrupt after only 2 years.  The Tri-Rail already
 currently runs between Palm Beach and Miami, reportedly losing money each year.  Why do
 we think this service will have any different outcome?  And who then picks up the tab if the
 money to put this system in place was borrowed from taxpayers?
 
At a minimum, we question why so many trains (16 each way per day) to begin with?  Why not
 start with fewer (say 4 per day each direction) to demonstrate need or demand for more
 rather than running empty trains at significant cost right from the start?  This way
 communities affected would also have a chance to “grow” and get acclimated with the
 impact of the new service to their way of life without it being so dramatic of a change.   Again,
 it is hard for us to believe such public need exists when other rail options already exist or have
 failed in the past.
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We appeal to you to listen to the voices from our coastal communities and at a minimum, get
 another Impact Study done by an independent 3rd party before any decision is reached on
 this projects feasibility.
 
 
Sincerely,
Jeff & Irene Millar
7814 SE Spicewood Cir
Hobe Sound, FL  33455
 
 
 








From: Jan Mooney
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NO AAF ON THE TREASURE COAST!!!!!!!
Date: Monday, November 10, 2014 8:15:25 AM


To whom it may concern,


Last Wednesday, Nov. 5th, I would
 have liked to have attended the All
 Aboard Florida presentation at IRSC
 in Vero Beach, but my adopted
 father turned 95 and that was my
 priority that afternoon and evening. 


If I reach the age 95, I doubt that I
 will be wanting to live here, in
 Paradise, with your 32 high speed
 trains coming through, not only
 Vero, but the heart of so many
 lovely towns here on the Treasure
 Coast.
 
Of course, not only will it affect
 residents, businesses, schools and
 marine traffic but the tourists, that
 this area relies on, won't be coming
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 to "TRAIN CITY" anymore.


After reading about the forum in the
 paper, I was not disappointed in not
 being able to attend.


What is the reason that you did not
 allow  time for anyone in attendance
 to speak via the microphone to
 share their views? Isn't this the
 democratic way; one of the reasons
 why this country was founded?


I am a 72 year old grandmother in
 Vero Beach, Florida.  I am putting
 my 2 cents in to support this
 beautiful community to stay safe
 and welcoming for future
 generations.


Your plans of this "high speed" rail
 service coming through the
 downtown areas of so many of these







 lovey, quaint communities is
 absolutely a STUPID AND AN
 IRRESPONSIBLE DECISION.


It will create pandemonium at each
 crossing 32 times each day.  I don't
 care what your display showing how
 fast the trains go through the
 crossings, but,  32 times a day at
 those speeds is dangerous and a
 nuisance.


Emergency vehicles and school buses
 are my two most concerns. 
 Wouldn't you be a bit leery if your
 child was on a bus that crossed
 these tracks with these speeding
 trains coming through 32 times a
 day?  


I'll bet you wouldn't want your
 mother waiting in an ambulance for
 a high speed train to pass in order







 to get to the hospital ASAP in an
 emergency situation.  I agree, they
 are fast, but it takes time for the
 vehicles that are backed up to get
 across the tracks after the gates are
 up. That will increase the wait time
 in a critical situation.


Of course, potential deaths that may
 occur do to the speed of these trains
 (both humans and animals) is a
 concern of mine too. Why not yours?


Why have you not considered putting
 these tracks west of these
 communities or better yet, above
 ground?


There is no public benefit to
 communities north of Palm Beach
 county nor south of Orlando.  It will
 only be detrimental to these areas.
 It will have an impact on local







 businesses, marine industries and
 potential damage to our local rivers
 and the already "sick" Indian River
 Lagoon.


I certainly hope you reconsider this
 AAF before you put the last nail in
 the coffin. 


I have read that you have decided
 against getting Federal funding.
 That was about the only brilliant
 idea that AAF has had.  To expect
 tax payers to fund this project either
 along the projected site or even if it
 were in a less dense area is another
 STUPID idea.


I invite you to come to the Treasure
 Coast and visit these communities
 (Sebastian, Vero Beach, Ft. Pierce
 and Stuart to name a few) that have
 the tracks coming through their







 downtown areas. After seeing with
 your own eyes, perhaps you will
 understand our concerns.


God be with you in your decision.


A very concerned citizen,


Jan Mooney


PS.  In a poll by the Scripps Treasure
 Coast Newspapers, 87% of the
 people said you did a lousy job
  hosting the public meetings.








From: Frank Leslie
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: DEIS for All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, November 28, 2014 8:42:55 AM


Frank R. Leslie, BSEE, M.S. Space Technology, LSM IEEE
1017 Glenham Dr., NE


Palm Bay FL 32905-4855
(321) 768-6629     fleslie@fit.edu or f.leslie@ieee.org    


November 28, 2014
 
Mr. John Winkle,
Federal Railroad Administration,
1200 New Jersey Ave., SE
Room W38-311,
Washington DC 20590                                                            email: AAF_comments@vhb.com
 
Subject: DEIS for All Aboard Florida,
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:


I am against further increases in train traffic through Palm Bay Florida.
Since the advent of shipboard container ships, rail traffic has substantially increased from


 Miami north. These long, heavy trains awaken me at night almost every one-half-hour, even
 though I live about 0.7 miles from the closest tracks. The sound is primarily in the estimated 5
 to 30 Hertz range, and it is perceived mainly as a low-pitched rumble acoustically and by
 ground vibration. Since trains do not always sound their air horns now (by Brevard County
 agreement), this perception differs substantially from the DEIS findings of four hundred feet.
 The Turkey Creek crossing bridge is not the only point at which the noise occurs, although
 that is the closest bridge to my home. Trains are heard several miles north and south.


If All Aboard Florida runs 32 trains in addition to ISC trains, this is a significant change
 over the existing and presently undesirable conditions.


Light rail terrorism now occurs. Whether a high speed train strikes a vehicle or a
 trespasser, significant damage and death will occur for many feet, and the residues of either
 causes environmentally contaminations in the area. This would likely disrupt the schedules,
 which now are normally every half-hour during the night.


The “need” for AAF trains seems based upon factors other than cost, and the business
 model should be considered. Is there really a need to avoid air or vehicle trips, or is this
 business dependent upon subsidy tax money. What is the true (without subsidies) cost per
 passenger over 30 year’s amortization? $1000 per person? Who or what agency makes up the
 rest of the fare so that the passenger doesn’t pay the full cost but only a fraction?
Sincerely yours,
 
 
Frank R. Leslie
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From: lm910@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NO ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 2:54:41 PM


I am extremely against All Aboard Florida disturbing our way of life on the Treasure Coast.  I moved up to
 Martin County back in 1999 to get out of the overcrowding and over development of Palm Beach
 County.  All Aboard Florida will effect the small downtown area of Stuart and our hospital access.  The
 Train isn't even stopping here so why the heck would we want it making more congestion and traffic. 
 
Move it out WEST where there is room for it.  We do NOT want this high speed training closing our tracks
 and our waterways!!!!!  Go West All Aboard or GO HOME!!!
 
Very concerned citizen.
 
Leslie Marder
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From: Emily Cole
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:04:29 PM


I have many areas of concern re: the implementation of the new rail system
 through Vero Beach and along the Treasure Coast.  The living areas here
 are compressed into a thin strip along the coast and there isn’t a lot of
 room for anything as intrusive as speeding trains ripping through the middle
 of residential and commercial areas many times a day.  And I have heard
 there will eventually be three tracks—can that be right?  Three tracks? 
 That is madness in a congested area like the Treasure Coast.
 
I am not a FL resident but I am a home owner and a tax payer and I spend
 quite a lot of money here every winter, helping to boost FL economy. 
 Tourism and snowbirds are a major part of the economy here.  What will
 happen to that economy if people begin to leave because of the hassles
 posed by increased noise pollution, dust, dirt, and inconvenience of getting
 from one side of town to another with such an increase in trains stopping
 traffic every day.  I have seen the reports from AAF stating that there
 will be no impact on traffic, no noise, no dust and dirt, etc.  I have tried
 to understand the impact statement itself, not an easy thing to do, and
 from what I saw, there will be no impact at all.  Who is there who would
 believe that?  I have lived near trains all my life and know there is no
 truth to it.  Trains do have an large impact, which is why an effort is
 made to separate them from habitations.  In the north east that is done
 by running the trains on elevated tracks and through industrial or sparsely
 populated areas so there are no street crossings and as little impact on
 people as possible. 
 
But this is not the case in the plans that AAF has come up with.  AAF plans
 to run their trains right through the middle of town after town.  Within a
 short distance from my home in a gated community in Vero Beach, as a
 matter of fact.  Most of these homes are owned by snowbirds who, like
 me, support the local economy in big ways.  But the thing about snowbirds
 is that we all have other homes to go to.  So if we should leave the area,
 perhaps selling at bargain prices because of the diminished quality of life at
 a time when the housing market is just trying to restore itself, there goes
 the economy down the drain.         
 
I said early on when AAF first came out with their plans for the Treasure
 Coast that the most logical place to put the trains is down the center of
 the state along the FL Turnpike corridor, preferably on elevated rails.  I
 read now that many voices are echoing those sentiments.  It would be the
 right thing to do for FL.  Even better is the idea put forth in the Press
 Journal recently of turning the present track system into a rails to trails
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 project.         
 
Emily Cole
5152 St. David’s Dr.
Vero Beach, FL








From: Linda Laforte
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NO All Aboard
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 3:41:46 PM


Hello,


Please let this email serve as my rejection of All Aboard.


I am very much AGAINST a high speed train traveling through Martin County and Stuart close to the coast. I think
 that it will have more adverse impact on the quality of life than you expect. Environmentally, it will pollute and add
 to the already high level of noise. I'm sure that it will destroy the charm of downtown Stuart. Property values will
 go down. Traffic (include deliveries, and emergency vehicles) will be delayed more than they already are. Roads
 and bridges would have to upgraded, etc. etc. The list goes on.


Why on earth can't something be done to extend the Tri-Rail system that runs from Miami to 45th Street in
 Mangonia Park? That train could be extended further north further away from communities and busy areas where it
 will have fewer adverse affects.


Something else that I'd like to see (which doesn't involve the railway) is an upgrade to the Martin County Bus
 System. The roads are clogged enough. Many retired people might welcome better bus transportation to avoid
 driving these roads.


Thank you,


Linda LaForte
326 SE Cardinal Trail
Stuart, FL 34997
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From: Bertha B.
To: john.winkle; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: DEIS
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 3:11:00 PM


I have read just about every single page on that report. It really seemed like it was a copy and paste of what All
 Aboard Florida tells its people.  Did anyone who produced the EIS get out and actually look at the residential
 areas?  Did they watch the traffic backup on Indiantown Road or Tony Pena? They used a census from 2010. Do
 they even realize all the development that has occurred in Palm Beach Gardens, Jupiter, Tequesta, Stuart since
 then? 


I am sorry Mr. Winkle but I have LIVED here all my life. I am a Realtor and watched this town develop and have
 been a property owner.  I find many things in the report to be disturbing and not forthright!


1. Will not affect the values of residents or interfere.
     YES it will. Many homeowners are already placing their homes for sale because of the INCREASE in Train
 Traffic.  Going from 8-14 trains in 24 hours in a day to the additional 32 AAF during the day? .  The increase
 during the daylight /working hours. Who will be able to entertain in their properties without having to hear or see a
 train. Who will be able to watch TV without hearing a train?  The dirt that already is produced from the freight will
 be exceeded by a train rolling by at 100 miles an hour. Who wants to hear a train going by all day when they are in
 the comfort/sanctuary of their homes?   
One thing is hearing  once every " several hours" which it is presently or weekends hardly at all to Hearing it ALL
 day and night!  Big difference. AAF will run from 6am to 9PM.  32 trains!!! On top of freight.  


2.  There are more people living within 1000 feet of the report than what it suggests.  At 1000  feet the homes
 already rattle and one can hear the trains. At 500 feet or less which IS what most homes in the Northern County are
 developed around . Evergene is having a mass exodus as Is many other very nice family neighborhoods because of
 All Aboard Florida. Isles my neighborhood is concerned ,people in my neighborhood I am asking them to wait
 please. I don't want to see the bottom fall out. At one point there were twelve homes for sale. There were ZERO
 before the announcement was made about AAF.


  If you drive JUST along A1A in Palm Beach Gardens and Jupiter alone you will see homes immediately behind
 the tracks.  Lots and Lots of family upper middle and high end developments. Actually you will see them on both
 sides of the tracks.  There are no walls to mitigate the noise and the dust and pollution these trains produce.  I95 at
 least put up sound walls. AAF wants to do nothing. Big deal with the quiet zones. My taxes will go up thanks to
 that!


3. They say no affect on town tax dollars?   Houses and neighborhoods selling before the trains come because they
 can't live with the impact of the additional trains.  NO impact on tax dollars?   They are going down already
 because of it.  This project is NOT beneficial for the north county where wonderful family developments and
 businesses are. 


4. The traffic on Indiantown road, Donald Ross Road ( which by the way has a bridge too) , Tony Penna , Hood
 Road, Northlake, will be backed up for miles and held up because of the trains 54 times a day. They say no real
 impact. It took me with a short freight train one morning 15 minutes to make a left turn off of Indiantown road. 
 Between the railroad crossing arms going down, going back up and the lights... 15 minutes.  Please remember that
 was a "short"  very short train.  They are predicting 2 mile freights??? What is anyone thinking???? Then on top of
 that AAF...32 trains.  We will never leave the stop lights and crossings.  


5. Understand.. to get to the hospital, to the beach , to our homes, most of us MUST cross the tracks. AAF is not a
 good idea. This is over 166 miles that AAF will be covering that will see NO benefits.


6. Who north of WPB will drive 30 minutes Minimum, to get to the WPB train station to go back up to Orlando? 
 No ONE that I know. It takes me max 2.5 hours to get to orlando now and 1.5 hours to get to Miami. Why would I
 use the train.  A 30 minute drive, park my car, pay for parking and wait for a train??  Then when I get there... what
 do I do for a car???? I need my car to get around. Expensive to rent, take a taxi etc. This is not NYC with the
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 subways.   That makes no sense and it doesn't to anyone that I have spoken to in the North County.  


7. This will "CREATE" more traffic backlogs, more congestion north of WPB and will NOT take any traffic off our
 road. What it will do is create problems. Please look into this. It will not remove any cars from the road North Of
 West Palm Beach. Even the people in Orlando said if they were coming to Jupiter why would they get on a train to
 rent a car to drive back 30 minutes ?? This is just a ruse for freight. They want to take the money to use to upgrade
 the tracks and ruin our quality of life.


8. Financial repercussions to ALL homeowners in the North county with absolutely NO BENEFITS.  Our taxes will
 go up that we have to pay because our towns will have to pay for additional tracks they want to put down and the
 maintenance of the quiet zones and crossing arms.  Remember we have no stops and no benefits.


9. JOBS.  That is a joke. Who will they employ in northern palm beach county from our residents that is well versed
 in laying tracks? They will not employ any of our residents. If they do find a few it is only temporary.  No
 stations,no employees,no train business ,no jobs!


10. Bring in revenue???? Where to Miami and Ft.Lauderdale and Possibly WPB but to the Northern town? 
 Absolutely NOT!   We are anywhere from 30 minutes to an hour from the Main Station in WPB.  Why would
 people want to stop off in wpb rent a car to come to Stuart, PBG,,Jupiter, Tequesta hobe sound?   These people that
 do ,land at airport and rent a car.  They live at our beaches, at our restaurants and own seasonal properties here
 already.  This makes NO sense for Northern Palm Beach County. 


11.  Waterway and bridges and Boaters::::.  People who own property by the water do so ,so they can go boating. If
 they have to wait 30 minutes on the side of a bridge for the bridge to go up and down 54 times a day even 32 times
 a day they will boat elsewhere and move out of their homes they purchased because of waterway access.  I
 Personally KNOW a physician who has already contacted me in Jupiter because of this and is contemplating
 placing their home on the market.  They will not put up with this and are worried about their property value going
 down because of the water access.  


12. It will hurt the wildlife in Jonathan Dickinson state park. I see the wild life dead all the time already by the
 tracks on A1A.  They get hit by the trains. Can you imagine what a train going 80-110 miles an hour going to do
 going all day long?  


13. If a train derails in Northern Palm Beach County it will have two choices... derail in a family neighborhood or
 derail in heavy traffic .  Is that what FRA wants.  We are NOT a rural area. WE are a busy family area!


This project will not for north county  :


   1. Reduce cars on the Road
   2. Bring tourists to our area
   3. Bring added revenue
   4. Add jobs to our area
   5. Stop congested roadways
   6. Be beneficial in any way to our communities
   7. Expedite the trip to Miami or to Orlando 
   8. Help boaters or homeowners,businesses on the water.


What this project will do for North County
  1. Hurt Property Values
  2. Cause more congestion on Roads
  3. Hurt waterfront properties and businesses
  4. Hurt residential neighborhoods
  5. Impair quick responses from First Responders
  6. Cause families taking a loved one to the Emergency Room to be stuck at the tracks. INCREASE in probablity!
  7. Raise Taxes
  8. Reduce Property values therefore Reduce INCOME to the towns.







  9. Higher Risk of train DERAILMENT into residential areas!!!!
10. Boaters will not do business with anyone that has a fec bridge because of the wait times.
11. Outdoor restaurants will loose business because who wants to eat with a train going by evey few minutes??
 Spreading the dust/dirt that it DOES bring.
12. Encourage people to move out of the area.
13. People moved to north county to get out of the hustle and bustle of city life in Miami, Ft.Lauderdale etc. Moved
 away from NY because of this.. They want to ruin the quality of life. 
14. NOTHING GOOD will come of this for the north county except being collateral damage by a big New York
 firm who does not care for the quality of life of residents!!
15. Low income people in Riviera Beach,Lake Park will be affected since their homes and business back up to the
 tracks. Literally back up. 
16. Longer waits at crossings. They say one minute...Not Quite. The traffic needs to stop, and go again and they do
 not take in consideration traffic lights and the Bridges going up and down.  ONE Minute is a Public Relations
 Ploy!.  Makes it sound good but not what will go on in real life!. 
17.  Make North Palm Beach, Palm Beach Gardens, Jupiter, Tequesta, Hobe sound, Pt.St.Lucie,Stuart, Vero etc.
 Collateral damage. There are more towns in the 166 miles between WPB and Orlando that this project will hurt
 rather than help. 


Please ,Please look into this project. It is not a feasible project . Have them go West or not at all !!  CSX already said
 they would work with them. If they get this RRIF loan our quality of life will be ruined. I personally will be
 "forced" to move from what I thought was my  retirement home, I will be forced to loose money on a property that
 because of the increase in trains people are not wanting to even come look at.  They (AAF) say and have said
  publicly they "don't" need the RRIF loan to do what they want ,,,,,,so why use our tax dollars ???  This is not the
 train system that South Florida envisioned.   High Speed Rail along I95 is what we wanted. NOT this mess ,that
 will destroy our quality of life and pocket books. ,


As it stands now New Home Buyers are telling Realtors............No Where in close proximity to the proposed train
 tracks!   Never in 24 years had anyone stated that!  Why,,, because there is a difference in a few trains to Over 54
 trains a day, ohhhh and they want to add tri rail then  which will be over 74 Trains a day.  Talk about ever getting
 across the tracks or enjoying ones home.  It "WON'T happen. 


I hope you do what is in the best interest of the North County Residents and not in the best interest of BIG
 Business.  This WILL NOT BENEFIT us in any way ,shape or form.!!! 
Thank you,


-- 
Regards,


  Bertha  


Bertha B.Matics 
Realtor
Keller Williams Real Estate
(561)371-7607








From: Nancy Kelly
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NO CHOO CHOO
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 12:05:50 PM


NO!!!! I do not want these trains going thru my little town of Vero Beach. There is no benefit
 for Indian River County!!!  These trains are only to benefit wealthy tourists.  GO AWAY


Nancy Kelly
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From: Susan Burgess
To: john.winkle@dot.gov; Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov; Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil; David.Keys@noaa.gov;


 Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil; Allan.Nagy@faa.gov; James.Christian@dot.gov; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov;
 Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov; Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov; John_Wrublik@fws.gov; Charles_Kelso@fws.gov;
 CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov; BillNelson@senate.gov; Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com;
 Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov; GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com; MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov;
 AAF_Comments@vhb.com


Subject: DO NOT APPROVE DEIS FROM ALL ABOARD FLORIDA.
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 8:05:05 PM


I am writing to say I support every one of the statements below.
 
Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE
Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590


Re: All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f) Evaluation


Dear Mr. Winkle:


The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., a 501(c)(3) organization which has promoted a safe and healthy environment and the unique
 quality of life for Martin County residents for more than a decade, objects to the All Aboard Florida (AAF) high speed rail project as
 currently proposed and configured and submits comments with respect to the following categories evaluated in the Draft Environmental
 Impact Statement (DEIS): Communities and Demographics (Social and Economic Community Impacts), Economic Conditions,
 Environmental Justice, Navigation, Public Health & Safety, Threatened and Endangered Species, Wetlands and Water Resources.


Introduction


Martin County is located within the North-South Corridor (N-S Corridor) identified on Page 4-1 of the DEIS. The County is located
 approximately 40 miles north of West Palm Beach and has an estimated population of 151,263 based on 2013 U.S. Census Bureau
 projections.


Since there are no station stops planned between West Palm Beach and Orlando, Martin County residents will gain no benefits from 32
 new trains a day traveling at high speed through our community (along with an additional 12 to 14 freight trains). AAF will cause
 economic harm and create safety, environmental, noise, and navigation hazards that Martin County residents do not currently face.


The stated purpose of the Environmental Impact Statement is to “disclose the environmental consequences” of the proposed AAF project
 “and to inform decision-makers and the public of any reasonable alternatives that would avoid or minimize adverse impacts to the natural
 or human environment.” The Draft EIS that was drafted by consultants who were paid by AAF fails to serve this purpose. It contains
 inadequate, incomplete, and inaccurate information that must be supplemented and corrected before decision-makers and the public
 may fully evaluate the impacts of the proposed AAF project.


Communities and Demographics (Social and Economic Community Impacts)


AAF will have serious negative social and economic community impacts within Martin County.


Incredibly, the DEIS completely omits Martin County and two incorporated municipalities which are crossed by the project in its
 discussion of Communities and Demographics. (DEIS 4-103 through 4-105).


The City of Stuart, which is the County’s largest incorporated municipality (pop. est. 15,975) and is the County Seat for Martin County, is
 not mentioned in the DEIS report of impacts of the project on municipalities, although there are 10 at grade crossings in the city. The
 Town of Ocean Breeze, also an incorporated municipality within Martin County (pop. est. 463) which, like the City of Stuart, is literally
 bisected by the project, has also been omitted.


Many of the City’s cultural resources, including the historic Lyric Theater, which is listed on the National Register of Historic Places, and
 the Stuart Heritage Museum are within 100 feet of the FECR tracks.


Comments submitted by the City of Stuart and Martin County address these issues in detail.


The Guardians of Martin County question the viability of the DEIS evaluation of Communities and Demographics affected by the AAF
 project when the largest incorporated municipality in the County and, in fact, all of Martin County is glaringly absent from the examination
 of these issues. The omission of Martin County, the City of Stuart, and the Town of Ocean Breeze from the DEIS evaluation of
 Communities and Demographics raises serious concerns about the thoroughness and veracity of the entire proposed EIS.


Another glaringly false and absurd statement with respect to the impact of the project on communities is the assurance in the DEIS that
 AAF “would benefit elderly and handicapped individuals by providing a transportation option that will enhance mobility and livability in
 their communities.” (DEIS 5-135)
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Martin County has the highest percentage of elderly residents (28.9%) of any community within the N-S Corridor. Without any stops in
 Martin County, there is not a single “transportation option” provided by AAF to elderly and handicapped individuals. AAF not only fails to
 “enhance mobility and livability” in Martin County communities for elderly and handicapped residents, the project promises severe
 disruption to communities in which the elderly and handicapped reside and poses potential life-threatening risks.


Economic Conditions


Because the AAF project literally divides Martin County into two sections – that section east of the FECR tracks and that section west of
 the tracks – the project creates a severe threat to the economic survival of small businesses that rely on customers to cross the tracks
 for access.


Numerous small shops, restaurants, plants, groceries, and other business outlets are located adjacent to or near the FECR tracks. Fast
 and safe access across the tracks is not assured by the project, threatening the customer base of many of these small businesses,
 especially in the unincorporated areas of Port Salerno, Hobe Sound, Golden Gate and Jensen Beach and the incorporated municipality
 of Stuart, which encompasses the minority community of East Stuart.


Martin County has five “community redevelopment areas” (CRAs) which will be impacted by the project. None of the CRAs are identified
 or discussed in the DEIS. The Jensen Beach, Rio, Golden Gate, Port Salerno and Hobe Sound CRAs all are adjacent to or bisected by
 the FECR tracks. CRAs are statutorily created areas designed to eliminate blight, provide affordable housing, and generate economic
 development and stability within the communities where they are established. The DEIS fails to consider the project’s negative impacts
 to Martin County’s CRAs, such as the effect of lower property values caused by AAF on the Tax Increment Financing methodology that
 is used to finance and maintain CRA operations.


The economic benefits of the project touted by the DEIS are limited to temporary construction work in creating new infrastructure in
 Martin County.


The DEIS analysis that no job loss or neighborhood fragmentation will result from the project (DEIS S-17) is not borne out by the
 experience of small business owners and residents in the project area, especially those adjacent to or in close proximity to the FECR
 tracks.


Severe economic damage to existing small businesses will be long-lasting or permanent. It is likely some will not survive the onslaught of
 increased train traffic that will block access to their businesses and create hazardous conditions for their customers trying to cross the
 tracks.


Environmental Justice


The DEIS fails to identify, quantify, or describe minority and low-income populations in Martin County that are disproportionately impacted
 by the negative impacts of the AAF project.


The County’s minority and low-income populations are, as in many other communities, situated closest to the project and are frequently
 bisected by the FECR tracks.


The East Stuart community within the City of Stuart is historically African-American. East Stuart hosts two at grade crossings – at Florida
 Street and A1A (Dixie Highway) and at Decker and A1A. The tracks separate a densely populated residential area from the commercial
 area, and it is common for residents – especially children – to walk or ride their bikes across the tracks several times a day. One of the
 most beloved and utilized organizations within the East Stuart community, the Gertrude Walden Child Care Center, which provides
 services for low-income and minority parents and children, is located in the immediate vicinity of the project.


Similar situations exist in the Port Salerno, Hobe Sound and Golden Gate, where public schools, athletic fields, parks and youth centers
 such as the Boys and Girls’ Club are located in close proximity to the project. These communities have a high level of minority residents
 and businesses who are disproportionately impacted by the project, which does not directly impact the more affluent communities within
 the County which are not located as near the FECR tracks.


Among the negative effects of AAF on communities with higher percentages of low-income, minority, and elderly residents is the certainty
 that delay will be encountered by emergency vehicles crossing the FECR tracks to access emergency medical care.


Martin Memorial Medical Center, the largest medical care provider in Martin County (and also one of the largest employers in the
 County), has submitted comments objecting to the project noting that emergency responders throughout Martin County already “face a
 unique burden from existing freight traffic” on the “rail line [which] slices through the center of” the community.


Where the elderly and the very young live and congregate near the FECR tracks, the emergency access burden is of special concern and
 likely to result in tragic consequences. As the CEO of Martin Memorial Medical Center noted, even if delays caused by increased train
 traffic at crossings throughout the community are brief, “seconds can truly mean the difference between life and death.”


In low-income and minority communities, foot and bicycle traffic across the railroad tracks is common and presents additional
 disproportionate dangers to these residents.


Property values in lower-income areas are already depressed and will be further depressed by the proximity of the project. Noise and
 vibration from increased train traffic will disproportionately impact low-income and minority communities located closest to the FECR
 tracks.







Navigation


Numerous comments have been submitted regarding the serious negative impacts to navigation caused by the project and the failure of
 the DEIS to adequately and accurately address these concerns. The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., joins the marine industry, local
 governments, and boaters throughout the County in objecting to the project as it relates to navigation.


The information contained in the DEIS is indisputably inaccurate with respect to the number of vessels which pass through the St. Lucie
 River bridge. Comments submitted by Martin County include accurate counts of vessels passing through the bridge during the week and
 on weekends, reflecting more than twice as many vessels as the DEIS estimates.


Delays in allowing marine traffic to navigate through the St. Lucie River bridge opening will affect boater safety as well as property values
 for waterfront properties that lie to the west of the bridge. Commercial marinas and docks that require boaters to navigate through the
 bridge with longer and more frequent closures also will be severely impacted by the project.


Public Health & Safety


The DEIS fails to acknowledge that Fire Rescue and evacuation routes will be hampered by the project throughout Martin County.


Even in more affluent communities such as Jupiter Island and Sewall’s Point, there will be increased delays in the ability of emergency
 responders to reach the medical center located across the FECR tracks. Both the City of Stuart and Martin County, which contracts with
 other municipalities to provide fire rescue services, project serious increases in emergency response times due to increased train traffic
 and crossing closures.


Delays of as much as an additional 45 minutes are projected for evacuation in the event of an emergency at the St. Lucie Nuclear Power
 Plant on Hutchinson Island just north of Martin County. All evacuation routes are crossed by FECR tracks. In the event of other
 emergencies or weather events that require evacuation, increased train traffic will generate still more delays.


Pedestrian crossings which are frequently used throughout the County, especially in low-income and minority areas, will be even more
 dangerous with not only a higher number of trains on the tracks each day but increased speed of approaching trains. Pedestrians used
 to gauging the time available to cross the tracks based on the slower speed of freight trains will face significantly less crossing time with
 high-speed passenger trains approaching.


Threatened and Endangered Species


The DEIS discounts any impacts to threatened and endangered species and inaccurately states that no such species will be affected by
 the project.


The project passes through Jonathan Dickinson State Park (JDSP) in Martin County, which is the site of a number of resources which are
 not even mentioned in the DEIS. The Florida Division of Recreation and Parks (DRP) has submitted comments identifying species which
 will likely be impacted, such as perforated reindeer lichen ( Cladonia perforata ) located within the right-of-way and Curtiss’ milkweed (
 Asclepias curtissi).


The Division notes that the federally protected eastern indigo snake has habitat within the N-S Corridor that will be impacted, as well as
 the Florida scrub jay, gopher tortoise, gopher frog, and Florida mouse. The gopher frog is especially likely to cross back and forth across
 the tracks in the park to travel between scrub habitat and wetlands breeding grounds.


Expansion of the tracks through JDSP will impact Florida scrub jay habitat as well as gopher tortoise on site.


More frequent closings of the rail crossing within JDSP will have severe negative impacts since the park has only one public access road.
 Emergency vehicles, campers, and day visitors could be trapped in the western part of the park during closures.


The DPR has submitted extensive and detailed comments addressing these issues.


Wetlands and Water Resources


As with other environmental impacts, the DEIS minimizes damage to wetlands and water resources resulting from the proposed project.


Comments submitted by Martin County detail serious concerns, including potential impacts to the Northwest Fork of the Loxahatchee
 River, which is federally designated as a Wild and Scenic River. The DEIS brushes off such concerns, suggesting that the lack of
 proximity to the FECR tracks eliminates or minimizes them. The entire Loxahatchee River watershed is a significant ecological complex,
 however, that provides unique habitat for endangered, threatened and migratory birds that travel throughout the area, including within
 the right-of-way.


Overall impacts to wetlands throughout the project area have not been quantified or addressed by the DEIS, which discusses mitigation
 of these impacts without acknowledging Martin County’s special protections for all wetlands. Insufficient data is provided for an accurate
 evaluation of the project’s wetlands impacts.


Impacts to water resources are being considered by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers; however, the Corps has yet to schedule public
 hearings which have been requested by the Guardians of Martin County, Inc., as well as Martin County and other governmental
 agencies.


It is inevitable that impacts to manatee, protected seagrasses, and other marine life will be severe as a result of increased train traffic
 resulting in increased bridge closures producing more vessels queuing up to navigate through the bridge.







Conclusion


The DEIS failed to objectively and fairly evaluate the CSX Route Alternative (DEIS Figure 3.2-1), which would avoid most if not all of the
 negative impacts to Martin County residents and communities. The AAF-paid consultants simply rejected the CSX Route Alternative out-
of-hand, citing speculative issues such as “the risk that CSX would not be willing to enter into” a shared use agreement for existing
 infrastructure and unsupported conclusions such as the CSX Route Alternative poses “the highest potential adverse direct and indirect
 impacts to wetlands and protected species.” (DEIS 3-7)
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., strongly opposes the AAF project as proposed. The DEIS is replete with inaccurate, out-dated,
 speculative, and subjective material that appears to have been deliberately skewed by the drafters to support an unsustainable, critically
 flawed project.


The Guardians advocates consistency with the Martin County Comprehensive Growth Management Plan in all development throughout
 the County. The DEIS inaccurately states that the Plan was prepared by the Martin County “Division of Community Planning.” (DEIS 4-4)
 There is no such agency within Martin County government. The Plan was prepared by the Martin County Growth Management
 Department.


Please insist that the final EIS be delayed until supplemental and accurate information is provided that truly reflects the AAF project’s
 impacts on the population and communities along the projected route.


Sincerely,


Peter H. Conze, Jr., President
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc.
www.theguardiansofmartincounty.com
Prepared by Virginia P. Sherlock, Esq.
Counsel to The Guardians of Martin County, Inc.


Susan Burgess
5405 Citrus Ave.
Fort Pierce, FL 34982



http://www.theguardiansofmartincounty.com/






From: carlton doby
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NO MORE TRAIN TRAFFIC !!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 7:22:27 AM


NO MORE TRAINS !!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
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From: frank mccluskey
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: DO NOT FUND ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 9:15:43 AM


All Aboard Florida claims it will fill 32 trains a day from the Miami Airport to the Orlando
 Airport.  Business people will not take these as you have to go to the airport and pay parking. 
 Tourists will not take this because a different crowd arrives from Europe and South American
 to visit Miami than the Americans who arrive in Orlando to visit the theme parks.  Would
 theny then go to the airport to take a three hour train ride?  Commuters cannot take this
 because there are almost no stops.  


We live in Delray Beach.  The tracks go right through the center of our downtown.  This will
 destroy our town and our economy.  No one we know wants this. Please do not invest our tax
 dollars in this money losing propostion.


Our governor Rick Scott refused 2 billion in a federal grant to build high speed rail. He then
 hired a chief of staff who was a former exec connected with All Aboard Florida and now
 supports this effort after bypassing the funds because "high speed rail would not be
 profitable".   Please do not fund this crazy and unworkable project with our tax dollars. 


-- 
"Dr Frank" McCluskey
Author, Scholar and Gentleman Adventurer
Delray Beach, Florida.
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From: anthony Dorshall
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NO TO AAF LOAN
Date: Friday, November 28, 2014 1:18:01 PM


  John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E.
Room W38-31
Washington, D.C. 20590


Dear Mr. Winkle,


I strongly believe that A.A.F., a private endeavor, needs to remain totally private, not risking
 government money and/or subsidies.  The U.S. Government should not be in the business of
 gambling taxpayers money.


Trustworthy and honesty are very important factors in any business decision; I do not think A.A.F.
 and Micheal Reininger CEO are either.  Mr. Reininger certified on a loan application that there
 was no opposition to A.A.F.  It is obvious Mr. Reininger was not being truthful or honest in his
 application to the Florida Development Finance Corporation.


The A.A.F. project is attempting a 21 century high speed rail system built on 18th century
 resources.  The H.R.S. will necessitate more than 360 sealed corridors which will conflict with a
 conventional convenient means of conveyance.  The projected transportation of 9,500 customers
 will disrupt and risk the lives of millions who regularly traverse the tracks daily.


Furthermore should the U.S. Government be entangled in a situation where the Central Florida
 Expressway Authority which controls the 528 corridor bullies the owners of private property to
 fulfill an easement promise to A.A.F..?  


I question the ability of A.A.F. to assure reasonable maritime passage at the St. Lucie River RR
 Bridge crossing, as well as not congesting downtown Stuart intersections.  Where will the freight
 staging areas be located?  The St. Lucie RR Bridge is single-tracked and all train traffic will be
 funneled through this  
bottleneck.  I am aware there have been  many engineers, consultants, and others who have
 worked on this project.  Anomalies do occur as we have seen in recent high profile disasters.   It
 will be the residents who live in the impacted areas that will live with any and all errors, omissions
 and subsequent anomalies. 
Can we or can the government really trust and be confident with A.A.F. and Micheal Reininger?  I
 say NO.


Respectfully,
Arthur Deschane,
Stuart, Florida
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From: Alex.
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: DON"T GO WEST
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 5:44:16 PM


NOT in favor of moving tracks to the West.


Alex DeGennaro
Port St. Lucie
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From: lowryrlty@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: lowryrlty@aol.com
Subject: NO TO TRAINS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:18:29 AM


Mr. Paul Baumer
Office of Infrastructure Finance and Innovation
Office of the Secretary
U.S. Department of Transportation
W84-229
1200 New Jersey Avenue S.E.
Washington , DC 20590
Dear Mr. Baumer,
It has been reported that All Aboard Florida (AAF) has applied to issue $1.75 billion worth of Private
 Activity Bonds. I have questioned from the start the creditworthiness of this company and its parent
 company, Florida East Coast Industries. Earlier this summer AAF sold $405 million worth of bonds at
 junk bond ratings of 12-12.75%. It was reported in Reuters that the purchasers of these bonds simply
 purchased them as an equity play based on the collateral attached, not because of confidence in the
 feasibility of this project.
The AAF project will bring many negative impacts to the east coast of Florida. I do not believe this private
 company, ultimately owned by Fortress Investment Group, an equity and hedge fund manager whose
 stock has declined over 60% since its debut in 2007, should use our government as a conduit for funding
 in any way, shape, or form to finance this extremely risky project. I do not believe the taxpayers should
 be involved or forced to absorb the loss of funding that would normally come from income taxes paid if
 this private project were to seek "true" private funding.
I greatly question the feasibility of this project as South Florida already has two passenger rail systems,
 Amtrak and Tri-Rail, that together lose over $100,000,000 million per year. AAF now wants to add a third
 passenger rail system in the same market. This does not make sense.
As an American Taxpayer, I ask that you do not grant AAF the ability to issue Private Activity Bonds.
Yours Truly,
Wm Mike Lowry
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From: jctaylor1515@hotmail.com
To: john.winkle@dot.gov
Cc: floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: NO TRAIN!!
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 5:11:01 PM


Please don't let the high sped train come through our town.  Numerous negative impacts
will result on the local economy and environment.  I live by the tracks in Jensen Beach and
hear the train going by as I write this email.  I can only dread how many more times I will
hear it's disruptive rumbling.  It seems to be more efficient and effective to use the western
route.
Thank you for your time.


Jeremy Taylor
Realtor
Berkshire Hathaway HomeServices
2363 SE Ocean Blvd.
Stuart, FL. 34996
Office (772) 283-2800
Cell (772) 285-0003
jeremytaylor@bhhsfloridarealty.net
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From: SWC10@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NO TRAINS ON TREASURE COAST!
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:51:53 PM


TO PUT ON THE TRAINS ALONG THE TREASURE COST FROM ORLANDO TO
 MIAMI WILL BE A DISIASTER FOR THE QUALITY OF LIFE FOR WE CAME
 HERE BEACAUSE OF THE WONDERFUL QUALITY OF LIFE WE NOW HAVE.
 
THERE IS PLENTY OF SPACE WEST OF THE COAST TO RUN TRAINS
 WITHOUT DISTURBING THE DAILY LIVES OF ALL WHO LIVE NEAR THE
 COAST. LET THE 1%ERS FIND THE RESOURCES TO DO THAT..
 
S. CANE
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From: William Hudgins
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NO TRAINS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:58:12 PM


To Whom this may concern:
 
The purpose of this email is to officially go on the record regarding the All Aboard Florida rail plans to
 bring high-speed trains through Stuart and Hobe Sound.  I am completely against this project for the
 following reason:  it will be harmful to our way of life that we have come here for.  This particular town
 and region is quiet and slow-paced, and if we wanted it differently, we would have settled in a larger
 community like West Palm Beach.  The intersections of Monterey Road, Ocean Blvd, and Bridge Road
 with the railroad tracks cannot handle additional closures with the planned crossings, without causing
 traffic, delays, and more danger.      
 WE DO NOT WANT THIS!
 
I live in Palm City, and at night when it's quiet and our windows are open, we can hear the train horns
 from our house.  Please don't add more to this noise pollution.  What will it take for you to realize how
 many lives will be negatively influenced by your proposal of progress? 
 
Please count me as OPPOSED to this project!
 
Thank you,
 William Hudgins
Palm City
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From: jerryohio@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NO new trains on the Treasure Coast
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:13:44 PM


We live in the Treasure Coast of Florida.  I speaking for Vero Beach, Fort Pierce & Stuart to
 stop the ALL ABOARD FLORIDA  otherwise our life in Stuart will completely change.
 
Speaking personally, I cross the railroad in Stuart to go to:  shops, restaurants, hair dresser,
 hospital, doctors, lawyer, accountant,  Lyric Theatre, Court House & church to name a few. 
 With 30 or more trains speeding though Stuart, we will be sitting & waiting for the trains to
 pass.  Boaters will be on hold to get out to the Ocean.   These businesses will lose their clients
 and everyone will be late for appointments & business meetings.  If this train runs straight
 through Stuart, everyone here in Martin County will be affected.  Maybe they will move out
 of the area.  You are ruining our town!!  Jerry Felton, Martin County Resident
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From: Joyce Cecrle
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Saturday, October 11, 2014 8:23:45 AM


Sir:  I have been watching news reports, etc. concerning this rail service, and to me the use of
 Brevard County as a “go-through only” county is a dis-service to all persons living in Brevard
 County.  If the rail comes thru that county, then it should make stops and give the opportunity for
 Brevardians to utilize it like other persons.  I will vote against it every time if there are no planned
 stops in Brevard County.  It’s like using us as an outside doormat and not letting us in.  Your name,
 All Aboard Florida, should really mean that all Floridians have access, not just a chosen few.  J.
 Cecrle, Melbourne Florida
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From: jerryohio@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NO to ALL A BOARD FLORIDA in the Treasure Coast
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 8:42:30 AM


My mailing address is Stuart, FL.   I live & own property in North River Shores (on a canal) in
 Martin County, FL. This area is just over the Roosevelt Bridge in Stuart.     My name is Mary
 J. Felton, I go by Jerry.
 
Down town Stuart has become an active resort town for part time residents & for people who
 live here all year.
All Aboard FL trains will ruin our economy & pollute our environment.  HELP SAVE
 OUR COMMUNITY & COME UP WITH ANOTHER WAY TO RUN YOUR RAIL ROAD
 ! 
 
THANK  YOU.
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From: lsgraham590@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, October 12, 2014 5:22:45 PM


It is my understanding that the Panama Canal is or has been altered to accommodate
 larger ocean going vessels. It is also my understanding that the Port of Miami is
 planning to deepen the port to accommodate larger ocean going vessels. It
 seems logical that these changes will increase the transfer of commerce
 through these structures. In order to accommodate more commerce that would
 result it seems logical that the railroad would seek to enlarge their railway
 system to accommodate more commerce.
 
Isn't it a coincidence that at the same time there is a need for high speed
 railway passenger service between Miami and Orlando? I haven't been
 convinced that the high speed passenger service can become a profitable
 venture. Perhaps it is possible to improve the railway system to accommodate
 the  commercial transport at the same time providing tracks adapted adapted
 to accommodate high speed passenger trains.Then when the high speed
 passenger service is a non profitable venture it  could be discontinued but the
 railways could still be used for transportation of commerce. That way the cost
 could be attributed to the failed venture but the railways would have the
 improved railway to transport the commerce from the Port  of Miami.
 
If there is such a demand for rapid passenger transportation between Miami
 and Orlando that it  will be a profitable venture why not use modern means of
 transportation? Drone operated planes comes to mind as does magnetic
 elevated railway system. Have these been evaluated?
 
I am leery of projects that are shoved down our throat and a rapidly done deed
 before they are adequately evaluated. If the object is to provide better
 commercial rail transportation facilities it should be presented as such. If the
 object is to provide high speed rail passenger service it should be presented
 as such. To bring on or the other "through the back door" makes me view the
 proceedings with skepticism.
 
L. S. Graham
590 Cropss Creek Circle
Sebastian, Florida 32958
lsgraham@comcast.net
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From: Becky Partan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, October 13, 2014 9:12:50 AM


I am against All Aboard Florida.  I live in Sebastian, and I can see no benefits to me
 or my community, but a lot of disruptions, i.e. additional trains causing delays at
 crossings, a potentially deadly delay in ambulance and fire services because of the
 additional trains, etc.


Becky Partan
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From: Linda Lucas
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NO to All Aboard Florida Shame Train!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 9:08:24 AM


How can this be even considered for the Treasure Coast.  Our small town will be destroyed by this boondoggle.  Do
 we as citizens have no say to something so dangerous and environmentally destructive.  I am sure when a huge
 class action suit is filed when citizens can't even get to the hospital while waiting 32 times a day as passenger and of
 course freight trains pass it will get your attention, then it will be too late!
Linda Lucas
Vero Beach
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From: Jancy11@aol.com
To: John.Winkle@DOT.Gov
Cc: rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com; AAF_Comments@vhb.com; Bill@billnelson.senate.gov;


 Greg_Langowski@rubio.senate.gov; CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, October 5, 2014 2:39:10 PM


Dear Sir:
            I wish to make some comments on what has been said about AAF.
  


How many trains a day are too many? AAF and FECI say they can do whatever they want on the rail lines


 they own. But what mechanism is in place to protect the public from 32 trains increasing to who knows


 how many, 100, 200 passenger and freight trains running through the county?  This activity could virtually


 cut off the east from the west parts of town, impede emergency services and reduce commerce due to


 the relentless flow of trains. And will the rail cars move from passenger to the more lucrative and


 consistent freight when revenue falls short of expectations?  Passenger trains lose money!


The times AAF say of trains passing gates and bridges have to be adjusted to include the time before


 closure.  the road crossing gates close long before the train approaches.   I know the railroad bridge


 over the St Lucie River closes autocratically before each train about 8 minutes.  Also the highway bridge


 next to the railroad bridge will not open for boat traffic long before the railroad bridge spinals to close.  If


 you add these times to the times quoted in their proposal the boats will have only a few minutes an hour


 to pass.


This whole fast train business  should be west of the populated areas, not through coastal cities.


Please turn their application down.  It will save accidents and lives.


Yours truly,  Jack Sailer,  1111 SW 5th Terrace, Palm City, FL 34990 


 (Across the St Lucie River, in sight of the highway & railroad bridges)
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From: mapate3633@bellsouth.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NO to All Aboard Florida!!
Date: Sunday, November 9, 2014 11:27:28 AM


The inconvenience to simply run errands, attend meetings, get to appointments on time will
 be devastating.  The quality of life here in Stuart will definitely be negatively impacted, as well
 as our
property values.  Other concerns are emergency vehicles, people and animals that cross the
 tracks.
Many negatives - no positives!! NO TO AAF!!!


Ray and Marlene Pate
3730 SE Old St. Lucie Blvd
Stuart FL 34996


Sent from Windows Mail
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From: Janet Bucossi
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, October 6, 2014 3:11:47 PM


More trains running through busy communities will raise havoc when emergency vehicles and
 vehicular traffic need to pass.


Why not build new tracks west of I95 where there is less congestion.


Please consider the consequences of these actions on many communities along the densely
 populated eastern coast of Florida.


Thank you,
Jan Bucossi
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From: Cynthia Gurin
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NO to All Aboard Florida!
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 2:14:34 PM


(1) All Aboard "public" meetings which refuse to allow the public to speak and be heard.


(2) A so-called "Environmental Impact Study" paid for and prepared by contractors who work for FEC, which
 "report" reads like a P.R. piece, because that's exactly what it is.


(3) Press coverage which pretends 32 passenger trains a day will go so fast they won't disrupt vehicle or boat traffic,
 but deliberately fail to report on FEC's planned quadrupling of slow moving freight traffic, with trains up to two
 miles long. (I counted 153 freight cars at rush hour yesterday which backed up traffic for a full twenty minutes).


(4) Every so-called "governing" entity says they can look at the plan but they have no authorization to stop this
 nightmare from trashing our property values, or risking the lives and health of residents.


WELL, THEN... WHO **DOES** HAVE THE AUTHORIZATION TO SAY "NO"?


Sources: http://www.unitevoters.com/train-scam.htm


Dr. & Mrs Robert Gurin
3451 SE Court Drive
Stuart, FL 34997
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From: Ron Herman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, October 7, 2014 10:49:49 AM


Ron Herman
1260 SW Briarwood Drive
Port St. Lucie, FL 34986


772-871-6811
ronherman2@gmail.com


October 7, 2014


Subject: All Aboard Florida


Attention: Mr John Winkle


Copy: Congressman Patrick Murphy 


Gentlemen:


Why is this subject even being considered? Just the thought of this project is very 
disturbing to a vast majority of the people living on the Treasure Coast of Florida and many 
other communities along the east coast of Florida. Ask yourself, “What is the benefit, long 
or short term, to the people of the Treasure Coast and the surrounding areas? The only 
answer I have seen in any of the articles published is, “All Aboard Florida will be hiring 
many workers on the Treasure Coast and surrounding areas during the construction stage 
of this project.” Other than this the effects on the Treasure Coast and surrounding areas will
 be nothing more than a catastrophe. First and foremost, the delays this will cause at all the
 crossing, and especially in downtown Stuart, Ft. Pierce. Vero Beach and Cocoa Beach will 
not only back up traffic for miles, in season and out of season, but will affect the businesses
 and tourists beyond belief. 


Then, when your agency, Mr. Winkle, asked for an independant consultant to evaluate this 
proposal, the company hired was paid for by All Aboard Florida. How can this 500 plus 
page evaluation be anything but totally slanted toward All Aboard Florida? The other factor 
which must be considered is that the same company, controlling All Aboard Florida also 
owns the freight trains that travel these same tracks. So, they benefit at our expense, both 
ways.


Also, all of the unknowns, such as the noise factor, vibration factor, safety, and delay 
factors are all slanted in favor of All Aboard Florida. Ask yourself “why this is”? The only 
answer to this is to see who put this evaluation together, and who edited before you 
received it? Yes, you got it, All Aboard Florida!


I have been a resident of Saint Lucie County for over 13 years and have seen this county’s 
growth and the counties around us grow by double digits each and every year. This project 
would not only reverse this growth but in the foreseeable future people will be leaving the 
area because of the effects this project will cause the residents and the communities.
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I ask you to please reject this project, under the present circumstances, for the good of not 
only the people of the Treasure Coast of Florida but for Florida as a whole until an 
independent consultant is hired and puts together a document that is factual and unbiased. 
I believe when this is accomplished you and your agency will see no reason to continue 
 discussion on this project.


Best Regards,


Ron Herman








From: Jane Landrum
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NO to All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 6:24:45 PM


In regards to All Aboard Florida:
 
I am very much opposed to the railroad expansion in our area and throughout South Florida for
 these reasons:


·        The 32 trips a day through our community will disrupt access to businesses on the other side
 of the tracks for all of us.


·        The community will be divided economically such that people will change their shopping
 habits to stay on their side of the tracks to avoid very disruptive delays.


·        Most of the communities along the FEC railroad will experience a separation that forms an
 East and West commercial area, and most people will plan their errands to avoid a railroad
 crossing, thereby decreasing the business of commercial entities considered too time
 consuming to visit.


·        People will not be able to plan their travels around so many traffic disruptions.  Many will be
 late to businesses, county government activities, court dates (with penalties and case loses),
 sports events, and importantly for Floridians- delayed going to the beaches and river
 causeways.


·        The claim that the trains will only take a minute to clear crossings is impossible in the Stuart
 area- the trains have to slow down to 20 mph to cross the railroad bridge that crosses the
 St. Lucie River.


·        There are 28 railroad crossings in Martin County alone, 352 throughout the Treasure Coast. 
 That is way too many disruptions for a train that will bring no benefit to the entire area.


·        Closing/Opening the St. Lucie River railroad bridge is a time consuming process.  32 trains a
 day will delay boaters in a very irresponsible way.  The Code of Federal Regulations, 33 CFR
 512, states that “No bridge shall at any time reasonably obstruct the free navigation of any
 navigable waters of the U.S.”   Increasing the number of train trips in our county violates this
 regulation excessively.


 
The whole idea is irresponsible to our community and very disrespectful of our time.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane Landrum
2949 SW Cornell Ave.
Palm City, Fl 34990
Dick@LandrumSoftware.com
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From: Anne Bohmer
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, October 7, 2014 11:09:22 AM


Dear Mr. Winkle,


Being a new full time resident, living on the Treasure Coast, I understand that tourism is very important financially
 to the state of Florida. I am aware of the consequences suffered during the recession, and of the increase in growth
 recently as people are once again traveling to and investing in Florida. Why then would it be reasonable to subject
 these returning guests to traffic back up in every city on the Treasure Coast while residents and tourists alike sit in
 hot cars, or float in boats as we wait for one train after another to fly through towns with no benefit to any of us?


There are beautiful beaches all over the world, wonderful resorts, grand theme parks, and with the stress and
 frustration caused by multiple trains upsetting plans and destroying schedules, word will surely go out “Florida, if
 this is the way you treat your friends – no wonder you have so few.”


Please stop All Aboard Florida.


Best regards,


Anne Whitfield Böhmer


cc: Congressman Patrick Murphy
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From: Kathleen Casey-Kirschling
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NO to All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 3:39:09 PM


Please register opposition for my husband and I to the plans to allow passenger
 service under the All Aboard Florida program. It is in our opinion a sham using the
 passenger service as a smoke screen to make radical changes to the existing rail
 corridor only to benefit freight. If the railroad wants to be able to haul more freight
 with he coming Panama Canal modernization we believe that the highly populated
 and environmentally sensitive east coast is not the place for more freight trains. 


Passengers


As to passenger service why would anyone want to take a train from Miami to
 Orlando when it is far easier and more convenient to drive the FL Turnpike or take a
 bus!? Also most people from overseas would likely fly direct to either Miami or to
 Orlando as their primary destination. They would not likely fly into one of these ports
 of entry to then take a train to get to the other city. To get a great example of what
 the situation is today with US passenger service we need only look at the headlines -
 


Amtrak loses a ton of money each year. The passenger rail service needed $1.4
 billion in subsidies from Congress in 2012.(The Washington Post, Brad Plumer,
 March 1, 2013) And this has been the trend in that the 2007-2011 average annual
 subsidy of $1.432 billion. 


Looking at passenger rail and using Amtrak as the proxy for rail travel we can
 compare it to other modes. Rail itself is NOT a major travel mode. In fact,
 rail/Amtrak’s 22 miles per person in 2012 compares with more than 1,800 miles in air
 travel and 4,200 miles in intercity auto travel. As a result, Amtrak carries only about
 0.36 percent of intercity passenger travel in the U.S. That’s up from 1997, when it
 was 0.32 percent, but down from 1991, when it was 0.45 percent. Fluctuating
 between a third and a half percent does not make rail/Amtrak a “major travel mode.”
 If rail/Amtrak is a major travel mode, then intercity bus, which carries three times as
 many passenger miles as Amtrak, is as well. A more recent report from DePaul
 University’s Chaddick Institute found that bus travel is growing twice as fast as
 rail/Amtrak.


Intercity buses carry at least 50 percent more passenger miles than Amtrak in
 rail's/Amtrak’s showcase Northeast Corridor. They do so with almost no subsidies
 and at fares that are about a third of Amtrak’s regular train fares and little more than
 10 percent of Amtrak’s high-speed Acela fares. Intercity buses are safe and
 environmentally friendly, suffering almost 80 percent fewer fatalities per billion
 passenger miles than Amtrak and using 60 percent less energy per passenger mile



mailto:kck0101@hotmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment





 than rail/Amtrak. Buses should be considered as an alternative before investing in
 passenger trains. Finally, FL is in the process of upgrading and widening the I 95
 corridor.


Freight


If the All Aboard Florida plan is about freight, as is suspected, then that freight should
 not be forced onto the highly populated and environmentally critical areas along
 Florida's eastern seaboard. A more desired long term plan should use the Florida
 Turnpike corridor due to the reduced population and environment impacts. Based on
 our growing knowledge of the health effects of toxic diesel-fueled vehicle emissions,
 these Florida east coast communities are at increased risk of respiratory problems,
 cancer and even death from increased rail and truck freight along the proposed
 plan's corridor.


Florida should consider what was done in California for freight. The Alameda Corridor
 is a 20-mile-long rail cargo expressway linking the ports of Long Beach and Los
 Angeles to the transcontinental rail network near downtown Los Angeles. It is a
 series of bridges, underpasses, overpasses and street improvements that separate
 freight trains from street traffic and passenger trains, facilitating a more efficient
 transportation network. That same planning applied to the Port of Miami would get
 the rail freight out of the metro area and into the western edge of the populated
 coastal area. From there the plan to follow the Florida Turnpike would be a long term
 benefit to population, rail, highways, environment and health.


California's Project Need
International trade accounts for one of every 15 jobs in the Southern California region,
 according to the Los Angeles County Economic Development Corporation. The ports
 of Long Beach and Los Angeles are the two busiest container ports in the country
 and, together, in 2011 were the eighth busiest port complex in the world. The ports
 handled more than $300 billion in cargo in 2011. In the early 1980's it was
 recognized that the rail network serving the ports was not sufficient to accommodate
 rapidly increasing cargo volumes. As a result, the Alameda Corridor consolidated
 four low-speed branch rail lines, eliminating conflicts at more than 200 at-grade
 crossings, providing a high-speed freight expressway, and minimizing the impact on
 communities.


California's Project Benefits


More efficient freight rail movements
Reduced traffic congestion by eliminating at-grade crossings
Improvements to the adjacent Alameda Street
Multiple community beautification projects
Less train emissions
Reduced vehicle delays and emissions at railroad crossings







Less train noise due to trench


Thanks for your consideration


Kathy  and Patrick Kirschling


############################################################








From: Janet
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Trains
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:05:56 PM


I am very much against the All Aboard Florida trains coming through Stuart, FL.  I live in a
 small, peaceful community and wish to keep it that way.  If an emergency occurred at my
 home, I would have to cross the tracks to get to the nearest hospital and time would be of
 the essence.  Waiting on a train would delay getting treatment.  These trains are not a
 good fit for our community.  I do not want these trains coming through Stuart, FL.  Please
 stop All Aboard Florida now!
 
Janet J. Carson 
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From: Alison Gallagher
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, October 7, 2014 12:51:48 PM


Mr. Winkle,
My husband and I have lived in the downtown Stuart area since 1985. We have owned a marine
 construction company, a restaurant and now a graphics company all here in Stuart. The additional
 congestion to be created by the additional trains “slowly” traversing the downtown tracks over the
 water will create traffic backups that will, in time, cause a traffic accident not to mention when a car
 stops on the tracks because he or she will not be familiar with Stuart RR crossings. EMS will not be
 able to get to the hospital  with the additional closures. We live on the east side of the tracks and
 travel daily the routes to be affected. With the additional traffic during winter season, I do not see
 how our current RR crossings will be able to handle additional closures.  We hope you request an
 unbiased impact of the areas to be affected.  
 
Kevin and Alison Gallagher
444 SE Robalo Ct.
Stuart, Florida 34996
772-260-0837
work 772-287-0000
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From: :
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NO to All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 7:23:23 PM


I'm am against All Aboard Florida.  Having dozens of trains a day halting traffic, creating noise and getting
 in the way of medical professionals and emergency vehicles going to hospitals that are west of the tracks
 cannot be a good thing. We are losing the feel of this wonderful small town that  I moved to  26 years
 ago. In all of my years here I never found it necessary to take a train and I cannot believe that there will
 be passengers filling the seats of these trains.


Jean Hellquist P.A.
Broker/Associate
Keller Williams Realty
4455 Military Trail
Jupiter, FL 33458
(561) 628-3265
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From: david systrom
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Trains
Date: Sunday, October 12, 2014 12:59:24 PM


Our community of Port Salerno Florida will be seriously and negatively impacted by 32 additional trains holding up
 traffic 32  times a day with an appalling amount of  noise from clattering wheels and horns .. . Our community has a
 hospital, nursing homes and assisted living facilities near the tracks and many homes whose residents treasure their
 r tranquility.. How anyone with a conscience can consider destroying our way of life is reprehensible.


Cynthia Systrom


Port Salerno, Fl
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From: Ld Schneider
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 7:01:44 AM


1.6 BILLION on another rail boondoggle – I think not.  If this is such a good idea and
 there will be lots of riders that will repay any investment needed then private
 enterprise can fund it, NOT taxpayer money.  Of course they could not raise one and
 a half billion in private capital for such a foolish idea but it appears the Federal
 Government is OK with funding yet another Solyndra or other ridiculous experiment
 in rail transit that won’t work and the taxpayer will take it in the ear (again!).
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From: Dick Landrum
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NO to All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 6:22:55 PM


In regards to All Aboard Florida:
 
I am very much opposed to the railroad expansion in our area and throughout South Florida for
 these reasons:


·        The 32 trips a day through our community will disrupt access to businesses on the other side
 of the tracks for all of us.


·        The community will be divided economically such that people will change their shopping
 habits to stay on their side of the tracks to avoid very disruptive delays.


·        Most of the communities along the FEC railroad will experience a separation that forms an
 East and West commercial area, and most people will plan their errands to avoid a railroad
 crossing, thereby decreasing the business of commercial entities considered too time
 consuming to visit.


·        People will not be able to plan their travels around so many traffic disruptions.  Many will be
 late to businesses, county government activities, court dates (with penalties and case loses),
 sports events, and importantly for Floridians- delayed going to the beaches and river
 causeways.


·        The claim that the trains will only take a minute to clear crossings is impossible in the Stuart
 area- the trains have to slow down to 20 mph to cross the railroad bridge that crosses the
 St. Lucie River.


·        There are 28 railroad crossings in Martin County alone, 352 throughout the Treasure Coast. 
 That is way too many disruptions for a train that will bring no benefit to the entire area.


·        Closing/Opening the St. Lucie River railroad bridge is a time consuming process.  32 trains a
 day will delay boaters in a very irresponsible way.  The Code of Federal Regulations, 33 CFR
 512, states that “No bridge shall at any time reasonably obstruct the free navigation of any
 navigable waters of the U.S.”   Increasing the number of train trips in our county violates this
 regulation excessively.


 
The whole idea is irresponsible to our community and very disrespectful of our time.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dick Landrum
2949 SW Cornell Ave.
Palm City, Fl 34990
772-287-4930
Dick@LandrumSoftware.com
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From: Elizabeth T Bright
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Treasue Coast & Trains
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:55:28 AM


The AAF trains and the repercussions of the 32 passenger trains daily going through the Treasure Coast will bring
 an end to the lifestyles of all who live there- This cannot happen-
and this is just the beginning as the Panama Canal is widened and Miami Harbor is dredged to deepen for the cargo
 ships from the East, the freight trains will be added to the AAF tracks -
Why aren't the train tracks in the middle of the state perfect for your needs, disturbing no one and a more efficient
 and direct route for trains from Miami to Orlando-
Lisa Bright
lbarton4@me.com
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From: Theodore W Seweloh
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, October 13, 2014 5:44:36 PM


Mr. John Winkle- Federal Rail Road Administration.


My wife and I are residents of the east coast Florida community of Vero Beach. We live on the
 barrier island, about a mile from the rail line. The line is lightly used now with just a few, slow
 moving freight trains. While the trains are long, about 100 cars, they are tolerated due to the
 infrequent schedule. However, the line cuts through the heart of Vero Beach with homes and
 businesses backing up to the railroad. When the train comes through, fire, police and hospital
 facilities are cut off from large parts of the community. I won't even comment on risking $1.5
 billion of federal "loans" for such a project.


We are adamantly opposed to the All Aboard Florida project due to the impact of noise, vibration
 and stoppage of the roads thirty two times a day. Beyond the inconvenience are the risks of
 ambulance delays, plus the delays of police and fire response.
The noise and vibration of high speed trains passing by businesses and homes would be costly to
 property values.


There is not one positive argument that has been presented. This is a project that makes no
 sense and shouldn't see the light of day.


Theodore W. and Emilie Kay Seweloh
seweloh@ameritech.net
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From: Rachel
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NO to All Abroad Florida Plans
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 11:21:05 AM


The plan for these high speed trains to transit the City of Sebastian would destroy our quality of life
 and potentially endanger our access to emergency services. It is even more egregious that they are
 seeking to utilize tax dollars to destroy our quality of life.  Adding insult to injury, the extremely
 expensive version will not even be stopping on the Treasure Coast, thereby further punishing the
 residents for the benefit of South Florida and Orlando.
 
I am ADAMENTLY OPPOSED to this project.
 
Rachel Cannon
Sebastian, FL
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From: Fogarty, Nicole
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Treasure Coast Delegation joint letter regarding All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, October 14, 2014 2:24:23 PM
Attachments: List of Concerns for AAF.pdf


TC Delegation Letter Regarding AAF.pdf


Please see attachment.  Thank you.
 
_______________________________________________________________________________________


Nicole L. Fogarty  ●  Chief Legislative Aide ●  Representative Gayle Harrell  ●  House District 83
(772) 871-7660  ●  Fax:  (772) 871-7662  ● 751 SE Port St. Lucie Blvd ●  Port St. Lucie, FL 34984
 
(850) 717-5083  ●  214 House Office Building  ●  402 S. Monroe Street  ●  Tallahassee, FL 32309


 
Florida has a very broad public records law.  Most written communication to or from state officials regarding state business are
 considered to be public record and will be made available to the public and the media upon request.  Your email message may,
 therefore, be subject to public disclosure.
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Public Health  



According to the DEIS, “the project would have an overall beneficial effect on public health, 



safety and security in the rail corridor.”   



 



We believe this is to be inaccurate regarding the Treasure Coast. 



 Fifty two closures a day will have significant negative impact on emergency vehicles, 



patients and on-call physicians traveling to our communities’ hospitals. For patients being 



transported by ground or water for cardiac, stroke, neurological, OB, or respiratory 



problems even slight delays in accessing critical services can result in adverse patient 



outcomes and possibly death. 



 There is only one track through downtown Stuart and the plan does not envision the 



construction of a second track thus eliminating the coordination of simultaneous train 



crossing to reduce the number of street closures.   



 The railroad bridge was constructed in 1894 and frequently takes up to 20 minutes to 



close.  Trains coming from the south must wait for the closure of the bridge to transverse 



it.  This blocks traffic coming from the east to access Martin Memorial Hospital North.   



 Fifty two closures  a day of these roads will make it very difficult for patients living east 



of the railroad track to access the services of Martin Memorial Hospital North 



 



Safety and Traffic Operations 



 



According to the DEIS, there are 78 grade crossings on the Treasure Coast. Road closures and 



traffic delays along major roads will have a significant impact on the following roads: 



 



Indian River County 



 Oslo Road at U.S. 1 



 Oslo Road at Old Dixie Highway 



 East and westbound State Road 60, known as the Twin Pairs 



St. Lucie County 



 Seaway Drive at Florida East Coast Railroad 



 Seaway Drive at U.S. 1 



 North Causeway Bridge at Old Dixie Highway 



Martin County 



 Southeast Indian Street at Florida East Coast Railroad 



 Southeast Dixie Highway at Southeast Indian Street 



 East Monterey Road at Florida East Coast Railroad 



 Monterey Road at Southeast Dixie Highway 



 



 



 











According to the DEIS the addition of 32 passenger trains per day would create “some 



degradation” in the level of service at grade crossings.   



We feel that this is a significant understatement of the impact.  



 With more than three trains per hour at some locations, a significant percentage of those 



hours would operate under unacceptable levels of service.  This only addresses the 



addition of 32 passenger trains per day and does not include the anticipated increase in the 



number and length of freight trains. 



 The worst stretches of delays would grow from 2½ minutes to 7½ minutes each peak hour 



at Oslo Road in Indian River County; from 2 to 6½ minutes at the eastbound and 



westbound State Road 60 crossings in Vero Beach; and from 2 to 5½ minutes at the Indian 



Street/Dixie Highway crossing in Stuart. Peak-hour traffic, which now grinds to a 



standstill 4 minutes of every hour, would hit gridlock for 11½ minutes of every hour.  



 Traffic delays for motorists headed east to the barrier island on Seaway Drive and the 



railroad tracks in Fort Pierce would nearly triple.   



 Currently, freight trains can tie up northbound U.S. 1 traffic at least a city block back from 



Seaway Drive, leaving drivers sitting several minutes in the right lane, waiting for the train 



to pass.  



 There is only one track through downtown Stuart and the plan does not envision the 



construction of a second track thus eliminating the coordination of simultaneous train 



crossing to reduce the number of street closures.   



 The railroad bridge was constructed in 1894 and frequently takes up to 20 minutes to 



close.  Trains coming from the south must wait for the closure of the bridge to transverse 



it.   



 Most of the other crossings studied also showed anticipated increases in wait times. 



Economic impact 



We have great concerns about the impact of AAF on the economy of the Treasure Coast.  



 Marine industries: The railroad bridge over the St. Lucie River in Martin County was 



built in 1894 and has a very low clearance.  Most boats of any size or with a fishing tower 



cannot pass under a closed bridge.  On a routine day the bridge is down approximately 5-



10 minutes for each train traveling through down town Stuart.  The impact on the local 



marine economy in Martin County will be devastating.   



 Local businesses and restaurants: AAF tracks run through the heart of the downtown 



sections of Stuart and Ft. Pierce where many restaurants and business establishments are 



located.  Fifty road closures of road going into the cities will make it difficult to citizens 



to enter the downtown area and have a significant negative impact on the business and 



tourist establishments. 



  



Fiscal impact 



It is clear from the DEIS that a significant portion of the financial resources needed to provide 



the  upgrades of infrastructure necessary to provide passenger rail service  will not be coming 



from private sources, but will be paid for by a $1.6 billion federal loan.   



 We have grave concerns that AAF will not have the ability to repay a $1.6 billion federal 



loan given the questionable estimated ridership.   











  It is also evident from testimony of local cities and counties that there will be an addition 



fiscal impact imposed on the citizens of the Treasure Coast. 



 There are a total of 352 rail crossings including 78 grade crossings on the Treasure Coast.  



Local governments may be required to bear the construction and maintenance costs of 



upgraded railroad crossings and the costs of installing and maintaining any quiet zones.  



 AAF is creating unfunded mandates for cities and counties including the cost of crossing 



upgrades, quiet zones and increased leases.   



 



Environmental Impact 



The reports states, “the project has the potential to adversely affect land use, transportation 



(particularly traffic at-grade crossings), noise and vibration, water resources, wetlands and 



floodplains, biological communities, and protected species.” 



 



We agree with this statement. However, the report does not address the necessary mitigation 



measures required to reduce the potential adverse effects.   



 The project as proposed would significantly impact the Treasure Coast’s endangered 



environment, including our rivers and the Indian River Lagoon.  The state and local 



county governments have spent billions on efforts to restore them and have great concern 



about the impact of 52 trains per day crossing these waterways.   



 There are also many endangered species living in Jonathan Dickinson State Park which 



would be impacted.  



 The Treasure Coast would not experience the projected air quality improvements and 



energy consumption improvements since there will be no stops of AAF along the 



Treasure Coast.   



 



Quality of Life Impact 



The DEIS stated that this project would “benefit elderly and handicapped individuals by 



providing a transportation option that will enhance mobility and livability in their communities,” 



This is not true for the Treasure Coast.   



 There will be no local access to the services provided by AAF.   



 Riders will have to provide their own transportation to West Palm Beach in order to 



access AAF’s services.   



 













                                                                                                 



 



 



Treasure coast Legislative Delegation 
 



 



751 SE Port St. Lucie Blvd. 



Port St. Lucie, FL 34984 



(772) 871-7660 



FAX: (772) 871-7662 



 



 



Rep. Debbie Mayfield 



Chair 



 



Rep. gayle harrell 



Vice-Chair 



 



 



Senators 



Denise grimsley 



District 21 



 



Joe Negron 



District 32 



 



Thad Altman 



District 16 



 



 



Representatives 



Gayle Harrell 



District 83 



 



Larry Lee, Jr. 



District 84 



 



MaryLynn Magar 



District 82 



 



Debbie Mayfield 



District 54 



 



Cary Pigman 



District 55 



 



John Winkle, Director 



Federal Railway Administration 



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



Washington, D.C. 20590 



Via email: AAF_comments@vhb.com 



  



Re: Draft Environmental Impact Statement on All Aboard Florida 



 



Dear Sir: 



 



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



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



service between Miami and Orlando is to disclose all environmental 



effects associated with the project whether they are beneficial or adverse 



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



combined comments of the undersigned Members of the Legislative 



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



County.   



  



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



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



Treasure Coast as they have expressed them to us individually or 



corporately through their elected bodies in Resolutions passed by Martin, 



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



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



 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



 



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



modification of bridges by AAF will also significantly increase the 



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



great concerns about the anticipated increase in the number and length of 
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freight trains that will pass through our communities.  The DEIS estimates that the number of 



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



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



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



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



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



 



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



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



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



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



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



Lauderdale or West Palm Beach to Orlando to use AAF.   



 



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



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



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



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



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



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



 



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



 



Sincerely,  



 



 



 



  



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



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



 



 



 



 



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



Martin County Delegation     St. Lucie County Delegation 



 



 



 



 



 



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



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



 



 



  













From: Andy Michaels
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; Drmika@aol.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, October 14, 2014 8:43:46 AM


To whom it may concern:
 
I'm a Realtor, a boater and a Palm City, Fl. resident who lives west of the railroad
 bridge which crosses the St Lucie River in downtown Stuart, Fl.
 
Current bridge delays can approach 45 minutes on occasion and typically 25 minutes.
 The addition of 32 trains a day to the current schedule will have a serious affect on
 boaters, who must pass under this bridge to access the St. Lucie inlet. This is due
 largely to the fact that the 120 year old bridge does not function at any speed.
 It takes a long time to open and close. Now add 3 additional trains per hour. It's
 unacceptable.
 
We have already seen a panic among Palm City homeowners who worry property
 values will be jeopardized by these trains. 
 
Downtown Stuart restaurants with outdoor seating will also feel the affect. These high
 speed trains traveling in excess of 55 mph through downtown, moving  through a
 heavily trafficked area with seating less than 100 yards away.  No very conducive to
 outdoor dining.
 
This train could be a fine idea, just not through the cities on the Treasure Coast. It
 needs to be moved inland on tracks already available and away from population
 centers.
 
Thank you,
Andrew Michaels
1629 SW Albatross Way
Palm City, Fl. 34990
. 
 
Andy Michaels
The Glenn Schmidt Team
Remax of Stuart
 
729 S. Federal Highway
Stuart, Fl. 34994
 
Cell: 772-521-4663
Direct Line: 772-288-1163
Fax: 772-288-1113
 
amicha3299@aol.com
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From: Mike Busha
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: John.winkle@dot.gov; pmerritt@tcrpc.org; Peter O"Bryan; "Milligan, Lauren"
Subject: Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council Comments on All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact


 Statement
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 3:40:00 PM
Attachments: 9_AAF_DEIS(Final).pdf


Please find attached Council’s comments on the Draft Environmental Impact
 Statement for the All Aboard Florida project. These comments were approved by the
 Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council at its November 21, 2014 meeting.
 
The report and attachments are being forwarded to you via email.  Additional
 correspondence and resolutions from local governments, agencies, and elected
 officials related to the AAF project are included as supplemental material on
 Council’s website at:
 
http://www.tcrpc.org/council_meetings/2014/NOV14/NOVAgenda.html
 
 
We will also forward to you via overnight delivery a CD containing all of these files.
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this Draft Environmental Impact
 Statement. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact us.
 
 
Michael J. Busha, AICP
Executive Director
Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council
421 SW Camden Avenue
Stuart, FL  34994
(772) 221-4060
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mailto:pobryan@ircgov.com

mailto:Lauren.Milligan@dep.state.fl.us

http://www.tcrpc.org/council_meetings/2014/NOV14/NOVAgenda.html
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Review of  
All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
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Introduction 
 
All Aboard Florida LLC (AAF), a private corporation subsidiary of Florida East Coast Industries 
(FECI), is proposing to construct and operate high-speed intercity express passenger rail service 
between Miami and Orlando. The project presents the potential for substantial rail improvements 
in the region as well as significant regional impacts related to transportation; land use; the 
natural, physical, and social environment; and the economy.  In 2012, the company announced 
the project and submitted an application to the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) for a loan 
through the Railroad Rehabilitation and Improvement Financing (RRIF) program. Approval by 
the FRA requires an analysis under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The project 
is being developed in two phases, with Phase I from Miami to West Palm Beach, and Phase II 
from West Palm Beach to Orlando. AAF secured approval of an Environmental Assessment 
(EA) for the Phase I portion, and the second phase requires completion of an Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) process. Following scoping meetings in May 2014, a Draft EIS (DEIS) 
was published on September 19, 2014 for review by the public, with comments due to the FRA 
by December 3, 2014. The purpose of this agenda item is to provide a sufficiency review of the 
DEIS and provide Council the opportunity transmit comments to be considered by the FRA in 
the development of the Final EIS for the project. 
 
Project Summary 
 
In April 2012, FECI announced its intent to construct and operate a new, high-speed intercity 
express passenger rail service between Orlando and Miami, with intermediate stops in Fort 
Lauderdale and West Palm Beach. Developed by a subsidiary corporation, AAF, which is also 
the project’s name, is proposed to operate on the Florida East Coast (FEC) rail corridor from 
Miami to Cocoa, and along State Road 528 from Cocoa to Orlando. The proposed passenger 
service would include sixteen daily round-trip trains, totaling 32 additional trains on the corridor 
beginning in 2016. The FEC rail corridor would carry the new passenger train service as well as 
continued freight service, which is estimated to be 20 trains per day in 2016 and projected to 
grow at 3 percent annually thereafter. The project components include the installation of a 
second track from Miami to Cocoa within the FEC rail corridor; the installation of a new track 
along SR 528; the construction of four passenger rail stations and a vehicle maintenance facility; 
improvements to bridges; technology and communications infrastructure; and modifications to 
grade crossings. Although the rail corridor was originally constructed to accommodate both 
passenger and freight service, the corridor has carried only freight since 1968, triggering the need 
for extensive safety improvements to comply with modern railroad regulations.  
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In 2012, AAF applied for $1.6 billion loan through the RRIF program. Prior to awarding a loan, 
the FRA is required through NEPA to conduct an analysis of the potential environmental impacts 
resulting from the proposed Project. AAF proposes to implement the Project through a phased 
approach. Phase I would provide passenger rail service on the FEC rail corridor from West Palm 
Beach to Miami section (approximately 66.5 miles), including stations in Miami, Fort 
Lauderdale, and West Palm Beach. Phase II would extend service from West Palm Beach to 
Cocoa on the FEC rail corridor (approximately 129 miles), then west to Orlando along SR 528 
(approximately 34 miles) (Exhibit1). 
 
AAF has obtained private financing for Phase I and is proceeding to implement Phase I. Phase I 
was reviewed through an EA in 2012, and FRA issued a Finding of No Significant Impact 
(FONSI) in 2013. Consequently, the DEIS is not intended to evaluate impacts exclusively from 
Phase I. The DEIS focuses on the Phase II portion of the project, from West Palm Beach to 
Cocoa, which is referred to as the N-S Corridor, as well as the Cocoa to Orlando portion. In 
addition, because AAF operations would cover the full corridor from Orlando to Miami, the 
DEIS analyzes the cumulative effects of completing both phases of the Project. Council’s review 
of the DEIS is focused on the analysis of issues within or relevant to the Treasure Coast Region. 
 
Analysis  
 
Land Use 
 
The FEC rail corridor through the region is generally a 100-wide corridor that was established in 
the early 1900s, with a history of continuous rail service since its inception. The corridor initially 
carried both passenger and freight service. However, the FEC has carried only freight since 
1968. The corridor runs the entire length of Florida’s east coast, from Duval County to Miami-
Dade County, including Palm Beach, Martin, St. Lucie, and Indian River counties. The N-S 
Corridor, which is the focus of the DEIS, traverses the following municipalities and locally 
designated community redevelopment agency (CRA) districts: 
 



 Palm Beach County:  City of West Palm Beach, City of Riviera Beach, Town of Lake 
Park, Village of North Palm Beach, City of Palm Beach Gardens, Town of Jupiter, and 
the Village of Tequesta. 



 Martin County:  City of Stuart as well as the Hobe Sound CRA, Port Salerno CRA, 
Golden Gate CRA, Rio CRA, Jensen Beach CRA 



 St. Lucie County:  City of Port St. Lucie, City of Fort Pierce, Town of St. Lucie Village 
 Indian River County:  City of Vero Beach, City of Sebastian 



 
Land uses along the corridor are varied, including residential, commercial, industrial, 
institutional, recreational, public, and preservation, with varying intensities and densities. 
Higher-density, higher-intensity land uses exist within urban central business districts; however, 
much of the corridor is characterized by lower-density, smaller-scale nodes of existing or 
planned development. The corridor also includes a string of historic downtowns, most of which 
were developed around historic train stations.  In addition, substantial portions of the corridor 
traverse federal and state preserves, such as Jonathan Dickinson State Park and the Savannahs 
State Preserves in the northern portion of the region.   
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The DEIS indicates reviews have been conducted of the comprehensive land use plans in the 
four counties and the City of West Palm Beach Downtown Master Plan, concluding the N-S 
Corridor is consistent with these plans. The general project concept and proposed station location 
in West Palm Beach appear to advance the relevant policy directives in the Palm Beach County 
comprehensive plan and City of West Palm Beach Master Plan. However, the policies in the 
other three county comprehensive plans provide support for passenger rail service that provides 
service to these counties. Given the estimated travel times from the three northern counties to the 
proposed stations in West Palm Beach and Orlando, and further considering the end-to-end travel 
times to Fort Lauderdale or Miami, it seems unlikely residents in the three northern counties 
would utilize the AAF service. Further, the DEIS indicates additional stations along the N-S 
Corridor were not considered as they would increase travel time between Orlando and Miami of 
an unacceptable duration. Therefore, without the access, mobility, and economic benefits 
provided by stations, the DEIS conclusions regarding the comprehensive plans in Martin, St. 
Lucie, and Indian River counties appear inaccurate and are not substantiated by the data provided 
in the report.  
 
Impacts in City of Stuart. As indicated in the DEIS, the St. Lucie River Bridge is proposed to 
remain a single-track bridge. Historic downtown Stuart is located immediately south of the 
bridge, and the economic vitality of this redevelopment district is contingent upon the 
availability of public parking located in FEC right-of-way.  Council is aware of on-going 
discussions between AAF and the City of Stuart regarding the installation of a second track south 
of the bridge, which would require the removal of more than 100 parking spaces, which would 
substantially impact this community.  Latest discussions with AAF representatives indicate the 
project will not require the installation of a second track for several blocks south of the bridge, 
which would enable the city to retain the necessary parking.  A second track appears unnecessary 
in this location as the bridge is proposed to remain a single-track.  This issues does not appear to 
be addressed in the DEIS, and more specific data is necessary to resolve this issue. 



 
Impacts in St. Lucie Village.  The Town of St. Lucie Village is a community established in the 
1850s that predates the establishment of the FEC rail corridor.  Council is aware of early plans to 
install three tracks through the village, one of which would be utilized as a “storage track” for 
freight trains.  The storage of a train through the heart of the village would impact several grade 
crossings, essentially eliminating all access for village residents and creating a safety hazard for 
emergency response.  AAF representatives have indicated the storage track location has been 
moved to avoid impacts in St. Lucie Village; however, this data does not appear to be included in 
the DEIS, and more specific data is necessary to resolve this issue. 
 
Corridor Buffering Treatments:  Given the physical characteristics of the FEC rail corridor and 
railroad operations, many communities have invested public dollars in landscape and 
beautification treatment in the rail right-of-way to reduce noise, vibration, and visual obtrusion 
on communities and neighborhoods.  In addition to planted materials, there is substantial native 
vegetation along the corridor that provides further buffering of negative impacts.  These 
improvements also provide a safety enhancement for pedestrians, as landscape materials act as 
barriers to pedestrian access into the corridor.  It appears that AAF’s planned double-tracking 
will require removal of substantial quantities of landscape material, both native and planted, 
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which will present significant impacts on communities visually and economically.  Measures 
should be considered to enable local governments to beautify the corridor without bearing 
additional easement lease costs for these improvements to reduce project impacts.   
 



 
Recommendations:   
 The final EIS should include a consistency analysis of all relevant comprehensive 



plans and community redevelopment agency plans.  Mitigation measures or other 
alternatives should be established and analyzed to resolve inconsistencies or 
conflicts with local plans.  



 The final EIS should include a new alternative that would provide Martin, St. Lucie, 
and Indian River counties with some level of direct scheduled access to the AAF 
service, including intermittent or “skip-stop” service, to offset project impacts, more 
fairly distribute project benefits, and increase consistency with local government 
comprehensive plans.   



 The final EIS should include data to confirm the maintenance of a single-track 
through Historic Downtown Stuart and maintenance of public parking in FEC 
right-of-way. 



 The final EIS should include data to confirm the location of the storage track 
outside the boundaries of St. Lucie Village such that egress and emergency response 
to Village residents can be maintained.  



 The final EIS should include measures to enable local governments to install 
landscaping and hardscape improvements to enhance pedestrian safety and beautify 
the FEC corridor at the lowest possible cost to the public and without the financial 
burden of easement lease costs.  
 



Transportation 
 
Roadway Network & Grade Crossings 



 
Regional Roadway Network. The AAF project will affect both the regional roadway network as 
well as local roads, especially in the eastern portion of the region. At the regional scale, the 
affected roadways include Interstate 95 (I-95) and Florida’s Turnpike. Data provided in the DEIS 
indicate the applicable segments of these roadways meet or exceed the level-of-service (LOS) 
standard according to the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT), generally ranging from 
LOS B-C. One segment of I-95 is indicated to operate at LOS D, for which the DEIS notes that 
FDOT has determined LOS D is acceptable for highway systems inside urbanized areas. The 
DEIS contains sufficient information to address impacts to the regional roadway network. 
   
Local Roadway Network. For the local roadway network, the project impacts are more 
significant. The DEIS states by the 2016, the AAF project will add 32 daily passenger trains to a 
forecasted 20 daily freight trains, totaling 52 trains per day operating on the corridor. As 
indicated in the DEIS, there are a total of 159 grade crossings in the N-S Corridor, with 104 
grade crossings located in the region as follows: 
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Table 4.1.2-3 Summary of At-grade Crossings by County Within the N-S Corridor 



County Length of Corridor 
(miles) 



Number of At-grade 
Crossings 



Indian River  21     30 
St. Lucie  22 21 
Martin  26 27 
Palm Beach  18 26 



Total for Treasure Coast Region 87 104 
Brevard  42 55 



Total for N-S Corridor 129 159 
Source: AAF. 2013c. FECR Grade Crossing Estimate Spreadsheet. Received via email from Alex 
Gonzalez on March 7, 2013. 



 
The DEIS includes an analysis of only ten grade crossings, two per county, for the 129-mile N-S 
Corridor. Utilizing 2019 as the model year, the DEIS indicates the typical at-grade crossings 
would close an average of 54 times per day (approximately three times per hour). As presented 
in Appendix 3.3-C, Transportation and Railroad Crossing Analysis of September 2013, the 
anticipated maximum roadway closures for the project area would range from 1.7 minutes for 
passenger trains to 5.7 minutes for freight, with hourly closures ranging from 6.6 to 7.1 minutes 
per hour. Relevant data from the Appendix 3.3-C is presented in Table 4.2 below. 
 



 
 
Impact of Bridges on Roadway Network. The N-S Corridor crosses a substantial number of 
navigable and non-navigable waterways with a total of thirteen bridges. Two bridges are 
movable bridges that are proposed for rehabilitation, including the Loxahatchee River railroad 
bridge, which is proposed to become a double-track bridge, and the St. Lucie River railroad 
bridge, which is proposed to remain a single-track bridge. According to the DEIS, the project 
will introduce technology improvements, such as Positive Train Control, along with centralized 
dispatch of both passenger and freight trains to allow train movements to be synchronized. As a 
result, the DEIS indicates at least 10 of the 20 future freight trains will cross bridges either 
concurrently or sequentially with passenger trains. Both north and south of the movable bridges, 
the rail corridor contains substantial track curvatures, which will require trains to reduce speeds. 
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The DEIS indicates the average freight trains speeds through Palm Beach and Martin counties to 
be approximately 40 and 37 MPH, respectively, while passenger trains speeds are projected to 
average roughly 75 and 77 MPH, respectively. However, given the track curvatures, bridge 
transitions, and passenger/freight sequencing, the average train speeds would be significantly 
reduced to accommodate safe bridge crossings at the Loxahatchee River and St. Lucie River 
bridges. Slower-speed trains in these locations will substantially impact grade crossings and 
roadway network functions in the vicinity of these two bridges, with greater impacts at the St. 
Lucie River Bridge due to its proposed single-track configuration.  
 
While the AAF passenger trains are estimated to be roughly 1000 feet in length, the DEIS 
indicates the average freight train length to be approximately 8,510 feet.  The DEIS indicates 
freight demand will increase by 3 percent annually after the inception of AAF service in 2016, 
with freight forecasts indicating longer freight trains as inbound freight increases to southern 
seaports over time.  As a result, the combined passenger and freight impacts in the immediate 
roadway network proximate to the movable bridges would extend north and south approximately 
two miles.  Multiple trains slowing to accomplish a sequential or concurrent drawbridge crossing 
would be expected to cause longer delays for nearby grade crossings. For the Loxahatchee River 
Bridge, these disproportionately affected grade crossings would include Toney Penna Drive, 
Indiantown Road, and Center Street to the south and East Riverside Drive, Tequesta Drive, and 
County Line Road. At the St. Lucie River Bridge, the affected grade crossings would include 
Joan Jefferson Way, Colorado Avenue/SR 76, Martin Luther King, Jr. Boulevard, East Florida 
Street, and Monterey Road, and to the north, NW Fern Street and NE Dixie Highway. As the 
DEIS indicates roughly half the future freight trains would be sequenced with passenger trains to 
allow simultaneous crossings, this result would be at least ten times per day, an entire set of 
grade crossings would likely be closed at once by a single 8000+ foot freight train.  This impact 
is projected to increase over time.  These conditions do not appear to be analyzed as part of the 
roadway impact analysis in the DEIS.  
 



Roadway Network Analysis Deficiencies. Several data and methodological concerns are noted 
regarding roadway network analysis as follows:   
 



(1) The DEIS utilizes 2011 Annual Average Daily Volume for the traffic impact analysis; 
however, current year traffic data is readily available from FDOT and local 
governments and would increase the accuracy of the DEIS.  
 



(2) The traffic impact methodology does not appear to consider grade crossings most 
relevant for emergency access to hospitals and other critical infrastructure along the 
corridor. Emergency response times could be severely impeded by the increased 
number of rail trips as indicated in the DEIS.  



 
(3) There are disproportionate impacts on the roadway network in the vicinity of the two 



movable bridges at the Loxahatchee River and St. Lucie River. Additional analysis is 
needed with consideration of slower train speeds approaching and departing bridges, 
multiple trains crossing bridges either concurrently or sequentially, and impacts on 
the surrounding grade crossings.  
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(4) The DEIS grade crossing sample of only two grade crossings per county is too narrow 
and does not accurately capture the varied conditions of the local roadway network. 
Given the urban development pattern along the N-S Corridor, there is a fine-grained 
street grid both east and west of the rail corridor. Throughout the region, Dixie 
Highway and US1/Federal Highway run generally parallel to the rail corridor, with 
frequent east/west higher volume roadways that include intersections on both sides of 
the rail corridor. As a result, vehicles stopped at rail grade crossings cause vehicle 
back-ups that extend across the rail corridor. In addition, the close proximity between 
the rail corridor and adjacent roadways causes longer vehicles and vehicles with 
trailers to be stopped at a red light while a portion of a single vehicle remains across 
the rail corridor. 



 
(5) The DEIS assumes the project will capture 7.2 percent of the long distance market 



share (from Miami to Orlando) and 5.6 percent of the short distance market share, 
forecasting 69 percent of riders will shift from automobile travel, thereby diverting 
approximately 336,000 vehicle trips in 2016. Given the geography of the N-S 
Corridor, it appears this vehicular shift would occur in the counties with stations, 
while the geography and default travel times would not compel ridership from 
Martin, St. Lucie, or Indian River counties. The roadway impact delays from the 
project, however, including grade crossing delays and bridge-related delays, would be 
considerable in these non-station counties. Therefore, those portions of the corridor 
without stations would experience greater vehicular delays without gaining benefits 
of access, resulting in secondary impacts from the project. Additional analysis is 
needed to understand the magnitude of vehicular reductions versus vehicular delays. 



Recommendation: 
 An updated traffic impact analysis should be conducted that utilizes current year 



traffic counts and a substantially expanded sample of grade crossings. The analysis 
should consider high-volume roadways, grade crossings proximate to the 
Loxahatchee River and St. Lucie River railroad bridges, emergency access routes, 
roadway intersections near grade crossings that are directly affected by grade 
crossing closures, and vehicular delays caused by grade crossing closures, including 
all potential mitigation measures. Additionally, costs to local governments need to 
be identified for intersection, roadway, and water management improvements 
needed to cure traffic and traffic safety impacts on the local and regional roadway 
network created by increased grade crossing closures. 
 



Pre-Emption. FRA conducted diagnostic field reviews from February through July of 2014 to 
evaluate grade crossings and identify necessary safety infrastructure to accommodate the AAF 
project. In the FRA’s On-Site Engineering Field Report, Part 2, the issue of highway traffic 
signal pre-emption was raised as a safety concern relevant to the local roadway network. The 
proper traffic signal interconnections are necessary to provide sufficient time to permit a vehicle 
or pedestrian to clear the path of an approaching train. The report recommends that due to the 
inclusion of additional tracks, increase in train speeds, station stops and restarts from sidings 
within approaches to traffic signal interconnected grade crossings, a thorough evaluation should 
be conducted of the preemption needs to determine the appropriate form of preemption (either 
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simultaneous or advanced preemption) to be required at each grade crossing location along the 
entire AAF service route (Miami through Cocoa). 
 



Recommendation: 
 The final EIS should include an analysis of pre-emption at grade crossings and 



include relevant improvements and their costs as part of the project. 
 



Connector Road at West Palm Beach Station.  The project proposes to construct a station in 
downtown West Palm Beach, which will require the closure of two downtown streets – Datura 
Street and Evernia Street – to accommodate a 1000-foot train platform. Closure of these two 
streets creates substantial impacts upon vehicular circulation in the vicinity of the station, with 
projected levels of service falling below acceptable thresholds. Traffic analyses evaluating this 
roadway network failure indicate the installation of an access road along Rosemary Avenue can 
provide mitigation for these impacts and enable the roadway network to function at acceptable 
levels.  
 



Recommendation: 
 The final EIS should include a requirement for the installation of a connector road 



between Clematis and Evernia at the West Palm Beach station to reduce roadway 
network impacts. 



Marine Navigation 
 
As noted above, the N-S Corridor traverses a number of navigable waterways and includes two 
movable bridges at the Loxahatchee River and St. Lucie River. Project impacts on these two 
bridges are significant, and data in the DEIS indicates the bridges could be closed to marine 
navigation 300 percent more than current conditions, which could create significant economic, 
recreational, and access impacts in the region.  
 
Loxahatchee River Bridge:  Located in the Town of Jupiter and adjacent to the Village of 
Tequesta, the Loxahatchee River railroad bridge crosses the Loxahatchee River approximately 
1.3 miles west of the Jupiter Inlet, adjacent to the Atlantic Intracoastal Waterway. The 
Loxahatchee River includes roughly twelve miles of navigable coastline in Palm Beach and 
Martin counties. Land uses along the waterway are predominately residential, cultural, 
recreational, and preservation, including highly popular recreational destinations such as 
sandbars and Jonathan Dickinson State Park.  
 
The DEIS indicates there are seven marinas with more than 500 slips along with four boat ramps 
within close proximity to the bridge. Upstream from the bridge, the DEIS indicates there are 
more than 1,200 private and residential docks. Boating data in the DEIS suggests boating activity 
at the Loxahatchee River Bridge is predominately recreational. The DEIS indicates an average of 
108 vessels per day transit the bridge Monday-Friday and 271 per day on weekends, with more 
than 500 on peak weekend days, and up to 14 commercial vessels per day. However, local counts 
provided by the Jupiter Inlet District (JID) indicate average boating traffic is higher, counting 
roughly 500 boats/weekend day during daylight hours from January through September 2014 
(Exhibit 2).  
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The bridge has a vertical clearance of four feet, which means virtually no boats can cross the 
bridge when it is closed, and a narrow horizontal clearance of 40 feet. According to the USCG 
Drawbridge Operation Regulations (33 CFR 111.299), the drawbridge is presumed to be 
normally in the fully open position and lowered for freight train passage. Per the DEIS, under 
2013 conditions, 14 freight trains cross the bridge daily, with average closure times of 19 
minutes apiece. The average total weekday closure time is suggested to be approximately 3.6 
hours/day on weekdays and 2.6 hours/day on weekends. The bridge currently includes a single 
railroad track which would be expanded to a double-track with the AAF project.  



 
St. Lucie River Bridge:  Located in the City of Stuart, the St. Lucie River Railroad Bridge is 
drawbridge crossing the St. Lucie River (and Okeechobee Waterway) approximately 5.9 miles 
from the St. Lucie Inlet. The St. Lucie River extends upstream, north, south, and west, with 
nearly 40 miles of navigable coastline in Martin and St. Lucie counties. Approximately six miles 
southwest of the bridge, the South Fork of the St. Lucie River connects to the St. Lucie Canal/C-
44, which provides a 90-mile navigable route through Lake Okeechobee to Fort Myers.  
 
Land uses along the St. Lucie River are mixed, including residential, retail/commercial, office, 
hotel, industrial, recreational, and preserve. The bridge also provides access to designated 
community redevelopment areas in Old Palm City and Indiantown, where a recent state 
Enterprise Zone designation was secured to support marine commercial activity. The DEIS 
suggests there are fifteen marinas along the St. Lucie River, and a review of aerial photos 
indicates there are approximately 2,000 private docks along the coastline. The DEIS indicates the 
boating activity is mostly recreational, with an average of 102 vessels/day crossing the bridge on 
weekdays and 315 vessels/day on weekends, with as a daily weekend high of 413 vessels/day, 
and up to 21 commercial vessels per day. Martin County’s boater counts indicate a higher level 
of activity, with average daily traffic of 235 boats/day and 450 boats/day on peak weekends 
(Exhibit 3). 
 
The St. Lucie River railroad bridge has a vertical clearance of seven feet, enabling only enable 
smaller recreational vessels to cross when the drawbridge is down, and a horizontal clearance of 
50 feet. Similar to the Loxahatchee River railroad bridge, the relevant U.S. Coast Guard (USCG) 
Drawbridge Operation Regulations (33 CFR 111.317) also indicate the drawbridge normally in 
the fully open position and lowered for freight train passage. Under 2013 conditions, the DEIS 
indicates 14 freight trains cross the bridge daily, with average closure times of 21 minutes each. 
The average total weekday closure time is suggested to be approximately four hours/day on 
weekdays and nearly three hours/day on weekends. The DEIS indicates the St. Lucie River 
Railroad Bridge would be rehabilitated and remain a single-track bridge.   



 
Freight Demand:  The DEIS indicates current freight demand to be 14-17 freight trains per day, 
which are forecast to grow to 20 trains per day by 2016, increasing 3 percent annually thereafter. 
Given the average closure times per freight train, with average travel speeds of 32-36 MPH in 
Palm Beach and Martin Counties, the DEIS indicates freight demand alone could result in the 
Loxahatchee River Bridge closing 5.8 hours/weekday on average and 3.6 hours/weekend day 
average by 2016. For the St. Lucie River Bridge, the DEIS projects total average daily bridge 
closures of 6.6 hours/weekday and 3.6 hours/weekend day by 2016.  
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Passenger Demand:  The AAF project proposes to introduce 32 daily trains on the corridor. 
Combining the projected freight and potential passenger rail demand for the corridor, the DEIS 
indicates an average operation of 52 total daily trains in year one (2016) of the combined service 
program, with projected freight increases of 3 percent annually. The cumulative impact of the 
projected freight and passenger rail services would cause additional navigational delays due to 
the increase in bridge closings.  



 
 For the Loxahatchee River bridge, the DEIS assumes that project improvements will 



enable up to ten freight trains to routinely cross the Loxahatchee River bridge 
simultaneously with passenger trains and that average time/closure would fall from 19 
minutes today to 12 minutes per closure in 2016. Accordingly, given proposed project 
improvements, such as double-tracking the bridge, and the noted assumptions, the DEIS 
suggests the average daily bridge closure for the Loxahatchee River bridge would 
increase to 8.6 hours/weekday and 7.2 hours/weekend day (see Table 5.1.3-2 below).  
 



 For the St. Lucie River bridge, the DEIS continues to assume up to ten freight trains will 
routinely cross with passenger trains on the single-track bridge and that average 
time/closure would fall from 21 minutes today to 15 minutes in 2016. Given these 
assumptions and project improvements, the DEIS suggests the average daily bridge 
closure for the St. Lucie River bridge would increase to 9.8 hours/weekday and 7.6 
hours/weekend day (see Table 5.1.3-2 below). 
 



 
 



According to the DEIS, the additional bridge closures would result in delays for recreational and 
commercial mariners at both bridges. The percentage of total boaters experiencing delays after 
the AAF project is operational is anticipated to increase from 14 percent to 42 percent of all 
vessels at the St. Lucie River Bridge and from 25 percent to 42 percent at the Loxahatchee River 
Bridge. The DEIS indicates the average queue length for boaters would be 10 vessels or fewer. 
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However, given the higher boating activity counts provided by JID and Martin County, it would 
appear the number of boats queuing at bridges would be considerably greater, which could create 
navigational hazards for vessels awaiting bridge openings.  The data and analysis provided in the 
DEIS appears inaccurate given the updated boater counts.  The U.S. Coast Guard has initiated a 
marine navigational survey to assess public concerns regarding navigational constraints at the 
movable bridges, including consideration of modifications to the Code of Federal Regulations 
regarding bridge operations. These data should also be considered in an updated marine 
navigational survey.  In conjunction with the U.S. Coast Guard, a revised navigational survey 
should be provided as part of the final EIS that distributes both boating and rail activity across a 
24-hour spectrum to more accurately identify impacts.  This survey should also consider 
modifications to bridge regulations to reduce impacts to navigation. 
 
Bridge Safety:  The two movable bridges date back to the 1920s, and substantial concerns have 
been raised regarding their safety and structural integrity.  Despite requests from local 
governments, no bridge safety or inspection reports have been made available for review 
regarding these concerns.  With cooperation from the FECI, independent bridge inspections 
should be conducted to confirm the continued safety and structural integrity of the bridges to 
accommodate the proposed increase in operations. 
 



Recommendation: 
 In coordination with the U.S. Coast Guard, an updated marine navigational study 



should be conducted utilizing more accurate data related to boater traffic, marina 
locations, numbers of slips, and boater access and addressing safety issues from the 
queuing of boats awaiting bridge openings.  This survey should evaluate the 
distribution of boating activity and railroad bridge closures across a twenty-four 
spectrum to more accurately evaluate impacts on navigation.  The study should also 
consider the findings of the ongoing U.S. Coast Guard marine navigational survey 
and appropriate modifications to the Code of Federal Regulations to reduce impacts 
on navigation. 



 Independent bridge inspections should be conducted for the Loxahatchee and St. 
Lucie River railroad bridges to determine their safety and structural integrity. 
 



Navigational Mitigation Measures:  The DEIS indicates the project proposes several mitigation 
measures, including the establishment of a set schedule for the down times of the bridges for 
passenger rail service, a publicly-accessible bridge closure schedule with anticipated crossing 
times, notification signals and signage at each bridge to indicate pending bridge closures, 
coordination plans between AAF and local authorities for peak vessel travel times, and a 
coordination plan between AAF and the USCG to raise awareness within the boating 
community. These measures are insufficient to offset the impacts on navigation from the project.  
Both bridges were constructed in the 1920s, and substantial rehabilitation of bridge mechanics 
could increase the speed and predictability of bridge operations.  Increasing the vertical and 
horizontal clearance at both bridge apertures (i.e., the space between the pilings as well as 
between the surface of the water and base of the bridge when closed) would allow multiple boats 
to pass while the bridges are open as well as allow increased passage while the bridges are 
closed.  The DEIS considers the utilization of alternate corridors, such as the CSX, Interstate 95, 
and Florida Turnpike, for the operation of passenger rail service.  These corridors should also be 
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considered for the relocation of freight traffic,  as well as a reduction in total passenger trains, 
especially during peak boating hours, to further reduce impacts to navigation.   
 



Recommendations: 
 The final EIS should consider physical improvements to create taller, wider bridge 



apertures at the Loxahatchee and St. Lucie river bridges to enable bi-directional 
traffic, access for more vessels when the bridge is closed, and mechanical 
improvements to improve the efficiency, timing, and predictability of bridge 
closings.   



 The final EIS should consider an alternative with reduced service on the N-S 
Corridor, including the relocation of freight traffic onto other rail corridors such as 
the CSX, especially during peak boating hours.   
 



Taylor Creek Bridge. The DEIS indicates the Taylor Creek Bridge will be rehabilitated as part of 
the project. Taylor Creek is located just north of the City of Fort Pierce, within an area that 
contains a substantial number of census tracts meeting environmental justice thresholds. The city 
has an adopted redevelopment program that includes Taylor Creek as a key point of access for 
the low-income neighborhoods to the west to access coastal destinations; however, the Taylor 
Creek railroad bridge is an impediment to access. Upstream of the bridge, there are considerable 
opportunities for economic development and job creation. To mitigate navigational impacts 
otherwise created by the project, the Taylor Creek bridge could be rehabilitated with a greater 
vertical clearance. This improvement would also offer mitigation for the project’s environmental 
justice impacts in this area as well.  
 



Recommendation: 
 The project should include improvements to Taylor Creek Bridge to increase its 



vertical clearance. 
 
Transit Systems 



 
The DEIS describes the relationship between AAF and existing local and regional transit 
services.  Local transit operators are noted, along with intercity motorbus service, Amtrak, and 
Tri-Rail, which provides commuter rail service on the CSX rail corridor through Miami-Dade, 
Broward, and Palm Beach counties. The DEIS fails to address the impact of additional grade 
crossing closures and roadway network delays on the operation of local transit.  This impact will 
especially affect transit-dependent populations along  the corridor.   
 
For more than a decade, Tri-Rail has been working with FDOT, local governments, and 
metropolitan planning organizations for an extension of Tri-Rail onto the FEC rail corridor. 
Referred to as the “Tri-Rail Coastal Link,” service plans include additional commuter rail service 
operating between Jupiter and Miami, with rail interconnections in West Palm Beach, Pompano, 
and Miami.  Tri-Rail service represents a significant public investment and provides critical 
mobility within the region.  AAF representatives have indicated AAF stations are being designed 
to accommodate future Tri-Rail service; however, this data is not provided in the DEIS.  Terms 
of access must also be established to enable Tri-Rail service to operate on the FEC rail corridor, 
but there is no reference in the DEIS regarding this need. 
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Recommendations: 
 The final EIS should include an analysis of the operation of Tri-Rail service on the 



FEC rail corridor, a requirement to establish reasonable access to the corridor for 
Tri-Rail service, and clarification that AAF stations are designed to accommodate 
future Tri-Rail service in the most efficient manner and at the lowest cost to the 
public.  



 The final EIS should include an analysis of impacts on local transit service caused 
by grade crossing and other delays in the local roadway network.   



 
Bicycle and Pedestrian Circulation  
 
The DEIS evaluates impacts on the roadway, aviation, rail, and transit services; however, the 
evaluation of impacts on the local roadway network fails to address the multi-modal 
characteristics of the system. The FEC rail corridor traverses a highly developed urban corridor 
with a linear pattern of historic downtown communities. The DEIS indicates the population of 
the 117 census tracts within the project study areas is approximately 535,000. The corridor 
contains a high proportion of persons at or below the poverty level. The DEIS indicates that 
within the N-S Corridor alone, there are more than 23 census tracts with concentrations of low-
income persons. The corridor population tends to include a higher proportion of persons without 
access to personal vehicles, with greater needs for safe bicycle and pedestrian access. 
Improvements within the N-S Corridor will include the installation of a second track, and with 
the higher speeds, FRA staff has indicated fencing will be required as pedestrian activity is 
extensive.  
 
Although not addressed in DEIS, AAF LLC has indicated to local governments and the Florida 
Department of Transportation that it would bear the costs of all grade crossing safety 
improvements required for the construction of the project. In addition to vehicular 
improvements, given the low-income, transportation disadvantaged populations that line the 
corridor, the project’s safety improvements should also include the installation of 
bicycle/pedestrian infrastructure to accommodate safe egress across the corridor and mitigate 
project impacts. In addition, there are many locations where grade crossings are more than one 
mile apart, with expansive residential development between crossings.  There is substantial 
evidence of pedestrian activity crossing the rail corridor between the grade crossings in the form 
of informal well-used trails. This long-standing access provides these low-income populations 
access to jobs, school, food, medical care, and emergency services. FRA staff has also indicated 
the requirement of barrier fencing along the corridor to prevent pedestrian access, which will 
harm the ability of these populations to access basic needs (Exhibit 4). Accordingly, impacts on 
these low-income neighborhoods should be further mitigated with the installation of pedestrian 
grade crossings in locations of known pedestrian activity where vehicular grade crossings are 
more than one mile apart.  
 
As a linear transportation corridor that connects historic communities, the FEC Rail Corridor has 
long been identified for the installation of a multi-use pathway for non-motorized users.  As a 
“rail-with-trail,” this improvement is identified in the plans of local governments as well as the 
metropolitan/transportation planning organizations in the region.  The inclusion of a multi-use 
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pathway in the FEC right-of-way would allow safe bicycle/pedestrian access within and between 
corridor communities, further diverting automobile trips from the roadway network, thereby 
reducing carbon emissions, and enhancing access for transit-dependent and low-income 
populations along the corridor.   
 



Recommendations: 
 The final EIS should include a requirement for the installation bicycle/pedestrian 



infrastructure, including gates, lights, and crossing arms, at all grade crossings as 
part of the project’s safety improvements.  In addition, the final EIS should include 
the installation of pedestrian grade crossings in locations of known pedestrian 
activity where grade crossings are more than one mile apart. 



 The final EIS should include a requirement for fencing in areas of known pedestrian 
activity to channelize pedestrian traffic into formal pedestrian crossings. 



 The final EIS should include a requirement for the establishment of a multi-use 
pathway along the N-S Corridor.  
 



Public Safety 
 
The introduction of 32 high-speed trains, coupled with increasing freight traffic on the FEC rail 
corridor, poses significant impacts on public safety. There are substantial concerns regarding the 
roadway impact analysis presented in the DEIS, which relied upon a limited sample of ten grade 
crossings among five counties to evaluate roadway impact. The close proximity of multiple high-
volume roadway intersections in the vicinity of grade crossings could have adverse effects on 
emergency response by fire rescue, ambulance, and police first responder vehicles. These 
impacts are compounded near movable bridges, where the crossing of multiple trains, either 
concurrently or sequentially, could result in up to a half-dozen grade crossings closed 
simultaneously by 8000+ foot freight trains. Consequently, both direct and alternate routes to 
hospitals and other critical infrastructure could be blocked, resulting in significantly impeded 
emergency response times.  
 
The DEIS indicates a real-time communication system for first responders to access train 
schedules and potential delays will be available; however, no specific data or detail was 
provided.  The DEIS also indicates the availability of an electronic system of notification or 
access for first responders for locating train schedule and en route activity. Access to real time 
train location during emergency response would greatly reduce response times to hospitals. This 
could be accomplished through software interface with county 911 dispatch centers.  
 
The project’s impacts on the Loxahatchee River and St. Lucie River also pose substantial 
impacts to public safety. The Loxahatchee and St. Lucie River drawbridges have direct impact 
on commercial, recreational and emergency response vessels. The DEIS indicates the number of 
boaters experiencing delays at the bridges will increase to 42 percent of all boaters. With updated 
boater activity data as noted in this report, the number of boats anticipated to queue at bridges, 
especially on weekends and peak boating days, could exceed thirty boats. Currents at the bridges 
are substantial, which will likely result in navigational conflicts.  
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First Responders in marine fire rescue, advanced life safety, and law enforcement vessels will be 
restricted by the closures of the bridges. Formal coordination with county emergency 
management and first responder agencies will greatly enhance understanding of response needs 
and provide a better understanding of capabilities. The DEIS indicates first responder training 
and outreach as mitigation to ensure that needs are met regarding emergency response; however, 
to date, this early coordination has not been accomplished. 
 
Loxahatchee River Bridge. The DEIS indicates the average daily bridge closures at the 
Loxahatchee River drawbridge will increase to 8.6 hours/weekday and 7.2 hours/weekend day. 
Safety issues raised specifically for the Loxahatchee River Bridge include the capacity of the 
Village of Tequesta to provide only one Advanced Life Safety Vessel for responding to marine 
based emergencies. This vessel is docked on the east side of the bridge and will not have access 
to the west side should the bridge be closed – delaying emergency response time significantly. 
This is the only means by which water-based emergencies can be reasonably addressed within 
the Loxahatchee River. To mitigate this impact, an additional life safety vessel should be located 
on the west side of the bridge. The Loxahatchee Bridge width is 40 feet in width, which prevents 
bi-directional boating traffic, and has a 4-foot vertical clearance when closed, which prevents 
virtually all motorized vessels from transiting the bridge when closed.  
 
This safety issue could be alleviated with a wider, taller bridge opening, which would reduce the 
number of boats idling in the channel areas. Long-term mitigation of this issue better serves 
public safety given the expected increase of 3 percent annual growth in freight service and 
potential increases in ridership of the passenger rail indicated by the DEIS. Increased horizontal 
and vertical clearances, or bridge replacement with a thinner bridge profile, would allow more 
vessels to transit the bridge when closed and help mitigate public safety issues. In addition, 
improvements to bridge systems would expedite the opening and closing cycles improving delay 
times and boater safety risks through emergency response improvements. 



 
St. Lucie River Bridge. The DEIS indicates the average daily closures at the St. Lucie River 
Bridge will increase to 9.8 hours/weekday and 7.6 hours/weekend day. The width of the bridge 
opening is 50 feet, which prevents most bi-directional boating traffic, with a vertical clearance of 
7 feet. Safety impacts at this bridge could be mitigated with a wider, taller bridge opening, which 
would enable more boats to transit the bridge when closed, reducing the number of boats idling 
in the channel. Other mitigations could include bridge replacement or substantial augmentation 
for horizontal and vertical clearance as well as mechanical improvements to expedite the opening 
and closing cycles and reduce boater delay.  
 
Recommendations: 



 The final EIS should include an emergency response traffic analysis, including a 
detailed analysis of impacts on emergency vehicle trips, route data, access to 
hospitals and critical infrastructure, and key roadways and intersections to 
maintain timely emergency response.  This analysis should be conducted with 
consultation from local emergency management, fire rescue, and hospital 
representatives. 











   



 16 



 The final EIS should include measures to improve communications for emergency 
response, such as the provision of real-time information for the dispatch of first 
responders. 



 The final EIS should require the project provide a second emergency response 
vessel upstream of the Loxahatchee River Bridge.   



 
Air Quality 
 
The air quality analysis in the DEIS evaluated the emission of air pollutants from the project, the 
concentrations of pollutants in the regional areas, and carbon monoxide concentrations at 
intersections affected by changes in traffic patterns. All six counties crossed by the project are in 
attainment for all criteria pollutants. The DEIS concludes the project would provide a net 
regional air quality benefit as compared to the No‐Action Alternative, with improved regional air 
quality through the reduction of vehicles from the roads and highways when riders switch to use 
the proposed passenger rail service. The DEIS states the project would decrease emissions of 
carbon monoxide, nitrogen oxides, sulfur dioxide, volatile organic compounds, and particulate 
matter. The DEIS indicates the project will have a beneficial effect on air quality because the 
daily vehicle trips will be reduced on roadways and annual vehicle miles traveled will decrease. 
These changes will result in emissions reductions and provide an overall net benefit for the air 
quality of the region. 
 
However, the DEIS does not appear to consider two sources of potential emissions, including 
vehicles delayed within the roadway network as well as marine vessels awaiting bridge openings.  
As discussed above, the DEIS provides insufficient data to determine the full impact of vehicular 
delays, including bridge impacts on the roadway network as well as closely spaced railroad 
crossings and vehicular intersections.  Further, the DEIS utilizes inaccurate boater data regarding 
the number of vessels transiting the Loxahatchee and St. Lucie River railroad bridges, which 
appears to underrepresent both the total number of vessels as well as the number of vessels 
anticipated to be idling in queue during bridge closures.  Additional analysis is needed to more 
accurately assess the associated vehicle and vessel emissions and corresponding accumulated air 
quality impacts. 
 
The DEIS indicates the EA prepared in 2012 for the West Palm Beach to Miami section modeled 
air quality emissions at intersections and grade crossings, where vehicle congestion may occur, 
using a CO hotspot screening method. Motor vehicles emit CO at high rates when they are 
operating a low speeds or idling in queues. The EA evaluated the most congested intersections in 
the vicinity of the proposed stations and railroad crossings. The modeling showed that traffic did 
not exceed air quality criteria in either the opening year or the build‐out year at any of the 
intersections or grade crossings. Traffic volumes and congestion at the crossings in the West 
Palm Beach to Orlando segment are projected to be lower than those found for the highest‐
volume grade crossing evaluated in the West Palm Beach to Miami section evaluated in the 2012 
EA. Therefore, a detailed hot‐spot CO modeling evaluation was not conducted for this DEIS, 
because traffic delays did not exceed those at the higher‐volume grade crossing, which did not 
exceed air quality criteria. 
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In order to address temporary construction impacts to air quality, the DEIS includes the 
following mitigation measures and project commitments: implementing best management 
practices (BMPs) during construction, such as soil watering to reduce fugitive dust emissions, to 
reduce potential emissions during construction; and keeping constriction equipment on site for 
the duration of construction to minimize emissions associated with transporting this equipment.  
 
Recommendation: 



 
 The final EIS should include a more extensive analysis of vehicle and vessel delays, 



accumulated impacts on air quality, and appropriate mitigation measures.   



Noise and Vibrations 
 
The DEIS indicates there would be long-term noise and vibration impacts from operation of the 
project, and temporary impacts from construction of the project. Along the N‐S Corridor, AAF 
has committed to installing stationary pole-mounted wayside horns at each of the 159 grade 
crossings between Cocoa and West Palm Beach where severe, unmitigated impacts would occur 
using locomotive‐mounted horns. Using wayside horns at the intersection instead of the 
locomotive horn has been shown to substantially reduce the noise footprint without 
compromising safety at the grade crossing. The use of wayside horns would eliminate any severe 
impacts and would reduce noise levels in comparison to the No‐Action Alternative. An 
alternative measure is the designation of quiet zones along the corridor, wherein sufficient safety 
infrastructure is installed to reduce risk indexes at grade crossings, rendering train horns 
unnecessary. Many local governments have requested AAF support the establishment of quiet 
zones where appropriate in conjunction with the development of the project, which could help 
mitigate project impacts. 
 
The project would result in vibration impacts along the N‐S Corridor due to nearly doubling the 
number of vibration events as a result of adding passenger train service to the existing freight 
operations. Along the N-S Corridor, there would be potential vibration impact at a total of 3,317 
residential, 513 institutional receptors, three television studios, three recording studios, nine 
auditoriums and three theaters. AAF proposes to minimize vibration impacts by wheel and rail 
maintenance that will control unacceptably high vibration levels. The DEIS indicates vibration 
levels are not projected to exceed structural damage levels at any location. 
 
The DEIS fails to acknowledge the high concentration of hospitals and medical establishments 
along the corridor, including hospitals that abut the FEC right-of-way.  These facilities are 
especially affected by noise and vibration, and a separate analysis should be conducted to 
identify all medical/hospital locations and analyze noise and vibration impacts on their function 
and operations.  Additional buffering via landscape and hardscape improvements may be 
necessary along with other mitigations to reduce impacts on these facilities. 
 
Noise and vibrations from the construction and operation of the proposed project has the 
potential to impact the quality of life of citizens in the region. In addition to the ways of reducing 
noise and vibration impacts from the operation of the project discussed above, AAF has 
committed to mitigate the adverse impacts of construction noise by a range of measures 
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including time of construction, modifications to construction equipment, and selection of 
construction routes. However, the evaluation of Historic & Cultural Resources section of this 
report notes that not all historic buildings and structures have been properly identified along the 
proposed rail corridor. The DEIS contains insufficient information until the potential impact of 
vibrations an all historic buildings and structures is evaluated. Also, Council received 
correspondence from Joel Tallent regarding the potential impact of Rayleigh waves on structures 
along the corridor. This issue should also be addressed in the final EIS. 
 
Recommendations: 



 All historic buildings and structures adjacent to the rail corridor should be 
evaluated for the potential impact of vibrations. 



 A medical facility assessment should be conducted to confirm location of all 
hospital/medical facilities, analyze noise and vibration impacts, and determine 
appropriate mitigations to reduce impacts.  



 The impact analysis of noise and vibrations should specifically address the effect of 
Rayleigh waves. 



 The final EIS should include sufficient infrastructure to enable local governments to 
designate quiet zones as deemed appropriate along the corridor.  
 



Coastal Zone Management 
 
The project lies within the designated Florida Coastal Zone and requires a federal consistency 
determination under the Coastal Zone Management Act. The Florida State Clearinghouse 
coordinates the review of proposed federal activities, requests for federal funds, and applications 
for federal permits other than permits issued under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act and 
Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act. Regional planning councils and local governments 
may participate in the federal consistency review process by advising the Florida State 
Clearinghouse on the local and regional effect of proposed federal actions. 
 
The DEIS indicates that direct effects to the natural resources in the coastal zone will result from 
all elements of the project, including construction of the vehicle maintenance facility, bridge and 
rail construction along the E‐W Corridor, and bridge construction along the N‐S Corridor. 
Within the Treasure Coast Region, bridge construction/reconstruction would impact small areas 
of aquatic resources within the Indian River and the Jensen Beach‐Juniper Inlet Aquatic Reserve. 
All construction activities associated with the N-S Corridor would occur within the existing 
FECR Corridor. The DEIS proposes a range of mitigation measures and commitments to avoid 
and minimize project related impacts to coastal resources. Detailed mitigation plans for impacts 
to wetlands, essential fish habitat, and wildlife will be determined in the federal and state 
permitting process. The DEIS contains sufficient information related to coastal zone 
management. 
 
Climate Change 
 
The DEIS includes a discussion recognizing that southeast Florida is particularly vulnerable to 
the effects of climate change, especially sea level rise. Sea level is predicted to rise 9 to 24 inches 
by 2060, and the rate of change is projected to increase over time. Florida may also be 
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susceptible to more intense storm events. The potential impacts of climate change include the 
displacement of communities, damage to infrastructure, and damage to natural systems. The 
DEIS indicates bridge structures in the N-S Corridor will have increased vulnerability over time, 
and potential infrastructure damage may result from flooding, tidal damage, and/or storms. The 
DEIS notes that bridge vulnerability to sea level rise will increase a sea level rises. As a result, 
there may be increasing periods of time where the train is out of service during storm events. 
 
The DEIS states that scientific consensus has identified human‐related emission of greenhouse 
gases above natural levels as a significant contributor to global climate change. Reducing 
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions is considered an important mitigation strategy to decrease the 
long‐term effects of climate change. The DEIS indicates that the AAF project is predicted to 
reduce GHG emissions for carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4) and nitrous oxide (N2O). The 
project would decrease emissions as a result of decreased automobile vehicle miles traveled. CO2 
emissions are calculated to decrease by 19,617 tons/year in 2019 and 31,477 tons/year in 2030. 
CH4 emissions would decrease by 4.7 and 5.7 tons/year, respectively, and N2O emissions by 5 
and 6.1 tons/year in 2019 and 2030. The DEIS notes that reducing GHG emissions is important 
for long‐term climate change effects, but the reduction of GHGs will likely have little impact on 
the expected climate change effects over the next 20 or 30 years. The DEIS contains sufficient 
information related to climate change. 
 
Hazardous Materials & Solid Waste Disposal  
 
Subsurface contamination or waste materials. The DEIS conducted records search and field 
reconnaissance to sites rated medium and high risk by which contamination of soil and/ or 
groundwater by petroleum or hazardous materials has occurred, contamination may exist and 
where the potential for contamination of petroleum or hazardous materials exists due to past or 
present land use in close proximity to the project N-S Corridor area. The N-S Corridor remains 
within the existing FECR Corridor, and no land acquisition is required. A buffer of 200 feet on 
each side of the N-S Corridor was defined in the search and screened area. No historical 
concerns were identified within the environmental documents and historical aerials along the 
corridor, and therefore, field reconnaissance was used to assess the sites in close proximity to the 
project area to identify sites that potentially could impact the human environment from 
contaminated soil, groundwater and/or other hazardous materials.  



 
There were 215 high risk and 48 medium risk sites adjacent to the N-S Corridor that were 
inspected, and several sites outside the 200-foot buffer from the 100-foot wide existing active 
railroad were also visited for possible soil contamination, dead or stressed vegetation or refuse 
indicating the presence of pollutants, toxic or hazardous materials. A total of 238 sites were 
identified as potentially contaminated sites, including 101 high-risk, 23 medium-risk, and 114 
low-risk with 99 sites rated as no-risk.  



 
The proposed work for the N-S Corridor is to be completed within the existing FECR Corridor, 
and the DEIS indicates it will present minimal subsurface disturbance. No impacts from existing 
contaminated areas are anticipated. For any contamination that is discovered, the DEIS indicates 
the implementation of BMPs during construction to include special waste handling, dust control, 
and management and disposal of contaminated soil and groundwater to provide adequate 
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protection to workers and nearby sensitive environmental and human areas. Site remedial actions 
will ensure nearby or adjacent potentially impacted areas are adequately protected and 
contaminated substances will be managed in accordance with applicable federal, state, and local 
laws and regulations as listed in this DEIS. The DEIS adequately addresses the issues of  
subsurface contamination and waste materials. 



 
Secondary and Cumulative Effects. The DEIS has adequately addressed the hazardous materials 
elements of the proposed project. Indirect effects related to subsurface contamination or waste 
materials management could exist if the No-Action or Action Alternatives potentially impact an 
ongoing remediation of a known release or mediated materials following construction or waste in 
transport to another site or waste mitigation area. No indirect effects were identified for the No-
Action Alternative; however, a secondary effect related to subsurface contamination or waste 
materials management could exist if an Action Alternative has the potential to cause an impact. 
The No-Action and all Action Alternatives could result in an indirect impact should a spill from 
a freight train occurs along the N-S Corridor.  



  
Construction activities may generate releases or spills as a result of the storage and use of 
hazardous materials associated with construction equipment, storage tanks and pipelines. AAF 
has indicated that any new facilities constructed will be subject to applicable regulations, and a 
new Spill Prevention, Control and Countermeasure Plan would be implemented to reduce risk of 
releases. All construction hazardous materials will be disposed of in accordance with state and 
local laws and would include off-site facilities such as landfills, recycling centers, and treatment 
plants.  
 
Passenger Secondary Impacts. The DEIS addresses hazardous materials spills/releases as related 
to soil and ground contamination.  However, it does not address the potential hazardous materials 
releases from freight trains in proximity to a passenger train. Since the passenger trains are to be 
running adjacent to, with, or passing freight trains, there is a potential for train derailment and 
subsequent hazardous materials releases impacting passengers. The DEIS does not adequately 
address impacts, response or mitigation of freight train hazardous materials spill/release in 
proximity of passenger trains.  



 
The DEIS suggests outreach and training with local first responders but does not elaborate or 
identify details of outreach and capacity of training. Additional information should be provided 
regarding railroad interaction with local first responders in derailment and hazardous materials 
response capabilities and operational interaction with local agencies.  



 
In addition, the list of Hazardous Materials Currently Transported on FECR Corridor included in 
the DEIS is not exhaustive of chemical materials carried by rail, but instead, it only addresses 
chemical materials in relation to the identified contaminated sites for the DEIS. More data 
regarding the universe of potential chemicals to be transported is needed for appropriate response 
planning by emergency management and first responder agencies.  
 



Recommendations:  
 The final EIS should include an analysis of the potential impacts, the adequacy of 



emergency response and operational interaction among local agencies, and 
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mitigation measures for freight train hazardous materials spills/releases in 
proximity of passenger trains. 



 Additional data is needed regarding the entire range and frequency of chemical 
materials that could be carried on the corridor. 
 



Water Resources 
 
The DEIS analyzed project impacts to surface water and groundwater resources, including 
navigable waters, Outstanding Florida Waters and impaired water bodies. Constructing the 
project in the N‐S Corridor would not create new impervious surface or alter the existing 
drainage system because the project will utilize the existing rail corridor, which originally 
included two rail lines. The majority of the original second line was previously removed, but the 
track bed remains. The project would include reconstruction of the second line on the existing 
track bed. Reconstructing the second rail line within the existing roadbed would not create new 
impervious area. Also, the adjacent surface drainage is not expected to be impacted with the 
reconstruction of the second line. The existing cross drainage facilities on the adjacent roadways 
span the entire right‐of‐way width and would not require modification for installation of the 
second rail line on existing roadbed. 
 
Water quality and quantity concerns associated with reconstructing the rail bed to add a second 
track are to be addressed as part of the Florida Environmental Resource Permit process. Drainage 
would be accommodated using an existing channel along the north or south side of the right‐of‐
way. In some cases, this would require relocating existing drainage channels. No construction 
would occur that would potentially contact or impact groundwater supply. Constructing the rail 
in this corridor is not expected to result in a substantial impact to groundwater or aquifer 
recharge. Surface water resources would experience minor direct effects as a result 
reconstructing or replacing 18 bridges along the N-S Corridor. Direct permanent impacts would 
include installing concrete pilings and abutments within surface waters. No permanent adverse 
impacts to surface water quality or adverse impacts to Outstanding Florida Waters are expected 
to be caused by the bridges. 
 
The N‐S Corridor would overlap the eastern border of an aquifer protection area within Palm 
Beach County. The proposed improvements would not increase impervious surfaces in aquifer 
stream flow and recharge source zones. No adverse impacts to the aquifers are expected. The 
N-S Corridor passes through several wellfield protection zones in Brevard, Indian River, St. 
Lucie, Martin, and Palm Beach counties. Each of these counties has policies and regulations, in 
the form of wellfield protection ordinances, to protect drinking water supplies from 
contamination. The project would comply with all local ordinances for protection of the 
wellfields. Therefore, no impacts to wellfield resources are expected. 
 
The DEIS indicates AAF will provide water quality mitigation and stormwater treatment as part 
of the project to mitigate for project related impacts. Specific measures would be determined by 
and in compliance with permit requirements. Temporary effects to surface waters and 
groundwater during construction activities will be minimized through the application of BMPs. 
During construction, AAF will use sediment control BMPs, including installation of turbidity 
curtains and silt fencing, to protect surface waters. Accidental spills of material such as fuels, 
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lubricants, solvents, or other liquids that could harm surface waters will be cleaned up in a timely 
manner in accordance with a spill prevention plan and BMPs. These measures would minimize 
the potential for temporary effects. The DEIS contains sufficient information to address 
impacts to water resources. 
 
Floodplains 
 
The N-S Corridor crosses the 100-year floodplain and numerous floodplains primarily associated 
with estuarine and coastal waters. The N-S Corridor also crosses several federal flood control 
watersheds and waterways including Earman River and Taylor Creek. No construction is 
proposed at Taylor Creek, and the single-track bridge parallel to Earman River Bridge will not 
affect flooding. The DEIS indicates the project will not result in significant impacts on the 
beneficial value of floodplains and would not adversely impact any federal flood control 
projects. All three action alternatives would require construction within the 100-year floodplain 
along the N-S Corridor, and the DEIS indicates impacts are unavoidable due to the extent of the 
floodplains within the study area.  
 
The project along the N-S Corridor would impact 68.6 acres within the 100-year floodplain. The 
DEIS indicates that floodplain management is not a concern as the project would be limited to 
the existing FECR Corridor to maximize use of existing infrastructure, minimizing any new 
landfill requirements. Flood-prone areas occurring within the FECR N-S Corridor were filled 
during the original construction of the rail line. Filling would be reduced to areas where third 
track and curve reduction area construction is present, and reduction of flood storage volume 
from replacement fill would be insignificant. The DEIS has indicated that the N-S Corridor is not 
anticipated to promote future incompatible floodplain development or increase potential for 
flood related property damage or risk to human life.  
 
The proposed project will mitigate all floodplain impacts in accordance with state and local laws 
as related to compensation and permitting. Potential harm to floodplain areas is mitigated by 
retaining existing elevations where feasible, construction of stormwater structures and retention 
ponds and minimizing fill in sensitive areas. The DEIS has adequately addressed floodplain 
issues as related to the N-S Corridor. 
 
Wetlands 
 
The DEIS indicates the project would directly impact a total of about 127.7 acres of wetlands in 
Alternative A, 164.9 acres in Alternative C, and 157.5 acres in Alternative E. These impacts are 
to all types of aquatic resources, including streams and waterways, reservoirs, and a variety of 
natural wetland types. The greatest impact to wetlands is associated with the construction of a 
new rail line in the E-W Corridor and the new intermodal facility at Orlando International 
Airport. However, the DEIS indicates direct wetland and aquatic habitat losses within the N‐S 
Corridor through the Treasure Coast Region would total approximately 2.0 acres due to bridge 
construction. These include streams and waterways, wetland hardwood forest, mangrove swamps 
and treeless hydric savannah. Regarding indirect impacts, the DEIS indicates the project would 
impact about 2.58 acres of forested wetlands. Bridge construction activities would require 
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trimming mangroves adjacent to bridges, which would reduce the quality of the existing habitat 
as well as altering the light regime within these wetland areas. 
 
The DEIS indicates AAF will minimize impacts to wetlands to the greatest extent practicable 
during the final design process. This will be accomplished through the permitting process in 
coordination with a variety of state and federal agencies. AAF has proposed measures to avoid 
and minimize wetland losses through the use of retaining walls and other methods. AAF will 
mitigate all unavoidable impacts to jurisdictional wetlands in compliance with the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency and U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) joint mitigation 
rule. AAF has proposed to mitigate impacts through the purchase of in‐kind mitigation bank 
credits. AAF cannot determine the amount of compensatory mitigation credit required to offset 
unavoidable effects until a permit application is submitted to the USACE. The DEIS contains 
sufficient information to address impacts to wetlands. 
 
Biological Resources & Natural Ecological Systems 
 
The DEIS indicates the project would directly impact a total of about 93.0 acres of natural 
upland habitat in Alternative A, 121.8 acres in Alternative C, and 109.4 acres in Alternative E. 
These impacts are to all types of natural uplands, but the highest loss of habitat is to forested 
plant communities. The greatest impact to natural upland habitat is associated with the 
construction of a new rail line in the E-W Corridor and the new intermodal facility at Orlando 
International Airport. However, the DEIS indicates that all construction activities proposed for 
the N‐S Corridor through the Treasure Coast Region would occur within previously disturbed 
areas in the FECR Corridor and would not impact natural communities. 
 
The DEIS indicates the potential loss of wildlife habitat could result in indirect or secondary 
effects to wildlife such as habitat fragmentation and associated edge effects, such as the loss of 
genetic diversity of plant and animal populations, increased competition for resources, and 
physical or psychological restrictions on movements caused by some feature within a corridor 
that wildlife are unwilling or unable to cross. It is also possible that the operation of the project 
could displace some individual wildlife populations that are sensitive to noise and vibration. 
However, these potential impacts have been minimized by siting the project immediately 
adjacent to an existing transportation corridor (E-W Corridor) or within an existing rail corridor 
(N-S Corridor). Therefore, the project is not expected to significantly increase fragmentation and 
noise impacts that do not already exist. The DEIS states AAF will minimize effects to upland 
habitats and wildlife through implementation of standard construction BMPs and mitigation 
measures. These include designs to provide wildlife passage under bridges and through culverts 
in critical areas, and re-vegetation of cleared areas when required by standard BMPs and 
applicable laws. The DEIS contains sufficient information to address impacts to biological 
resources and natural ecological systems. 
 
Threatened & Endangered Species 
 
The DEIS describes the analysis of state and/or federally listed species documented or expected 
to occur in or near the project study area. The analysis identified 38 plant and animal species that 
are both federally and state listed and 36 plant and animal species only listed by the State of 
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Florida. As a cooperating agency with the development of the DEIS, the USACE has issued a 
determination that the project would not jeopardize any listed species or modify any designated 
critical habitat. This determination was made in coordination with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service (USFWS), Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission (FWC), and other 
federal and state agencies. While no significant impacts to sensitive species are anticipated, the 
USFWS and FWC recommended species specific mitigation measures for each potentially 
affected federally or state-listed species. The DEIS indicates that AAF has committed to 
implementing these specific measures to mitigate for potential temporary and permanent impacts 
to federally listed species or protected species habitat. Many of these measures call for 
procedures to be implemented during construction of the project. These include a series of 
mitigation measures to protect the West Indian manatee; wood stork; bald eagle; eastern indigo 
snake; sea turtle and smalltooth sawfish; Johnson’s seagrass; and gopher tortoise. In addition, 
AAF has committed to conducting pre‐construction surveys for the Audubon’s crested caracara; 
Florida scrub‐jay; red‐cockaded woodpecker; sand skinks; and state‐listed plant species. The 
DEIS contains sufficient information to address impacts to threatened and endangered 
species. 
 
Utilities and Energy Resources 
 
The DEIS indicates the project would have no, or negligible, effects on utilities and energy 
resources. Above and below ground electrical transmission and distribution lines are located 
along and within the existing N‐S Corridor through the Treasure Coast Region. Electrical service 
providers within the N‐S Corridor include FPL and the City of Vero Beach. In some locations, 
poles will require relocation in order to accommodate the new mainline track and upgraded 
crossings. AAF would coordinate with the affected utilities during final design and prior to 
construction. Pole relocation is expected to be minimal, and associated with grade crossings and 
limited sections of the rail corridor where new track is required. The locomotives are planned as 
diesel‐electric units and will not place any additional load on the existing electrical and utility 
services. Based on the estimated annual quantities of diesel consumption, the impact on energy 
resources would be negligible. The increase in electrical service/demand due to signals is 
minimal and will require no major changes or construction of electrical or other utility 
infrastructure. Improving the railroad crossings could impose temporary and minor disturbances 
on electrical service. Also, the DEIS indicates the existing FECR Corridor contains underground 
fiber‐optic duct banks containing FECR communications and signals systems. The DEIS states 
that the Positive Train Control System will use the existing Parallel Infrastructure LLC’s fiber 
optic system within the FECR Corridor. The DEIS contains sufficient information to address 
impacts to utilities and energy resources. 
 
Communities and Demographics 
 
The N‐S Corridor is within the existing FECR Corridor and passes through numerous 
incorporated Treasure Coast municipalities: Vero Beach, Fort Pierce, Stuart, Jupiter, Palm Beach 
Gardens, Riviera Beach, and West Palm Beach.  The total population of the 117 census tracts 
within the project study area is 535,868, which represents 15.1 percent of the total population of 
the six counties traversed by the project. Within the Treasure Coast, 77 census tracts lie within 
the project study area and have a population of 298,613. 
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Table 4.4.1-2    Total Population of Census Tracts Crossed by the Project, by County 



Geography 
(No. of Census Tracts) Total Population 



Total Population of the 
Census Tracts Transected 



by the Project 
Florida 18,688,787 -- 
Six County Total 3,541,985 535,868 
Orange (8) 1,133,087 78,632 
Brevard (32) 542,320 158,623 
Indian River (17) 137,004 69,533 
St. Lucie (10) 274,693 35,131 
Martin (20) 145,480 78,352 
Palm Beach (30 - N-S Corridor) 1,309,401 115,597 
Palm Beach (46 - WPB-M Corridor) 1,320,134* 170,687* 
Broward (52) 1,748,066* 220,308* 
Miami-Dade (38) 2,496,435* 157,769* 



Source: USCB. 2011. 2007-2011 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates: Total Population. http://factfinder2.census.gov/. Accessed August 
13, 2013; AAF. 2012. Environmental Assessment and Section   4(f) Evaluation for the All Aboard Florida Passenger Rail Project West Palm Beach 
to Miami, Florida .http://www.fra.dot.gov/eLib/details/L04278. Accessed September 12, 2013. 



 * Population data, as presented in Section 3.3.3 of the 2012 EA, derives from the 2010 U.S. Census 



  



The application indicates the N‐S Corridor would not result in residential displacement, 
neighborhood fragmentation, or the loss of continuity between neighborhoods. The N‐S Corridor 
is within the existing FECR Corridor and would not displace residences or businesses.  



 
During the construction phase of the project, however, there would be disruptions to automobile 
traffic and upgrades at grade crossings and bridge rehabilitations would adversely impact travel 
between adjacent neighborhoods and could potentially impede emergency responders. AAF has 
indicated it will work with all local communities to minimize traffic disruptions and to maintain 
emergency access. 



 
Environmental Justice 
 
This section of the DEIS describes the potential effects to minority and low‐income populations 
within the project study area that could result from the project. Executive Order 12898, Federal 



Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority Population and Low-Income Populations, 



was issued in February 1994 and requires that federal agencies consider whether a project would 
have a disproportionately high adverse impact on minority or low‐income populations. 



 
The N-S Corridor in the Treasure Coast Region passes through 19 census tracts that meet the 
established environmental justice thresholds. The DEIS indicates the project would not result in 





http://factfinder2.census.gov/


http://www.fra.dot.gov/eLib/details/L04278
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disproportionately high and adverse impacts to minority or low‐income populations. AAF 
maintains there would be no adverse impacts to environmental justice communities resulting 
from residential displacement, job loss or neighborhood fragmentation due to the use of property. 
However, increased rail traffic on the N-S Corridor, especially passing through environmental 
justice communities may disproportionately impact residents’ ability to travel from 
neighborhoods west of the FECR to adjacent amenities and employment opportunities east of the 
FECR in a timely manner. Transportation-disadvantaged residents may be especially affected. 
Further, these communities include a  large number of Title 1 schools, which tend to attract large 
numbers of students and families who walk or bike to school, work, and home often across the 
rail corridor. The project has not provided sufficient information to make a definitive 
determination that the project will not adversely impact environmental justice populations.     



 
The project would result in vibration impacts to 3,317 residential parcels along the N-S Corridor, 
820 (24.7 percent) of which are within environmental justice communities. All Aboard Florida 
indicates that vibration impacts would be mitigated using ballast mats beneath rail lines, “frogs” 
at selected switch locations with nearby sensitive receptors, and special pile-driving methods at 
selected locations near sensitive receptors during construction. Environmental justice 
communities would not experience any disproportionate adverse impacts from vibration along 
the N-S Corridor with the implementation of these measures. 



 
The project would not require the use of land within a park, recreational area or wildlife Section 
4(f) resource. The DEIS indicates there would be no disproportionate adverse impacts within 
environmental justice communities along the N-S Corridor as a result of the loss of Section 4(f) 
recreational or park resources. 
 
Recommendations: 
 
 The final EIS should provide additional information to definitively determine the 



project will not adversely impact environmental justice populations including but not 
limited to access to school and work, neighborhood fragmentation, and access by the 
transportation disadvantaged. 



 
 
Economic Conditions  



 
The DEIS describes the potential effects to local economic conditions that could result from the 
project. Potential long‐term direct and adverse effects to local economic conditions would 
include the loss of municipal property tax revenue from the acquisition of privately owned 
properties, permanent displacement of existing businesses and associated revenues, and 
employment displacement. Potential long‐term direct and beneficial effects to local economic 
conditions would include expenditures associated with project operations such as labor, fuel 
costs, equipment maintenance, insurance, maintenance of right‐of‐way, and lease payments.  



 
Additionally, local governments would be adversely by increased costs for grade crossing 
infrastructure, necessitated by the installation of a second railroad track. Each grade crossing is 
currently governed by a separate grade crossing maintenance agreement, which tend to assign 
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infrastructure maintenance and replacement costs to local governments. Historically, these 
agreements have not been accompanied by a set fee structure or forecast to enable local 
governments to budget for costs over time. This issue is not addressed under economic impacts 
in the DEIS.  
 
All Aboard Florida suggests the project would increase federal, state, and local government 
revenues based on jobs created during construction of the project and annual operational 
activities. An economic benefits analysis was conducted for the project. As indicated in Table 
5.4.3-1, constructing the project is expected to generate over 10,000 jobs and generate a total 
economic benefit of $3.4 billion. 



 



Table 5.4.3-1    Summary of Economic Benefits of AAF Construction and Operations 



 
Category 



 Operations 



Construction Average Annual Total  
(2016-2021) 



Jobs Over 10,000 1,603 1,603 
Labor Income $1.2 Billion $75 Million $442 Million 
Gross Domestic Product $1.7 Billion $105 Million $619 Million 
Total Economic Value $3.4 Billion $150 Million $887 Million 
Federal. State and Local Taxes $291 Million $21 Million $126 Million 



Source: WEG 2014 
   



While the project is estimated to divert 10 percent of the proposed long-distance passenger rail 
ridership from airplane passengers to passenger rail service, the estimated lost revenue from the 
diversion of air passengers accounts for less than 0.1 percent of the airlines’ (American Airlines, 
Spirit Airlines, and Silver Airways) combined annual operating revenue. The applicant maintains 
the project would not have significant economic impact to the airlines serving Orlando and 
Southeast Florida nor would potential diversion from other intercity rail services and bus 
services result in a significant economic impact from lost revenue.  



 
The DEIS indicates the project would not require acquisition of privately owned property along 
the N‐S Corridor, as the N‐S Corridor is entirely within the existing FECR Corridor. Since no 
land acquisition is necessary, the project would not result in the reduction of municipal tax 
revenue, commercial displacements, or job loss along the N‐S Corridor. 



 
Overall, the project is estimated to add approximately $1.2 billion to Florida’s Gross Domestic 
Product in estimated annual economic development through 2021 and generate approximately 
$187 million in annual federal, state and local government tax revenue through 2021. These 
potential indirect and secondary effects of the project on local economic conditions are 
summarized in Table 5.4.3-2. 
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Table 5.4.3-2    Summary of Economic Benefits of TOD Construction and Operations 
 
Category 



 Operations 
Construction Average Annual Total (2016-2021) 



Jobs 1,695 389 389 
Labor Income $658.8 



Million 
$20 Million $66 Million 



Gross Domestic Product $980.5 
Million 



$60 Million $204 Million 
Total Economic Value $1.8 Billion $80 Million $284 Million 
Federal. State and Local Taxes $187.4 



Million 
$14 Million $48 Million 



Source: WEG 2014 



  
Additional indirect economic benefits of the project as described in the DEIS could be realized 
through savings associated with reduced highway maintenance costs, and reductions in road 
congestion which would prolong the lifespan of highway infrastructure. 



 
The DEIS indicates the project will create tangible economic benefits to the State of Florida and 
to the communities through which the project traverses. The information and analysis provided 
by AAF in the DEIS, however, does not present the net economic benefits of the overall project. 
A detailed cost/benefit analysis should be conducted to determine, what, if any negative 
economic impacts might be realized by communities adjacent to the N-S Corridor resulting from 
increased operations and maintenance costs. For example, costs may be associated with 
enhanced infrastructure and safety measures that may be required to mitigate project impacts. It 
is also conceivable that businesses and residences located within a reasonable distance of the N-S 
Corridor may be negatively impacted by reductions in property values because of the proposed 
increased freight traffic on the railroad. In addition, the delays anticipated for marine navigation 
are anticipated to substantially impact the marine industries as well as related industries such as 
hospitality and tourism. The positive economic benefits of the project need to be weighed against 
the potential negative economic impacts. The information provided in the DEIS is not sufficient 
to determine long-term net economic impacts of the project to communities, businesses, or 
residents.   
 



Recommendations: 
 The final EIS should include a more detailed and balanced cost/benefit analysis of 



the project’s economic impacts to local governments, businesses, and residents. 
 The final EIS should include a requirement for the establishment of a standardized, 



predictable, and reasonable fee structure for local governments regarding grade 
crossing improvements.   



 
Historic & Cultural Resources 



 
The DEIS indicates the portion of the project that traverses the Treasure Coast Region contains 
several cultural resource eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), 
including the FECR Railway Historic District, three bridges, and five identified archeological 
sites. The project would return the N-S Corridor to a dual-track system, which was historically in 
place. The addition of the second track would return the corridor to its historic configuration and 
historic use as a passenger rail line. The DEIS maintains the NRHP-eligible FECR Railway 
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Historic District would not be adversely affected by the project. This issue is addressed 
adequately in the DEIS. 



 
Historic Bridges.  The N-S Corridor within the Treasure Coast Region contains a number of 
bridges, three (Sebastian River, St. Lucie River and Loxahatchee River) that have been identified 
as individually eligible for listing on the NRHP. The project envisions the demolition of the 
Sebastian River Bridge and the construction of a new bridge with double tracks within the same 
footprint. This action is considered an adverse effect that cannot be avoided.  AAF proposes to 
conduct historic research and prepare a Historic American Buildings Survey and Historic 
American Engineering Record for the bridge prior to its demolition. Consultation with SHPO is 
ongoing. This issue is adequately addressed in the DEIS. 



 
The St. Lucie River and Loxahatchee River bridges would be rehabilitated but not substantially 
altered. AAF has pledged to continue to consult with SHPO to avoid and/or minimize effects to 
bridges during proposed rehabilitation work. This issue is adequately addressed in the DEIS. 
 
Historic Districts and Structures.  The DEIS indicates improvements within the N‐S Corridor 
would remain within the existing right‐of‐way and will not require right‐of‐way acquisition from 
any adjacent historic districts or individual NRHP‐listed or eligible historic resources. It has 
made the determination the project will have no effect on historic resources adjacent to the N-S 
Corridor or adjacent to at-grade crossings. The DEIS identifies only one historic district on the 
N-S Corridor – the Union Cypress Saw Mill Historic District in Brevard County. However, the 
DEIS fails to recognize the presence of several additional historic districts in St. Lucie County, 
including the St. Lucie Village Historic District and Fort Pierce Downtown Historic District, 
both of which are bisected by the N-S Corridor, as well as Edgar Town Historic District and the 
River’s Edge Historic District, which abut the N-S Corridor. Each of these historic contains 
additional historic resources, and it is unclear whether or not these resources have been analyzed 
for impacts from the proposed project. While the DEIS indicates the project will not adversely 
impact historic resources, the data is insufficient to make this determination.  Potential negative 
indirect effects may be realized if increased development resulting from the project results in 
pressure to demolish or destroy cultural resources.   
 
Recommendation: 



 An updated historic and cultural resources analysis should be conducted with 
consideration of all designated historic districts as well as all designated and eligible 
structures along the corridor to fully assess project impacts. 



 
Archeological Sites:  The DEIS identified five archeological sites within the Treasure Coast 
Region as illustrated in Table 4.4.5-14. The DEIS indicates AAF will continue to consult with 
SHPO during the design process as needed in order to ensure appropriate sensitivity to the 
previously recorded archeological sites. It is recommended that SHPO evaluate the four 
archeological sites, not evaluated by SHPO to determine possible NRHP eligibility.  
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Table 4.4.5-14  Archaeological Sites Located within the N-S Corridor APE 



FMSF # Site Name / Address Site Type 
National Register 



Significance* 



8IR846 Railroad Malabar-Period Shell Midden and 
Artifact Scatter Not Evaluated by SHPO 



8MT1287 Hobe Sound National 
Wildlife Refuge #3 



Prehistoric Campsite and Prehistoric 
Shell Midden Not Evaluated by SHPO 



8SL41 Fort Capron Historic Fort Not Evaluated by SHPO 



8SL1136 Pineapple Surface Scatter, Campsite, Homestead, 
and Farmstead Ineligible 



8SL1772 Avenue A-Downtown 
Fort Pierce 



Precolumbian Habitation, Midden, 
Campsite, and extractive Site; Historic 
American Building Remains, Refuse, and 
Artifact Scatter 



Not Evaluated by SHPO 



*       As recorded in the FMSF; may require re-evaluation 
 



The DEIS indicates the project would increase noise and vibration levels above existing 
conditions in the N-S Corridor, noting these noise and vibration level changes will not adversely 
impact cultural or historic resources. This issue is adequately addressed in the DEIS. 



 
Recreational Resources 



 
The DEIS describes existing recreational properties along with properties that are protected by 
the Land and Water Conservation Act of 1965. These resources are identified as parks, recreation 
areas, or wildlife and waterfowl refuges of national, state, or local significance that are available 
to the public. These resources are all parks and other recreational facilities that have been the 
subject of Land and Water Conservation Fund Act grants of any type. 



 
Twenty-six resources were identified in the DEIS within 300 feet of the project alignment along 
the N-S Corridor within the Treasure Coast Region. Two of the resources are bisected by the 
project – the Hobe Sound National Wildlife Refuge and Jonathan Dickinson State Park. The 
DEIS indicates all construction will take place within the FECR-owned right-of-way, and no 
acquisition of new right-of-way within these resource property limits is required. To ensure the 
safety of users of Jonathan Dickinson State Park, AAF proposes to implement at-grade crossing 
improvements where the N-S Corridor crosses Southeast Jonathan Dickinson Way, which is an 
access road connecting the park to U.S. 1.    



 
Two additional resources identified in the DEIS include the North Sebastian Conservation Area 
and Sawfish Bay Park. Both of these resources are along the N‐S Corridor. No land acquisition is 
planned within either of these resource areas. The N-S Corridor does not cross either resource 
area. The project also does not appear to affect the use of these recreation resources adjacent to 
the project in regards to noise, vibration, aesthetics, or access. Impacts to recreational 
resources are adequately addressed in the DEIS.  
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Summary of Local Government Meetings  
 
To further evaluate regional aspects of the DEIS, Council conducted two public meetings – on 
October 22, 2014 in the Town of Jupiter and on October 23, 2014 in the City of Fort Pierce. The 
meetings were attended by representatives of local governments, agencies, legislative and 
congressional delegation members, and the public. Meeting notes from both meetings are 
included in as attachments to this staff report. Several issues identified through this additional 
due diligence have been incorporated into the staff report. (See Exhibits 5 and 6) 
 
Summary of Comments from Local Governments, Agencies, and the Public  
 
The proposed AAF project has been the subject of extensive discussion and deliberation by local 
governments, agencies, Council, and the public.  Correspondence received by Council related 
specifically to the DEIS is noted below:   
 



 DEIS comments received from the Town of Jupiter, dated November 10, 2014 
(Exhibit 7) 



 DEIS comments received from the City of Fort Pierce, dated November 14, 2014 
(Exhibit 8) 



 DEIS comments received from Mr. Joel M. Tallant, Sr., a resident of Indian River 
County, dated September 24, 2014 (Exhibit 9) 



 DEIS comments received from Mr. Michael J. Kennedy, President Marine Industries 
Association of Palm Beach County, dated November 20, 2014 (Exhibit 10) 



 DEIS comments received from the City of Palm Beach Gardens, dated November 20, 
2014 (Exhibit 10). 



Additional correspondence and resolutions from local governments, agencies, and elected 
officials related to the AAF project are included as supplemental material on Council’s website. 
 
Conclusion  
 
The AAF project represents the potential for significant improvements to the FEC railway 
system and for substantial impacts upon the region’s transportation network; land use patterns; 
the natural, physical and social environment; and the economy. As noted in the report, the DEIS 
does not provide sufficient data in several key areas for a thorough analysis of impacts at the 
local and regional level. Key data and analysis deficiencies are identified to be addressed in the 
final EIS. While passenger rail service has historically been supported at the local and regional 
level, the project as described in the DEIS creates disproportionate benefits and impacts. Areas 
gaining access to new passenger rail service appear benefitted by improved mobility, air quality, 
economic expansion, and job creation. However, the lack of access to AAF service in the 
northern counties provides adverse impacts from the project without any apparent benefits to 
offset those impacts. The DEIS provides little in the way of analysis or mitigation measures to 
address this imbalance. The final EIS: 1) should address data deficiencies; 2) include a more 
thorough analysis of project costs and benefits and suggested mitigation measures and 











   



 32 



alternatives; and 3) establish stronger measures to more completely mitigate regional and local 
impacts and to provide a better balance among the competing forms of transportation. 
 
Attachments  
 











   
 



List of Exhibits 
 
  



Exhibit  



1 Project Map 
2 Jupiter Inlet District – Boat Count Data 
3 Martin County Report: Potential Impacts - Navigation 
4 Federal Railroad Administration On-Site Engineering Reports  
5 Staff Summary of the Regional Meeting in Jupiter on October 22, 2014 
6 Staff Summary of the Regional Meeting in Fort Pierce on October 23, 2014 
7 Correspondence from the Town of Jupiter dated November 10, 2014 
8 Correspondence from the City of Fort Pierce dated November 14, 2014 
9 Correspondence from Mr. Joel M. Tallent, Sr. – Resident of Indian River County 



dated September 24, 2014 
10 Correspondence from Mr. Michael J. Kennedy, President of MIA PBC 
11 Correspondence from the City of Palm Beach Gardens dated November 20, 2014 



 
 
  











   



 



EXHIBIT 1 
Project Map 



 



 
  











   



 



EXHIBIT 2 
Jupiter Inlet District – Boat Count Data 



 



 
  



Retrieved November 14, 2014 from http://jupiterinletdistrict.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/02/Boat-
Traffic-thru-2014-09.pdf. 
 











   



 



EXHIBIT 3 
Martin County Report: Potential Impacts - Navigation 



 



 











   



 



EXHIBIT 4 
Federal Railroad Administration On-Site Engineering Field Reports  



 
  











   



 











   



 











   



 











   



 











   



 











   



 
 











   



 



 











   



 











   



 











   



 











   



 











   



 











   



 



 











   



 



 
  











   



 



EXHIBIT 5 
Staff Summary of the Regional Meeting in Jupiter on October 22, 2014 



 











   



 











   



 











   



 











   



 











   



 











   



 











   



 



 
 











   



 



EXHIBIT 6 
Staff Summary of the Regional Meeting in Fort Pierce on October 23, 2014 



 



 
  











   



 











   



 











   



 











   



 











   



 











   



 











   



 



 
  











   



 



EXHIBIT 7 
Correspondence from the Town of Jupiter dated November 10, 2014 



 











   



 











   



 











   



 
 











   



 



EXHIBIT 8 
Correspondence from the City of Fort Pierce dated November 14, 2014 



  











   



 











   



 











   



 











   



 











   



 











   



 











   



 











   



 











   



 











   



 











   



 



 
 
 











   



 



EXHIBIT 9 
Correspondence from Mr. Joel L. .Tallant, Sr. –  



Resident of Indian River County dated September 24, 2014 



 
 











   



 



 
  











   



 



EXHIBIT 10 
Correspondence from Mr. Robert J. Kennedy, President of the Marine Industries 



Association of Palm Beach County dated November 20, 2014 



 
  











   



 



EXHIBIT 11 
Correspondence from the City of Palm Beach Gardens dated November 20, 2014 



 
  











   



 



 













From: Dotty Greene
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NO to all aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 1:38:34 PM


Please stop All Aboard Florida!


As residents of St. Lucie County we find this project causes tremendous undue harm to our area and to all of Florida
 for the following reasons:


1.  The ridership expectation of 32 trains a day is unrealistic.  Accordingly, there are experts who say that All
 Aboard Florida will never cover its expenses.
2.  If a government sponsored loan is offered for this financially unrealistic project it will soon be in default leaving
 taxpayers to pick up the tab.
3.  If there were 32 trains daily it would be a severe public nuisance, safety, and environmental problem.
4.  The Railroad Administration Partial Report neglects the impact on Martin, St. Lucie, and Indian River Counties. 
 It refers to these counties as undeveloped but would have its worst damages where the track continuously travels
 through the area's heaviest population concentration.
5.  The cities of Stuart, Ft. Pierce, and Vero Beach will have serious safety effects from trains and blocked vehicle
 traffic.  This also impacts small businesses who are dependent on good traffic flow.
6.  With the FEC and Tri-rail in existence on the East Coast, a new, more direct line from Palm Beach to Orlando
 would be much less disruptive, going through much less populated areas.


In summary, the All Aboard Florida project abusively neglects the people of impacted counties.  It supports only the
 few users at either end of the line.  How can anyone justify  supporting a few people who will profit from this
 project while thousands have their lives and property values destroyed?


Serious consideration for the welfare of all citizens must be the goal.  We will appreciate your leadership in stopping
 this ruinous effort.


Sincerely,


Stan and Dorothy Greene
5802 Deer Run Drive
Ft. Pierce, FL 34951



mailto:dotgreene2000@comcast.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Hays Henderson
To: John.Winkle@DOT.Gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com; Bill@billnelson.senate.gov; Greg_Langowski@rubio.senate.gov;


 CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov; gayle.harrell@myfloridahouse.gov; negron.joe.web@flsenate.gov
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, October 14, 2014 10:40:13 AM


Dear Sir or Madam:
 
I am writing to ask specific consideration for the localized impact of the proposed All Aboard
 Florida regional rail transportation plan.
 
The rail track alignment passes through the middle of downtown in the City of Stuart, crossing
 a roundabout at one of two access points to the city from the South, as well as a main access
 for traffic traveling East to the island. The second access point is the main access for traffic
 from the North and West. The crossings are approx. 1,000 feet apart meaning both access
 points will be closed at the same time when trains pass through downtown.
 
With improvements to the Port of Miami it is reasonable to expect future increase in freight
 rail traffic. To add passenger rail traffic in addition to increased freight rail traffic will be a
 significant detrimental effect on the quality of life.
 
The impact of the increased rail traffic will pose a uniquely negative impact to the health,
 safety and welfare of the citizens in this area. Please, do not allow this plan to go forward as
 currently proposed.
 
 
 
 
 
Regards,
 
 
Hays P. Henderson, RLA
LA No. 6667203
 
 
 
Hays Henderson Design
900 NW Treasure Rd.
Stuart, Fl. 34994
Ph: 772 232 9580
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From: Mary caverly
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Treasure coast comments
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 11:31:16 AM


Why were the objections and study that was done on the Treasure Coast left out of the final report?  The majority of
 the people living in that area oppose All Aboard Florida and it seems like they purposefully left that section of
 Florida out of their study.  The number of freight trains that will be coming thru our small communities will have a
 terrible impact.  I would like to see another report written to fairly represent everyone this project with affect.  Mary
 Caverly
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From: Terry
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NO trains
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 12:45:45 PM


I attended AAF's traveling sideshow! An impressive display of sugar coated facts, comparative studies and mind
 cluttering statistics compiled by consulting firms with no hands on knowledge of the Treasure Coast.
Having lived in this beautiful area for 40 years I feel a great sadness and impending doom with the proposed 32
 passenger trains per day. Life as we know it will vanish with absolutely no benefits to the citizens and communities
 along the Treasure Coast. We the people have spoken, "NO" will we be heard?


Sent from my iPad
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From: Dee deWaal
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, October 14, 2014 2:29:40 PM


Groups with some clout should get together and oppose AAF.  Chambers of
 Commerce, and others, from the effected areas.  


Boat building and supply businesses have to think of how this will kill business.
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From: Dr. Michael Riordan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NO! to All Aboard Florida!!!
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 6:18:59 PM


Dear Sir(s),
 
I am writing to you to provide input regarding the proposal for multiple high speed trains traveling
 through my area as proposed by All Aboard Florida. I understand that input will be accepted until
 tomorrow, December 3, 2014.
 
Please be advised that I and my wife, Lucy, are adamantly opposed to the proposed high speed
 railway proposed by All Aboard Florida.
 
First and foremost, residents will be delayed due to the road closings in accessing emergency
 treatment and the delays will cause deaths. This proposal reminds me of the recent fiasco that
 occurred for the governor of New Jersey in causing delays in crossing a bridge to New York City that
 resulted in death. We have many old and sickly citizens who frequently need access to emergency
 medical care in my area. The nearest hospital (Lawnwood Regional Medical Center) requires
 ambulance transportation over the railway that All Aboard Florida intends to use for its project
 (Shorewinds Drive on North Hutchinson Island that crosses the railway en-route to U.S. 1 and the
 hospital).
 
Likewise, in the case of fires and other calamities occurring on North Hutchinson Island, emergency
 vehicles will be delayed in crossing the railroad tracks due to the frequent use of the rails and the
 blockage of emergency vehicles in support of emergency operations on the Island.
 
I, my wife, and all of my neighbors live on North Hutchinson Island because it is a quaint, quiet and
 rural beachside community. An occasional sound of a train fits in with the quaint atmosphere that
 we have invested in. The noise pollution of multiple high speed trains do not fit in with the
 atmosphere that we have invested in and cherish. In the event of high speed trains that All Aboard
 Florida proposes, we are sure to lose on our investments as property values are sure to decline and
 our style of living will be taken from us.
 
For those of us who work on the mainland of our county, as I and my wife have, there will be extra
 expenses to us in commuter time as roadway closures caused by multiple high speed trains will
 delay our commutes. An occasional road closure is tolerable. Multiple closures throughout the day
 is intolerable. In addition to lost personal and work time due to delays from road closures, there is
 the added expense of lost gasoline for many in idling cars while waiting for the trains to pass and
 the crossings to re-open.
 
In addition to my adamant opposition to All Aboard Florida’s proposal, I and my wife also object to
 the use of funds supported by taxpayers’ money!!!
 
Thank you for considering our input.
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Mike and Lucy Riordan








From: Joy moore
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Treasure coast
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 2:00:05 PM


Take it all out west along I95 lots of room easier less money and hassle for AAF make tracks a FEC walk-bike path
 thru fl
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From: rlanning1@cfl.rr.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, October 14, 2014 3:57:47 PM


Dear Mr. John Winkle,


My husband and I moved to Florida 5 years ago from New York State.  We bought our home in 2001, had it
 destroyed in the hurricanes of 2004, replaced it in 2005, and moved here full time in 2009.  We live in Barefoot
 Bay.


Barefoot Bay is a wonderful community.  We have pools, a golf course, tennis courts, lawn bowling, shuffle board,
 cards, and softball.  We have a community center, dances, dinners, and a lounge.


We love it for the small town feel and how we know so many of our neighbors.  We can walk to the activities, ride
 our bikes, or drive our car.  Many of our neighbors utilize golf carts.


We are very concerned with All Aboard Florida.  The railroad tracks run right along Barefoot Bay and separate us
 from US 1.  Grocery stores, doctors offices, and hospitals are accessible from US 1.  Right now, we often have to
 wait for long periods of time to get to our appointments and church, while freight trains block the crossings.


We have heard that 32 trains a day would be going by our community if All Aboard Florida comes to be.  They
 would be traveling at high speed in a residential area of senior citizens in golf carts and cars.  We are afraid of train
 derailments into our community and accidents at the two crossings.  There is also the fact that we the residents of
 Barefoot Bay would not be able to get to US 1 nor would the emergency services vehicles.


All Aboard Florida has aired TV commercials which state that no government funds would be used to finance them
 but we have heard that they are seeking bonds through the government.


My husband and I, as are many of our friends, are not in favor of All Aboard Florida for the impact that it would
 have on our community and on our lives.  We ask that it would be stopped.


Thank you for your consideration,
Ruth and Jay Lanning
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From: Jim Serra
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NO, NO, NO TO ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 2:57:28 PM


I will do everything in my power to fight the proposal to run 32 additional
 passenger trains through downtown Stuart.  These trains belong on the
 rails located out west away from densely populated areas.
Jim Serra
Palm City, Florida
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From: William Crocco
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Treasure coast
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 4:35:24 PM


Att: Mr. J. Winkle


Who are the beneficiaries of AAF?  Certainly not the people residing on the Treasure coast of Florida.   Have you
 ever been to St. Lucie Village in St. Lucie County?  It is still like old Florida used to be, and the people of St. Lucie
 County would like it to remain that way.  I live in Indian River County and whether I go to Church, a doctor or to
 visit someone in the hospital, I have to cross railroad tracks.  It is not bad crossing now, but with 32 more trains
 daily, it certainly will be a challenge.


Since there is no benefit to the three Treasure coast counties (Martin, St. Lucie and Indian River), why not move the
 tracks in those 3 counties west of their current location where there are not as many residents and so much more
 barren land? 


Yes, the present rails are used mostly for freight, but the increase in freight will increase dramatically in the next few
 years, as will the length of time one will have to wait at the rail crossings.


Please listen to the people of the Treasure coast and stop All Aboard Florida before it is too late.


Sincerely,
Marilyn Crocco


Sent from my iPad
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From: Judy Tenzyk
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@dot.gov; Rick.Scot@eog.myflorida.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, October 17, 2014 10:32:32 AM


Dear Sir,
We are  seniors living in Palm City (adjacent to Stuart, FL) and the idea of having 32 passenger
 or freight trains going through our little town would be a horror for us all.  We could not get
 to the hospital or in the event of a family emergency, my daughter who lives on the east side
 of the tracks could not get here to help us. It would cut the town  in half and traffic, which is
 already a problem, would be backed up to Rt. 1 from the freight trains that go though now!
 Our lives as we know now would be ruined and the we could not sell our house and go
 somewhere else because no one would buy a house that is blocked in by trains.
Please do what ever you have to do to stop this;
Mike/Judy Tenzyk
1852 SW Foxpoint Trl
Palm City, Fl 34990
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From: Jeff Laubaugh
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NO-All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:27:05 AM


I am writing to ask that the project proposal for All Aboard Florida NOT be approved.


In addition to the gross waste of taxpayer dollars to fund a private business venture, All Aboard Florida will cause a
 disparate impact to the public right of navigation.


I live beyond the proposed New River train bridge crossing and the additional proposed closures of the bridge will
 essentially render my property (along with thousands of others') land locked.  The train bridge as currently
 constructed effectively closes a major commercial and recreational waterway  when it is in use.


The damage that All Aboard Florida, a private business, will do to the commercial and recreational boating industry
 is unjust and not in the public interest. 


Jeffery and Jennifer Laubaugh
5330 SW 21 CT
Plantation FL 33317
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From: Linda Morrissey
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Treasure coast
Date: Saturday, September 20, 2014 6:58:35 AM


I am finding the railroad appalling for the treasure coast area.  We have two future projects
 going on that are not coinciding with each other 
1 Crosstown parkway bridge 
2 future thoughts of Walton road .psl bridge to hitching island 
3 AAF
Questions
1 why not build a station at Walton road for treasure coast?
2  incorporate crosstown parkway with Walton rd future  bridge with AAf station
3 if none of the above WHY NO STOP FOR TREASURE COAST??
4 SEVERE SAFETY issues for all homes and businesses near railroad tracks .  ?
5 Maintaining railroad issues for tax payers?
6 noise levels everywhere?
7 Treasure Coast home sales will be driven down for those who live in area close to railroad
 and over loaded West Palm Beach with issues now ( crime) levels will rise.
8  No seems to care about what the treasure coast thinks only when taxes will be raised to
 maintain the railroad but no home taxes will be lowered when the appraised value drops.
9  what about those who work on the islands (Nettles , Hutchinson etc  Those people have to
 be delayed due to passing train??  
I have heard No matter what the people say 
YOUR PROJECT IS GOING THROUGH  IT ALREADY HAS BEGUN.
Thank you for listening
LM
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From: Win Swan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Saturday, October 18, 2014 11:28:18 AM


Dear Mr. Winkle,
     Please listen to the Floridians who will be affected by this scam.  It's an attempt by the
 same folks who want to pave the lakes for their own profits.
     The statement::"No federal funds will be used" is a blatant lie. Where's the $2.5 trillion
 coming from?
     This fiasco will lose money from the start, that is, until those rails start hauling the
 tremendous increase in freight caused by widening the Panama Canal. Guess who profits?
     There are alternatives to haul this freight. Tell the proponents to "Go West"


Win Swan
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From: callmemot@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NO
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 1:43:04 PM


Rather than repeat all the valid reasons why AAF would negatively effect almost everyone in its path, I
 would state briefly that it would destroy the way of
life in Vero Beach.  There is no way you can reduce noise, safety and environmental concerns to an
 acceptable level.  It would be more cost effective to move
the track further west before people are killed or injured by the number and speed of trains slated to pass
 through Vero.  If I were looking for a place to vacation,
I would not chose somewhere where trains would be so much of an issue, due to noise, inconvenience or
 safety.  They are a pain in the tail now and will only
become that much worse.


Susan Hayes 
1550 Smugglers Cove
Vero Beach, FL  32963
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From: Amanda Durham
To: andrew.w.phillips@usace.army.mil
Cc: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: USACOA Public Notice
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 4:11:50 PM
Attachments: US Army Corps Eng ltr 11-7-14 (2).pdf


US Army Corps Eng ltr 11-7-14.pdf
ec007 AAF DEIS Review.pdf


Attached please find: Letter from Steven H. Gray, Esquire re: USACOA Public Notice with enclosure.
 
Thank you,


Amanda
 
Amanda Durham
Paralegal to Steven H. Gray, Esquire
E-mail: ADurham@gahlaw.com
 
Gray, Ackerman & Haines, P.A.
125 NE First Avenue, Suite 1
Ocala, Florida 34470-6675
Web: www.gahlaw.com
 
This message and any attachments are intended for the use of the addressee and may contain
 information that is privileged and confidential.
 
If the reader of the message is not intended or an authorized representative of the intended recipient, you
 are hereby notified that any dissemination of this communication is strictly prohibited.
 
If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by replying to this e-mail
 messiage or by telephone at 352-732-8121 and delete the message and any attachments from your
 system.
 
Thank you.
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Memorandum	
 



Date:  November 7, 2014 



To:  Rob Yeager 



CC:  Don McIntosh 



John Florio 



From:  Jeff Newton 



Subject:  Carlsbad Orlando Property (aka Starwood) 



All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement 



As requested in your recent conversation with Don McIntosh, we have reviewed the 



All  Aboard  Florida  (AAF)  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (DEIS)  dated 



September 2014  and  specific  appendices  to  that  report,  all  as obtained  from  the 



Federal Railroad Administration website, as related to “Alternative A,” “Alternative 



C”  and  “Alternative  E”  for  the  East‐West  Corridor  extending  from  Orlando 



International  Airport  (MCO)  to  Cocoa.    Our  primary  focus was  on  the  17.4 mile 



“OOCEA Segment” of the East‐West Corridor extending from SR 417 to SR 520 and 



its potential impact on Starwood.   
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Alternative	A	
This alternative places the AAF rail “largely within” the south 60 feet of the existing 



SR 528 right‐of‐way. 



 This alternative results  in the greatest encroachment  into the SR 528 right‐



of‐way, potentially interfering with the ultimate expansion of SR 528 to an 



8‐lane  facility,  and may  limit  future  regional multimodal  transportation 



opportunities that have been discussed in the area. 



 An elevated  (> 8  feet)  section of  rail  corridor begins  approximately 1,900 



feet west  of  Turkey  Creek  and  extends  approximately  3.5 miles west  to 



approximately  2,400  feet  west  of  Starwood’s  eastern  boundary,  with 



extensive bridging over  the existing  interchange at  ICP Boulevard and  the 



future interchange at Innovation Way.  An unusually long bridge span begins 



at  ICP Boulevard and extends over  the entire  Innovation Way  interchange 



including  its southern ramps.   The bridge crosses over the  Innovation Way 



roadway, which is the second tier of the interchange, making the rail bridge 



the third tier of the interchange, potentially 40‐50 feet above natural grade.  



This long section of significantly elevated rail and its unusually high bridge at 



Innovation  Way  could  have  increased  visual,  noise  and/or  vibration 



impacts on the adjacent and surrounding lands, including the northeastern 



portion  of  Starwood.    Due  to  the  height  of  the  rail,  opportunities  to 



mitigate the adverse  impacts to Starwood through the use of sound walls, 



landscaping, berms, etc. will be very  limited or non‐existent.   There  is no 



information  in  the  DEIS  that  addresses  planned mitigation  of  the  above 



noted impacts, especially as related to planned residential development.  



 While  the  remainder  of  the  rail  along  the  Starwood  frontage  runs  “At 



Grade” (defined as  less than or equal to 8 feet above natural grade), there 



may  be  some  level  of  visual,  noise  and/or  vibration  impacts  within 



Starwood.  



 As you know, there are already drainage  issues that exist along the SR 528 



corridor that adversely impact Starwood.  Any additional adverse impact to 



the natural drainage patterns  resulting  from construction of  the AAF  rail 



will  need  to  be  addressed  and/or mitigated.    At  this  level  of  study,  no 



information  was  provided  regarding  accommodation  of  the  existing 



drainage. 



 The  proposed  rail  remains  within  the  existing  SR  528  right‐of‐way  from 



SR 520  to  a  point  approximately  6,900  feet  west  of  Starwood’s  eastern 



boundary,  at  which  point  the  rail  corridor  deflects  into  the  Starwood 



property to avoid the existing mainline toll plaza and continues to the west 



–  both  inside  and  outside  of  the  irregular  SR  528  right‐of‐way  –  until 
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reaching the SR 417 interchange.  This alignment would require acquisition 



of land from Carlsbad Orlando. 



 The  “At  Grade”  portion  of  the  rail  along  the  Starwood  frontage  runs 



through  two  existing  stormwater  ponds  that  accommodate  SR  528 



drainage  with  no  apparent  provision  for  new  or  expanded  ponds  to 



compensate  for  the  diminished  capacity.    Expansion,  replacement  or 



reconfiguration  of  the  existing  ponds  could  require  acquisition  of 



additional land from Carlsbad Orlando. 



 Construction  of  the  proposed  rail  in  the  location  represented  by  this 



alternative would almost certainly preclude any potential for future direct 



access  from  Starwood  to  SR  528, whether  the  constraint  be  physical  or 



financial. 



Alternative	C	
This alternative places the AAF rail and a maintenance access road  largely within a 



100‐foot  wide  corridor,  10  feet  of  which  is  within  the  southern  portion  of  the 



existing SR 528 right‐of‐way and 90 feet of which is outside of the existing right‐of‐



way.   The DEIS anticipates  that CFX would acquire  the additional  lands outside of 



the existing right‐of‐way. 



 This  alternative  encroaches  into  the  SR  528  right‐of‐way,  potentially 



interfering with the ultimate expansion of SR 528 to an 8‐lane facility, and 



may  limit  future  regional multimodal  transportation  opportunities  that 



have been discussed in the area. 



 This  alternative  requires  acquisition  of  substantial  lands  from  Carlsbad 



Orlando. 



 The 100‐foot wide rail corridor runs contiguous with the SR 528 right‐of‐way 



to a point approximately 7,700  feet west of Starwood’s east boundary, at 



which point the corridor diverges to the south through the western portion 



of  Starwood  in  order  to  cross  SR  417  south  of  the  main  body  of  the 



SR 417/SR 528 interchange. 



 Due  to  the  alignment  of  the  rail  corridor,  significant  acreage  within 



Starwood lying north of the corridor (roughly 90 acres) will be landlocked, 



with no provision for access after construction of the rail. 



 The  rail  corridor  runs  “At Grade”  from  just  east  of  the  future  Innovation 



Way interchange to a point between the SR 528 mainline toll plaza and the 



SR  417  interchange,  at which  point  the  rail  corridor  elevates  in  order  to 



cross over SR 417 and  its associated  interchange ramps.   The  right‐of‐way 



associated with this elevated section  increases  from 100  feet to 380  feet 



wide. 



 Both  the  “At Grade”  and  elevated  sections of  rail  corridor  could  result  in 



visual, noise and/or  vibration  impacts within  Starwood. As was  the  case 
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with  Alternative  A,  there  is  no  information  in  the  DEIS  that  addresses 



planned  mitigation  of  these  impacts,  especially  as  related  to  planned 



residential development. 



 As was the case with Alternative A, construction of the proposed rail in the 



location represented by Alternative C would almost certainly preclude any 



potential  for  future direct access  from Starwood  to SR 528, whether  the 



constraint be physical or financial. 



Alternative	E	
This alternative places the AAF rail and a maintenance access road largely within a 
corridor comprising the southern 100 feet of a 200‐foot “Super Corridor” adjacent 
to the southerly right‐of‐way line of SR 528.  The DEIS anticipates that CFX would 
acquire the additional lands outside of the existing right‐of‐way.   
 



 Beyond the requirement for a 200‐foot Super Corridor, the impacts on 
Starwood resulting from Alternative E are similar to those resulting from 
Alternative C. 



 As was the case with Alternative C, this alternative requires acquisition of 



substantial lands from Carlsbad Orlando. 



 The 200‐foot wide Super Corridor runs contiguous with the SR 528 right‐of‐



way along the entire northern boundary of Starwood. 



 As was the case with Alternative C, beginning approximately 7,700 feet west 



of  Starwood’s east boundary,  the  corridor diverges  to  the  south  through 



the western portion of Starwood in order to cross SR 417 south of the main 



body of the SR 417/SR 528 interchange. 



 As was the case with Alternative C, due to the alignment of the rail corridor, 



significant  acreage within  Starwood  lying  north  of  the  corridor  (roughly 



90 acres) will be landlocked, with no provision for access after construction 



of the rail. 



 As was  the case with Alternative C,  the  rail corridor  runs “At Grade”  from 



just east of the future  Innovation Way  interchange to a point between the 



SR 528 mainline  toll plaza and  the SR 417  interchange, at which point  the 



rail  corridor  elevates  in  order  to  cross  over  SR  417  and  its  associated 



interchange ramps.  The right‐of‐way associated with this elevated section 



increases from 100 feet to 380 feet wide. 



 As was the case with both Alternative A and Alternative C, the “At Grade” 



and  elevated  sections of  rail  corridor  could  result  in  visual,  noise  and/or 



vibration impacts within Starwood. 



 As was the case with both Alternative A and Alternative C, construction of 



the proposed rail in the location represented by Alternative E would almost 



certainly preclude any potential for future direct access from Starwood to 



SR 528, whether the constraint be physical or financial. 
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This memorandum  is not based on an exhaustive  review of  the DEIS, but  rather a 



focused review related to the “OOCEA Segments” of the alignment alternatives their 



potential  impact on  lands owned by Carlsbad Orlando, LLC.   There are engineering 



implications  to any alignment alternative  that cannot be evaluated at  this  level of 



detail. 













From: Dickhaverland@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, October 19, 2014 11:23:02 AM


I am an elected official (Councilan-Indian River Shores  which is within Indian River County).
 
I am among the few in the area who believe that the Fortress Group subsidiary has a right to run as many
 trains, passenger or otherwise, so long as they provide that the crossings are safe and the horn sounds
 are limited.
 
Far more importantly, I object to any government loans being made to that are not 100% secured by
 marketable collateral. I do not view the "rights of way" as sufficient in size or marketable enough to be
 considered reasonable collateral. This should not be a Solindra redo. The loan should be made on a
 commercial basis, or not made at all.
 
Richard Haverland
772-231-6550
14 Sea Ct
Indian River Shores  32963
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From: jerryohio@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NOT ALL ABOARD
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 9:58:11 PM


Down Town Stuart today is the result of the Stuart Main Street revitalization program. 
 Stuart has an active downtown with shoppers, diners  for breakfast, lunch and dinner and
 going to the Lyric theater.    More trains would mean waiting & waiting to get across the
 tracks. 
Could take the fun out of spending money.   We also need to care about the environment and
 keep  ALL  ABOARD  FL  out of downtown  Stuart.
 
Mary J. Felton,   1064 NW Spruce Ridge Drive, Stuart, FL 34994
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From: DCF
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: USCG Public comment for All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:01:10 PM


Dear Sir,
 
As a Florida boater, I am concerned about the impact on both recreational boating and commerce
 from the significant additional bridge closings as a result of AAF eastern route to Orlando.  I feel
 consideration should be given to using a western route along the CSX corridor.   I am also in
 agreement with the MIATC position on this topic.
 
Thank you for your consideration.
 
Sincerely,
 
Don Frick
dcf@frick9.com
215 514-0683
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From: BOB GINNY CALLAHAN
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, October 20, 2014 1:01:45 PM


As a resident of Hobe Sound, Fl, I cross the tracks a number of times daily and do not treasure the thought of
 more trains due to time constraints and the noise.


Why not build the tracks out west along the turnpike or I-95 away from the east coast?  Quality of life, environment
 issues, first responders, property values, etc. would then not be affected.  


I would not vote for the additional trains even if they stopped on the Treasure Coast.  They are not worth it and
 who really knows if they will get the ridership they think they will.


It all sounds like politics to me.


Sincerely,
Virginia Callahan
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From: johnbelwood@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NOT AAF!
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:18:03 PM


AAF should NOT be instituted within this state. The data being used is seriously
 flawed. This is supposed to be to move passengers from Orlando to Miami but there
 are other options which are cheaper and time efficient. The quality of life on the
 Treasure coast will be greatly affected in a most negative manner without any 
 positives to offset these negatives. To date railroad travel within the US is not
 supported by the general population. 
As a taxpayer I am opposed to my monies being spent on this horrible idea.
 
I don't even believe that moving this out west so that it does not affect our towns is a
 good idea. I am not sure how this ever got this far but it's time to STOP!
 
Jan Belwood
Palm City
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From: Ann Wysock
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Unhappy with new train schedule
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 3:22:34 PM


We are very unhappy with the thought of any new trains going through the Treasure
 Coast.  The train crossings in Stuart are heavily backed up with traffic currently and
 will even be worse when the snowbirds arrive for the winter.  If you need to add trains
 from Orlando to West Palm Beach do it along the turnpike corridor, not in our
 backyards.


Very angrily yours,


Ann J Wysock
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From: Jon Robb
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, October 20, 2014 10:21:19 PM


To whom it may concern:


Some of the railroad crossings in the Stuart, Florida area are close enough to US 1 that this Federal Highway will be
 blocked by backed-up traffic.  This will be especially important when the expected increase in freight train traffic
 occurs. Everyone realizes that will be the outcome of the Panama Canal enlarging.  The length of those freight
 trains will probably also be increased.


One of the primary routes from US 1 by emergency vehicles will be blocked many times per day by these trains.  I
 know you would not want you or a loved one not survive because the EMS had to sit in a line while a train was
 tying up a crossing site.  It is feasible that if two of these passenger trains were coming from the opposite direction
 at similar times the closure time could be much longer than planned.  On top of that throw in a freight train a little
 off schedule.


Thank you in advance for your attention.


Jon Robb
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From: Janice Minshew
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NOT AAF
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:27:55 AM


Dear Business associate,
   I have lived in Stuart for 30 years and am now retired. I chose this area for its unique location between two
 waterways. This is a small town, isolated from the hustle of the south counties. Ramming several trains through the
 heart of the town would destroy the heart and timber of our community. I don't think anyone should have the right
 to do that.
    I understand progress and the need for commerce. A wise decision that I support would be to move the operation
 to the west of town, leaving room for growth and creating new opportunities in that location.
Sincerely,
Janice Minshew


Sent from my iPad
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From: Ken Bradley
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@dot.gov
Cc: Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: Use Amendment 1 Funds to acquire FECR Land & Create a Florida State Park Linear Greenway
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:43:25 PM


All Aboard Florida Proposed Route vs Alternative Routes and Creation of a Linear
 Greenway Florida State Park along the existing route using Amendment 1 Land
 Acquisition Trust Funds.
 
Amendment 1 alters SECTION 28. Land Acquisition Trust Fund to include:


Effective on July 1 of the year following passage of this amendment by the voters
 (2015), and for a period of 20 years after that effective date, the Land Acquisition Trust
 Fund shall receive no less than 33 percent of net revenues derived from the existing
 excise tax on documents, as defined in the statutes in effect on January 1, 2012, as
 amended from time to time, or any successor or replacement tax, after the
 Department of Revenue first deducts a service charge to pay the costs of the
 collection and enforcement of the excise tax on documents. b) Funds in the Land
 Acquisition Trust Fund shall be expended only for the following purposes: 1) As
 provided by law, to finance or refinance: the acquisition and improvement of land,
 water areas, and related property interests, including conservation easements, and
 resources for conservation lands including wetlands, forests, and fish and wildlife
 habitat; wildlife management areas; lands that protect water resources and drinking
 water sources, including lands protecting the water quality and quantity of rivers,
 lakes, streams, springsheds, and lands providing recharge for groundwater and
 aquifer systems; lands in the Everglades Agricultural Area and the Everglades
 Protection Area, as defined in Article II, Section 7(b); beaches and shores; outdoor
 recreation lands, including recreational trails, parks, and urban open space; rural
 landscapes; working farms and ranches; historic or geologic sites; together with
 management, restoration of natural systems, and the enhancement of public access
 or recreational enjoyment of conservation lands. 2) To pay the debt service on bonds
 issued pursuant to Article VII, Section 11(e). c) The moneys deposited into the Land
 Acquisition Trust Fund, as defined by the statutes in effect on January 1, 2012, shall
 not be or become commingled with the General Revenue Fund of the state.


 
This is approximately $1 Billion Dollars a year for 20 years.  Amendment 1 had
 approximately 75 percent "Yes" votes to 25 percent “No”. It needed 60 percent of the vote
 to pass.  Florida Residents overwhelmingly passed this amendment.
 
This is an opportunity for the State of Florida to purchase the Florida East Coast Railway
 Land that runs directly through the centers of and bisects many cities and towns along the
 way and create a Linear Greenway State Park in its place.  This will do more for the public
 use and enjoyment and the economies along the east coast of Florida than any other
 project or existing state park.
 
One alternative to accomplish this goal is to swap the FECR land for an easement along
 the I-95 or Florida Turnpike to re-direct the proposed All Aboard Florida Passenger Train
 and the existing Freight Traffic. Passenger trains could run on one side of the Corridor and
 Freight Trains on the other side or even an elevated High Speed Train down the center.
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Other alternatives would be to use I-95 or Turnpike Corridor for passenger service only and
 use the existing CSX Tracks for freight.  There also another very good alternative for
 freight that has been proposed and that is to use ocean going container ships to almost
 totally replace the need for freight trains.
 
One issue that has not yet received much press is the readiness of Local Disaster
 Response Teams along the proposed AAF Route and increased freight traffic that is sure
 to come.  Are our Fire Departments, Police Departments and Hospitals prepared to handle
 a disastrous derailment of either a freight train carrying Hazardous Materials or a
 Passenger Train derailment at one of the 340 at grade crossings or bridges along the
 way?  It is unlikely at this time that the smaller communities along the way are ready for
 such a disaster.  How much will it cost the taxpayers to fund this requirement?
 
In conclusion, the best use of the FECR land at this time is for a State Park Linear
 Greenway with pedestrian and bicycle paths and various recreation amenities running
 almost the entire length of the state and would enhance the value of the land and buildings
 bordering the Greenway Park and increase local tax revenues.  New uses for buildings and
 adjacent land along the Greenway Park and new businesses created will not only increase
 the tax revenue, it will also eliminate many blighted areas along the current FEC Railway
 Tracks.
 
BOTTOM LINE:  All of the above alternative proposals will increase employment in Florida
 for many years to come as the improvements are made and local tax revenues will also
 increase dramatically.
 
 


Have a Great Day !!
 
Ken Bradley, Sales Manager | Trainer | Coach |Short Sale Division Manager
CDPE, E-Pro, Previews International Luxury Homes Specialist
Coldwell Banker Paradise/ Ed Schlitt/ Hoyt Murphy Realtors
Email: Ken@KenBradleyRealtor.com |Cell: (772) 538-9981 |Fax: 772-360-4115
News: www.KenBradleyRealtor.com | Website: www.FLColdwellBanker.com
4625 N A1A |Vero Beach, FL 32963
9 Office Locations in Indian River, Brevard and St. Lucie Counties
 
DISCLOSURE: Ken Bradley is a licensed real estate broker (BK8865) in Florida. A real estate broker or agent is qualified
 to advise you specifically about real estate sales, leasing, management, property values and marketing your property for
 sale or lease.  For advice regarding legal, tax, insurance, or property inspection issues, I recommend that you consult with
 an appropriately licensed professional.
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From: Ernest Smith
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Lee G Smith
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 2:07:16 PM


September 21, 2014


John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. Room W38-31
Washington, DC 20590


Dear Mr. Winkle:


As residents of Vero Beach, Florida my wife and I wish to convey our opposition to the implementation of
 passenger train service between Miami and Orlando.  Current plans call for up to 16 round-trip trains per day which
 would travel on tracks that go through the heart of Vero Beach but would not stop in Vero Beach.  The trains would
 travel at speeds of up to 103 mph.  There is no benefit to the residents of Vero Beach, just plenty of noise and
 plenty of waiting in our cars while the trains pass through our beautiful town.  It seems evident to us that Vero
 Beach would lose some of its beauty and some of its value with the addition of these trains.


Sincerely,


Ernest W. Smith
Lee G. Smith
4565 Bridgepointe Way # 142
Vero Beach, FL 32967
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From: jelene dressler
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NOT AAF
Date: Monday, November 10, 2014 6:21:48 AM


I am firmly against All Aboard Florida.  It serves the Treasure Coast residents with absolutely
 nothing except getting in the way of our tranquil life.


It will interrupt our marine traffic with a minimum of 32 bridge openings and closings per
 day.  Our premiere hospital is located on the east side of the tracks therefore holding-up our
 emergency traffic when the train crossings are down.  The traffic congestion this will cause to
 our beautiful downtown Stuart will ruin, absolutely destroy the quiet, quaint atmosphere that
 we've grown to love and adore about our little town here in Martin County.  And maintaining
 what would be new railroad crossings via OUR local tax dollars, NO.


All Aboard Florida's public meetings were a joke.   Why were they set-up so that the public
 could not openly question these executives?  This is NOT the American way.  Our country is
 increasingly becoming "we, the government" and less "WE THE PEOPLE."  


I wholeheartedly and unequivocally OPPOSE All Aboard Florida.  This is NOT meant to be a
 passenger service, it's main purpose is to move the big cargo containers that will be arriving
 from Panama, we, in Martin County see this for what it really is.  Make no mistake, we ARE
 aware.  We do NOT want this train running through our county, it will ruin our way of life
 forever.


My family and I say NO to All Aboard Florida, this will affect too many people and too many
 lives to be allowed to go ahead.  


Jelene D. Dressler
Palm City, FL
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From: Jay and Patty Kamm
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Vehement Opposition
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:28:41 AM


Dear Staff of the Federal Rail Administration,
I am writing to express my vehement opposition to All Aboard Florida’s plan to run high speed
 trains through the Treasure Coast communities of Florida. By now you have heard countless
 concerns expressed by the citizens of this area, so I needn’t re-state them here. However, please
 know that nothing good can come from this scheme, and a lot of damage to these communities will
 come about if this plan is allowed to go forward.
One corporation’s ability to make money and its desire to make money should not be allowed to
 trump the widespread opposition to this project on the part of St. Martin and Indian River County
 residents. Please heed the admonitions of our county officials to review the draft Economic Impact
 Statement and see it for what it really is. Stop this thing in its tracks. Please.
James J. Kamm
5040-101 Harmony Circle
Vero Beach, FL 32967
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From: Jane Greenwasser
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, October 21, 2014 3:35:58 PM


Stuart cannot endure the intrusion of so much train traffic. We are a
small community
and the amount of anticipated traffic will destroy our way of life.
Remember,  we are dependent
upon tourist travel. They will NOT  come here if auto and boat movement
is altered. What
boater in his right mind would spend half the time making room for
trains to move in and about his route?


Trains are not a financial success in Florida, never have been. We would
endure a strain maintaining and modifying.
It does not make good common sense!
Dr. & Mrs. Ralph Greenwasser
Stuart, Fl. 34996
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From: Rich Ferrie
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NOT ALL ABOARD FLORIDA!
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:42:43 PM


     In my opinion, the entire "All Aboard Florida" project is a sneaky,
selfish scheme designed to deceive everyone into thinking that they are
getting a great deal.
It is all a fabricated lie in order to hide their true intent. There are
no successful, unsubsidized passenger rail services in the country -
NONE. But, if you convince someone to give you a guaranteed government
loan, you can build a lot of tracks on OUR dollars. Later on, when the
passenger service fails,  All Aboard Florida, who is owned by Florida
East Coast Rail, will then use these now available and now unused tracks
for the purpose of hauling at least double the freight that will come
from Miami. Remember the Panama Canal will double a triple the sizes of
the ships passing through. Much of this new freight will be funneled
through Miami and has to be sent elsewhere via rail.
All aboard Florida offers us nothing but heartache. Our safety will be
jeopardized by under protected crossings and by the greatly delayed
response time of emergency vehicles. Imagine that you live on the other
side of the tracks from the hospital and that you are having a heart
attack and you call 911. Then you hear a train whistle and the ambulance
takes an additional 5 or 10 minutes to arrive. The paramedics treat you
and then load you into the ambulance. As the ambulance nears the tracks
you hear a train whistle and the ambulance must stop again for 5 or 10
minutes. If this happens to you, you have my prayers.
     There is only 1 railroad bridge in Stuart. It is nearly 100 years
old. regulations require it to close 10 minutes or so before a train
crosses and 10 or 15 minutes after it passes. 32 trains passing PLUS
additional freight trains means that if you are lucky, the bridge might
open to boat traffic about 5 or 10 minutes an hour. During the closed
time, the boat traffic must keep moving in a circle in order to maintain
control. When the bridge does go up it will be a mad dash to get
through. What could go wrong here? When the bridge breaks (as 100 year
old bridges do) the trains will back up and block crossings for miles on
either side. How hard will it be to get parts for 100 year old bridges?
     Property values along the line will plummet.
     Stuart will lose the left turn lane at Confusion Corner. They will
also lose more than 100 parking spots. Business will suffer immensely
and many will fail.
     Now that I have told you what we will get with All Aboard Florida,
lets discuss what we will lose.
     We will lose the ideal that government is by the people and for the
people and come to the realization that THEY DON'T CARE ABOUT US! It's
all about protecting the money and not the people. I hope I am wrong,
but this smells like a sellout on the highest order.


Richard J. Ferrie
779 SW Aruba Bay
Port St. Lucie, FL 34986
772-343-8165
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From: Ms Patricia G Tifft
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Vero Beach
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 8:32:16 PM


I live in South Vero Beach not far from Route 1 and the AAF proposed fast trains from Miami to Orlando.There are
 gates and track crossings in Vero Beach at Highland Ave, Oslo Rd, 1st St, 4th St, 8th St, 12th St, 17th St, 20th St,
 21st St, 23rd St, 26th St, Aviation Blvd, 41St, 44th St, etc. Fast trains flying through our city every twenty minutes
 would create havoc, effectively cutting the city in half. Vero Beach would receive absolutely no benefit from these
 trains. There is no plan to create a stop anywhere near here. Rather, there would be constant traffic jams, noise,
 shaking and danger. Emergency vehicles could well be caught on the wrong side of the track in the traffic. Our
 property  values would be devalued significantly. Our city, and the whole Treasure Coast would not be a place
 where tourists would want to come any more, thus being a huge detriment to the local economy.


Why haven't these issues been addressed by the Federal Railroad Administration's draft environmental impact
 statement?! Doesn't the Treasure Coast deserve any consideration of the obvious facts that these fast trains would
 cause? Will people have to die to make the Federal Railroad Administration wake up to the facts? Trains going up
 to 110 miles per hour don't belong in the middle of populated cities and towns. European trains operate
 underground or overhead at crossings. These multiple crossings would be terribly dangerous.


I understand there is a right of way along Florida's Tpke which goes right to Orlando without going through any
 heavily populated cities oor towns. It would be a direct route, much quicker and straighter. I know that AAF doesn't
 own that land but certainly there must be a way to build their tracks there.


Please reconsider what AAF wants to do. Their plan is ludicrous.


Patricia Tifft
341 Hawthorne Lane
Vero Beach FL 32962
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From: Sandy Sanborn
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 11:54:51 AM


To whom it may concern:
I fear that this email will either be discarded before being read or that if read it will fall
 on deaf ears, but I want express my strongest feelings on the impact to Fort Pierce
 and the Treasure Coast. Please before you decide, have the decision makers come
 to Stuart, Port St Lucie and Fort Pierce and see exactly where the train going 110
 MPH will be going. It is incredible to me that anyone could believe that this is not
 going to be a significant factor in emergency response times. The train will pass
 through the center of one downtown center. It is more than an inconvenience, it will
 be a hazard. I am sure that you will be receiving positive feedback from those who
 benefit, but ask them would they want it in their neighborhood if it looked like ours. I
 am skeptical that this  can be stopped because of big business and lobbying efforts,
 but rest assured it will cause someone's death as soon as it starts. The difference of
 adding 5-6 minutes in response time will make a difference.


V. K. Sanborn
5500 St Lucie Blvd
Fort Pierce, FL 34946



mailto:wildrover_99@yahoo.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Marcia Benson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NOT ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:12:35 AM
Attachments: NOT ALL ABOARD FLORIDA.pdf


December 1, 2014:
 
To Whom it May Concern:
 
Before the United States Coast Guard allows the (AAF) to disrupt navigation of the St. Lucie


 Waterway, as currently proposed, please consider the devastating impacts to property values to the
 4,711 waterfront property owners west of the Stuart FEC Crossing at the St. Lucie River. They live
 along the North and South Forks of the St. Lucie River and their property values are a direct function
 of their ocean access. If the railroad bridge is only open for boats less than 20 minutes per hour –
 based on current freight trains and the 32 proposed passenger trains during daylight hours – then
 the traffic jam of boaters trying to get under the down bridge will be a serious danger to navigation
 to and from the St. Lucie Canal, which connects to Fort Myers and the Gulf of Mexico. There are also
 thousands of St. Lucie County boaters who won’t be able to go to the Gulf or enjoy the South and
 North Forks of the St. Lucie River. There are plenty of tales of 40-minute waits in heavy currents for
 the Stuart railroad bridge to go back up and again to allow boater traffic to go east or west.


We personally have a sailboat and live west of the railroad bridge. If you have even seen this
 railroad crossing in Stuart you would know full well that only one boat at a time can safely go
 through the railroad bridge and the highway bridge that immediately follows. As a sail boater you
 have limited control going through tight areas and with the limited amount of time and the obvious
 back log of boaters that will be waiting in line to get through these bridges it is a navigational
 hazard. As it currently stands it is tough to get through these bridges safely. With 32 more trains a
 day it will make it virtually impossible to sail in our waters which is why we moved here in the first
 place. This will destroy our way of life and our property values.


 
The same is true for thousands of waterfront property owners west of the much lower


 railroad bridge in Tequesta. For unknown reasons, this ill-advised proposal does not include an
 additional high rise rail crossing at the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee or New Rivers. These are obvious
 choke points for rail and boating traffic. The choke point in Stuart is just minutes away from the St.
 Lucie Inlet where boaters can reach the Atlantic Ocean after crossing the state from the Gulf of
 Mexico in Fort Myers.


 
Officials from Indian River, St. Lucie and Martin counties are extremely concerned about the


 negative impact on marine vessels in life threatening situations.
 
This is not the route for “allegedly” high speed rail as proposed. I hope the U.S. Coast Guard


 will stop AAF from taking away our rights to use the St. Lucie waterway for navigation to wreck our
 way of life and destroy our property values.


 
An even greater concern is the health and safety impact that additional trains will have on


 our town. The additional trains will make accessibility to our Hospital for emergency purposes very
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December 1,2074;



To Whom it May Concern:



Before the United States Coast Guard allows the (AAF) to disrupt navigation of the St.



Lucie Waterway, as currently proposed, please consider the devastating impacts to property



values to the 4,71L waterfront property owners west of the Stuart FEC Crossing at the St. Lucie



River. They live along the North and South Forks of the St. Lucie River and their property values



are a direci function olth.i. ocean access. If the railroad bridge is only open for boats less than



20 minutes per hour - based on current freight trains and the 32 proposed passengel lains during



daylight hours - then the traffic jam of boaters trying to get under the down bridge will be a



serious danger to navigation to and from the St. Lucie Canal, which connects to Fort Myers and



the Gulf of Mexico. Th"r" are also thousands of St. Lucie County boaters who won't be able to



go to the Gulf or enjoy the South and North Forks of the St. Lucie River. There are plenty of
tales of 40-minute *uit, it heavy currents for the Shmrt railroad bridge to go back up and again



to allow boater traffic to go east or west.



We personally have a sailboat and live west of the railroad bridge. If you have even seen



this railroadi.ossi.rg i, Stuart you would know full well that only one boat at a time can safely



go through the railroad bridge and the highway bridge that immediately follows. As a sail boater



lou have-limited control going through tight meas and with the limited amount of time and the



lbrio.6 back log of boaters that will be waiting in line to get through these bridges it is a



navigation alhiard. As it currently stands it is tough to get through these bridges safely- With 32



morJtrains a day it will make it virtually impossible to sail in our waters which is why we



moved here in the first place. This will destroy our way of life and our property values-



The same is true for thousands of waterfront property owners west of the much lower



railroad bridge in Tequesta. For unknown reasons, this ill-advised proposal does not include an



additional tiltr rise rail crossing at the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee or New Rivers. These are obvious



choke points for rail and boating traffrc. The choke point in Stuaft is just minutes away from the



St. Lucie Inlet where boaters can reach the Atlantic Ocean after crossing the state from the Gulf
of Mexico in Fort Myers.



Officials from Indian River, St. Lucie and Martin counties are extremely concemed about



the negative impact on marine vessels in life threatening situations'



This is not the route for "allegedly" high speed rail as proposed. I hope the U.S' Coast



Guard will stop AAF from taking away our rights to use the St. Lucie waterway for navigation to



wreck our way of life and destroy our property values.



An even greater concern is the health and safety impact that additional trains will have on



our town. The additional trains will make accessibility to our Hospital for emergency purposes



very difficult and may even cause life threatening situations. The negative impact it will have on



ourquaint downtown will be devastating to our businesses and to our way of life. The train runs



righithrough our downtown area and will make access to our businesses very difficult'











Please consider our point of view and the devastating impact this will have on our



community and others.



Thank you for your time and consideration.
Regards,



)r' 
" PJ"7\c)ri 'lotelLr



Marcia Benson
Resident Stuart, Fl.












 difficult and may even cause life threatening situations. The negative impact it will have on our
 quaint downtown will be devastating to our businesses and to our way of life. The train runs right
 through our downtown area and will make access to our businesses very difficult.


 
Please consider our point of view and the devastating impact this will have on our


 community and others.
 
Thank you for your time and consideration.
Regards,
 
 
Marcia Benson
Resident Stuart, Fl.


 
 


Marcia
Marcia Hoke Benson
Berkshire Hathaway Home Services
Florida Realty
Broker Associate, GRI, CDPE, SFR
772-528-0837
Marcia@marciabenson.com
www.marciabenson.com
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From: Firefighters
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Very Concerned Citizen and Boater
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 7:29:20 AM


As a long time Palm city resident and  boater,  I’m very concerned that This private venture is
 allowed to move passengers and additional freight traffic  through these coastal communities
 without the government requirements to replace obsolete infrastructures such as the St Lucie
 trestle bridge.  At a minimum, these bridges should be replaced to allow clearance for most vessels
 before the AAF can begin operations.
 
Everyone knows that AAF is not critical for the movement of tourist and will  lose money and
 eventually fade away with our tax dollars as the freight business increases with the expansions of
 the ports and Panama canal.
 
Again, everyone loses except for big business…When will it stop????
 
Thomas Dent
Palm City Fl.
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From: larry allman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida / Treasure Coast
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:56:08 AM


Dear AAF:


As a long time resident and homeowner on the Treasure Coast, specifically Port St. Lucie, I
 am appalled and frightened at the damage, inconvenience and danger which AAF poses to our
 beloved community.  32 trains per day, rumbling through on insufficient tracks and unsafe
 intersections--this is a nightmare waiting to happen, being forced through by big money
 interests and Republican lobbyists.


We, all of us here, are opposed to this monstrous, misguided, profoundly region wrecking
 plan.


Stop this, or move the tracks west so that there is no damage to our wonderful, safe,
 harmonious Treasure Coast.


Thank you for your courtesy and consideration.


Larry Allman
6258 Alexandria Circle
Ft. Pierce, Fla.  34982
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From: Larry Gambon
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Very bad idea.
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 2:58:03 PM


I can not think of a single good reason All Aboard Florida has for building this “passenger” rail system 
through our most populated Treasure Coast towns. The potential for ruinous consequences are completely 
glossed over by those who favor this fiasco. The rider estimates AAF makes are pure bunk. Amtrack 
already stops in Miami and Orlando and their ridership is a disaster. By what magic will AAF make this 
work?


The disruption to our access to healthcare, hospitals and emergency services will be disastrous and will cost 
lives. That alone should be cause enough to shut this idea down right now. When you add to that the 
potential huge business losses, parking spot losses and marine congestion, one would think the system is run
 by a bunch of blithering, blind, idiots. And should I mention the quality of life issues that will be destroyed 
by all of these trains constantly barreling through our towns at breakneck speeds? 


We all know this is about freight. We all know this is as bad an idea as they get. And we all know this is 
about money. That is ALL this is about. The Environmental Impact Statement compiled by AAF is a 
complete joke. This is a very bad idea that is going to have never imagined consequences that will 
negatively effect our towns far in to the future.


Sincerely,


Lawrence Gambon
Stuart, FL


Wildlife & Nature Photography
by Larry Gambon
http://www.larrygambon.com
772-872-6861
lgambon@gmail.com
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From: Sal Pelle
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NOT ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:13:57 AM


Sir/Madam,
 
I am writing to express my complete disagreement with the plan to send express
 trains through the Florida east coast, e.g. Treasure Coast.  Some of my objections
 include:
 


1)    Train crossing which are dangerous and time consuming.  Fast moving
 trains pose more of a danger to traffic.  Waiting for the trains to cross
 would delay emergency vehicles trying to get to disasters and hospitals. 
 Raised bridges cause extensive traffic jams in heavily traveled Rt. 1.


2)    Excessive noise from these trains, transiting multiple times during the day.
3)    Reduced property values along the route for homeowners and businesses.


 
I’ve commented before that the trains should be moved to the I95 corridor, where
 there is less of an impact on the heavily populated coastal regions. 
 
I sincerely hope that it is not too late to stop this effort.  I moved to FL from NJ 5 years
 ago, because I love the town (Vero Beach), and the quiet small town feel.  This plan
 would destroy this, and may cause many residents to flee to other parts of the
 state/nation, include myself.
 
Sincerely,
 
Salvatore Pelle
Eve Pelle
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From: Carol Harris
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 1:13:30 PM


My husband and I moved to Palm Beach County 12 years ago. We chose Jupiter for our home
 based on the beautiful beach and the lovely atmosphere of a clean, quiet, and uncongested
 small town. All Aboard Florida would disrupt and damage much of what has made Jupiter
 and other coastal towns so appealing.


Adding 32 trains per day would cause many of our main thoroughfares to become overloaded
 with traffic when forced to stop for the crossings. There is the increased safety issue of risk to
 pedestrians and drivers crossing the tracks. Emergency vehicles would be prevented from
 reaching hospitals, fires, citizens in distress and crime scenes in a timely manner. Property
 values of neighborhoods close to the tracks would be reduced, causing financial hardship for
 residents. The noise of the trains would be a frequent disturbance as well. There would be
 significant delays faced by recreational boating and commercial marine traffic in a
 traditionally boating oriented community.


We are faced with all of these insults to our town with absolutely no positive aspects of AAF.
 The trains bring us no benefits, only problems. We have spoken to many neighbors and
 friends who share these views. We don't want AAF going through our town!


An alternative would be to build an elevated high speed rail line to run directly from West
 Palm to Orlando in a straight path between the two cities. This would allow for higher speeds
 and faster trips. It would also create jobs in western areas that badly need them. And, it would
 avoid the disastrous effects on our coastal towns. Since AAF plans no stops between West
 Palm and Orlando, why not build a direct route? The obvious explanation is that passenger
 traffic is not the real purpose of the current plan. Many people realize that increased freight
 traffic is the real purpose, and that it will increase once the project is complete. This would be
 even worse than the stated plan.


We sincerely hope that these issues will be seriously considered and that AAF's plans will be
 changed. Many Florida citizens' quality of life and financial stability is at stake.


Carol Harris and Lawrence Merwin
103 Dunes Edge Rd
Jupiter, Fl 33477
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From: Richard Placek
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 1:25:08 PM


Sent from my iPad    John Winkle Federal Railroad  Administration. I am a boater on the South Fork of the St. Lucie
 River and have concerns about, All Aboard Florida. With 32 trips a day over the St. Lucie River, the railroad bridge
 will be down at least 30 minutes per hour,  from 6am to 9pm, every day.  With thousands of boats on the North
 Fork and South Fork in marinas and private docks, we will be delayed in our travels.      We are concerned that the
 Coast Guard, Sheriff and Environmental Departments will not be able to respond quickly. Barges traveling to the
 West Coast of Florida thru Lake Okeechobee  will be greatly effected.  Boat US and Sea Tow will not be able to
 respond quickly. Our waterfront property  will decrease in value. If the railroad bridge malfunction and stays down
 boaters could be stranded and could not get home until the bridge is repaired.     Richard Placek. 1150 SW
 Chapman Way, Unit 311 Palm City Fl  34990
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From: Tequesta Vet Clinic
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Very much NOT aboard
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:47:09 AM


To whom it may concern,


I live and work in Tequesta.  I own a veterinary hospital about a block from the railroad.  The railway is currently a
 frustration, and if the new freight rail service goes through it will definitely affect my business and livelihood.


I understand that the high speed train service is fast and the rail crossings won't be the 10 or 15 minute delays that
 the freight service sometimes causes.  Nonetheless, most residents in tequesta understand that the rail expansion is
 about widening of the Panama Canal and increasing freight.   We get stuck waiting for trains at present.  The
 thought of multiple freight trains cutting us in half every day causes dread.


When my clients get stuck on the wrong side of the tracks they may be 10 to 20 minutes late for an appointment. 
 This directly affects my business!  It can create a huge bottle neck in my scheduling.  The rails cut our town in half. 
 Not only are you putting our emergency services (fire trucks, ambulances) at risk which can cost lives, you are
 affecting
Oval business.


I see NO BENEFIT to residents in Tequesta, Hobe Sound and the treasure coast.  All Aboard Florida is asking a
 great deal of us to live with the consequences of a railway cutting us in half. 


This railway should be moved west.  Let is affect cows instead of local businesses!  I'm sure most residents won't
 take the time to write, but make no doubt about it:  ALL ABOARD FLORIDA IS NOT WANTED!!! 


Let it stay south.  If it benefits folks south of here I'm happy to let them have rail service.  If they wish to go north to
 Orlando, let it go west of I-95. 


Leave my tax dollars alone.  Don't use them to cut my town in half.


Sincerely,
Joi Sutton, DVM


Sent from my iPad
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From: John Bartlett
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida a bad idea
Date: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 6:52:35 AM


All Aboard Florida is a very bad idea for several reasons:
 
    The safety factor of high speed trains careening through populated areas is
 obvious....derailments, wandering wildlife or pets, defective crossing warnings, etc.
 
    The disruption of traffic is a factor, especially if you are on the wrong side of the
 tracks from the hospital in an emergency. The rail traffic is not spread over a 24
 hour window but is mostly during times of traffic congestion. In some aras it is
 actually causing traffic to be rerouted.
 
    The noise pollution from the added trains in populated areas to the already freight
 scheduled trains will be a factor effecting normal life but also lowering property
 values.
 
   Increased rail traffic adding to the bridge closings will adversely effect marine
 traffic as the rules for bridge closings are different from automobile closings as far
 as time of traffic disruptions
 
    The financial burden to local towns to maintain safety procedures at crossings is
 unfair to taxpayers to say nothing of the devalued properties along the tracks.
 
One must believe there are other factors not obvious. Is AAF parent company doing
 this simply to get the loans to enhance the tracks so more and longer freight trains
 can be accommodated? How many jobs will really be created in the long haul and
 will this actually be a plus to the big city economies to out weigh the
 burdens created.
 
AAF is a private for profit company trying to operate on the backs of the local
 citizens. It is wrong and should be stopped.
 
John R Bartlett
1125 Harbor Links Circle
Vero Beach, FL 32967 
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From: Trish Scattergood
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NOT ALL ABOARD
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:36:47 AM


It is apparent that people living along the east coast in pleasant and quiet towns 
such as Vero Beach are NOT interested in having 32 passenger trains flying
through our city even though we are well aware that this part of the ALL ABOARD
is just a scam to introduce the heavy, dangerous cargoes that are planned to 
utilize the rails in the near future.  Dredging of the Panama Canal to deepen the
waters to accommodate the large cargo ships is just the beginning. At the ports
in South Florida; heavily laden trains will soon be storming across our cities
causing dangerous conditions, traffic flow problems, lowered real estate values
and stressful living conditions.  Many of our citizens live here because they
are retired or semi-retired and certainly do not want to cope with this scam.
If there is money that the government will allow to be used (and we are the
people paying for that enormous loan), think clearly about the loan. When
bridges and roads need repaired and soldiers come back from the wars 
crippled, unemployed and living in the woods ; there is where that big loan
should be utilized.  DO NOT ALLOW THIS FIASCO TO BECOME A REALITY!!!!
-- 
TRISH SCATTERGOOD
Travel Consultant 
Indian River Travel
Rotarian
Home office/fax: (772) 770-4533
trishscattergood@att.net
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From: Harriett Brown
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, October 23, 2014 11:42:14 AM
Attachments: Ltr to Winkle-FRA 10-23-14.pdf


Please see attached letter from Attorney Richard V. Neill, Fort Pierce, FL
 
Harriett Brown
Secretary to Richard V. Neill
Neill Griffin Tierney Neill & Marquis
Post Office Box 1270
Ft. Pierce, FL 34954
Telephone:  772-464-8200
Fax:  772-464-2566
hbrown@neillgriffin.com
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From: Chri
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida along the Treasure Coast
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:31:30 PM


I am pro development but have concerns regarding AAF disrupting the quality of life on the Treasure Coast.
It is my hope that this project can be moved west of I-95.
There are neighborhoods that have been in place for generation that would be extremely adversely affected.
Would you be responsible to build noise barriers?
There has been little to no information on the how's and why's and the public has a right to know the plan you have.
Respectfully,
Christopher A. Long


Sent from my iPad
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From: Cindy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NOT ALL ABOARD
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:45:38 PM


I live in Hobe Sound. Please do not disrupt our quiet little town with your empty trains. Go west. The cows are
 friendlier. Besides we can drive to Orlando in 3 hours. Go away.


Sent from my iPhone
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From: Richard Samples
To: USCGD7DPBPUBLICCOMMENT@uscg.mil; AAF_Comments@vhb.com; Senator Bill Nelson
Subject: WATERWAY BRIDGES
Date: Sunday, October 5, 2014 4:32:11 PM


I want to be sure all the questions/concerns/objections
 regarding the waterway railroad bridges on the NEW
 RIVER,LOXAHATCHEE RIVER and the ST.LUCIE RIVER are
 amply reviewed by reputable CERTIFIED RAILROAD DESIGN
 ENGINEERING FIRMS and not only an in house schedule
 driven branch/department for a "date and time later in
 the year"                         Richard V.Samples    
                                    Stuart Florida 
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From: SCota96074@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 11:00:01 AM


Dear Sirs:
 
I am writing this email to express my vehement opposition to the idea of 32 trains per day traveling on the
 present railroad right of way between Miami and Orlando.   Since I reside on North Hutchinson Island this
 means I will be exposed to 32 additional opportunities every day to sit at a crossing waiting for a train to
 clear.
 
According to Sunday's Scripps Treasure Coast newspaper, there will be 78 grade crossings on the
 Treasure Coast.   With 32 trains rumbling through 78 grade crossings, that amounts to 2496 opportunities
 for traffic tie ups, accidents, emergency vehicles unable to proceed in a timely manner, negative impacts
 on commerce, not to mention the additional noise and vibration.
 
This is not just a NIMBY objection.  There are some real issues involved that are, in my opinion, not being
 adequately addressed.
 
Stop AAF now before we become its unwilling victims.
 
Thank you.
 
Richard E. Cota
4160 N. Highway A1A Unit #202
N. Hutchinson Island, FL 34949
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From: hkumpf3474@AOL.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: hkumpf3474@aol.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida and its Impact on our family
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:21:39 PM


Dear Sirs, ANY increase in rail traffic in Stuart, Fl will have a very negative, direct impact on the Kumpf
 family! Let me tell
                 you how:
                 Our main hospital/medical complex is east of the present tracks through downtown Stuart.
 On three occasions
                 family members have been transported to the Emergency Room. I, myself suffered a heart
 attack (911 call)
                 and needed to cross the tracks without delay. Our son suffered an accidental back injury
 requiring immediate
                 transportation, again across the tracks.
                 We live in a gated community, just over a mile from the tracks. Homes in our development
 range from$ 400-500K.
                 Many have invested their life savings or both principals work. We very occasionally will hear
 the few freight
                 trains pass through. With the increased train traffic stated by AAF this will decrease our home
 values to say
                 nothing about the quality of life we will have to endure.
                 Downtown Stuart and its many positive attractions and the small town ambience will not only
 be compromised
                 but probably be destroyed. I will not dwell on the horrific negative environmental cost to air and
 water quality.  
                 TELL ME, HOW CAN AN ENTITY IMPACT SO MANY LIVES ON THIS COASTAL AREA AND
 OFFER NOTHING
                 TO ITS CITIZENS???  THIS IS A TRAVESTY!!
                  I would suggest that AAF take its freight business and run tracks in the far west of these
 coastal counties and
                  consider such tracks and traffic as a cost of doing business.
 
hkumpf3474@AOL.com
hkumpf3474@aol.com
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From: Jeanne Orsino
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NOT ALL ABOARD
Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 9:20:23 AM


I LIVE AT VISTA ROYALE COMMUNITY IN VERO BEACH FL. I AM VERY CONCERNED AND
 AGAINST THE “ALL ABOARD FLORIDA” PROPOSAL TO ADD TRACKS ALLOWING 32 RAILROAD
 PASSENGER TRAINS A DAY, TRAVELING AT HIGH SPEEDS, GOING THROUGH TO OUR
 COMMUNITY. WITHIN A FEW BLOCKS IN OUR COMMUNITY ALONE THERE ARE 3 RAILROAD
 CROSSINGS .
SO MANY OF US WILL BE DIRECTLY AFFECTED BY THE PLANNED TRACKS AND TRAINS,
 LIMITING OUR ACCESS TO EMERGENCY SERVICES, SHOPPING AND DAILY TRAVEL
 THROUGHOUT INDIAN RIVER COUNTY, AS WELL AS THE SAFETY ISSUES ASSOCIATED WITH
 THE ADDITIONAL TRAINS.
TO SAY NOTHING ABOUT THE NOISE ASSOCIATED WITH THE TRAINS THAT WILL BE
 EXACERBATED ON A LEVEL OF DISTURBANCE, I WILL SEVERELY LIMIT OUR PEACEFUL USE OF
 OUTDOORS ACTIVITIES. OBVIOUSLY, IT WILL DRASTICALLY REDUCE THE VALUE OF OUR
 PROPERTY.
WE REQUEST YOU UTILIZE ALL YOUR EFFORTS TO STOP THIS TRAIN PROJECT FROM GOING
 FORWARD.
RESPECTFULLY,
JEANNE ORSINO
49 WOODLAND DRIVE APARTMENT 106
VERO BEACH, FLORIDA 32062
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From: charlesnichols111@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: AAAF-COMMENTS@VHB.COM
Subject: WE DO NOT WANT IT FOR AALL THE SAME REASONS EVERYONE ELSE DOESN"T WANT. iF SO WE SHOULS


 HAVE ADEPOT IN THE tREASURE3 cOAST!!!!!!!!
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 8:32:11 PM
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From: Ruth Lossman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 4:40:28 PM


I want to say that I against this project.  It will ruin the serenity of our Special town of Stuart in many ways.  Please
 stop this insanity before it is too late.  Ruth Lossman @ Helleberg
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From: John Krivosheyff
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida as planned is a disaster waiting to happen - needs to be moved west!
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:03:39 PM


Dear Sir,


In these modern time, I can't understand how you could even consider sending a passenger hi-
speed rail system through a coastal populated area. We already have daily rail service from
 Miami to Orlando with Amtrak. Regardless of what your impact study says, do you truly
 realize the devastating ramifications of such a rail system through our communities?


Let's take a look at the potential hazards to our citizens -


Increase in rail traffic will impact emergency vehicles east and west access
Marine accidents will increase as a result of limited bridge raise times
Rail crossing accidents with vehicles will increase - I guarantee it!


Not to mention all of the clear negatives to the project - Noise, vibration, pollution, devaluing
 real estate and the potential hazards to both people and wildlife.


I beg you to look west for this project, such as a rail passenger route along I-95 or Florida
 Turnpike. A route that won't interfere with east west traffic intersections.


Please use some urban planning skills and plan for the future with this proposed project.  This
 project needs to get out of the coastal communities and move to the west.


We all feel All Aboard Florida is destined for failure from a practical business standpoint and
 is a front or scheme to gain more rail freight lines from the Port of Miami and Port Everglades
 as the Panama Canal is widened and the Chinese build their new canal in Nicaragua.  


Do the right thing, the negatives outnumber the positives with the current proposed All
 Aboard Florida route. Plan for the future and move the route to the west.


Respectfully,


John Krivosheyff
Fort Pierce, Florida  
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From: Mary Pirrotta
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NOT ALL ABOARD
Date: Monday, November 10, 2014 5:01:50 PM


I am opposed to All Aboard Florida.  It would be a huge mistake for Martin County
 and for Palm City on so many levels.



mailto:mjpirrotta2014@att.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Collette Ide
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Wake up Broward
Date: Thursday, November 6, 2014 5:58:44 AM


Wake up Broward County! All Aboard Florida is bad for you.
 
It is clear that All Aboard Florida, the proposed passenger rail service from Miami
 to Orlando, is simply an elaborate ruse to obtain funding to lay more train tracks
 and, (this is the key), to obtain approval to keep the New River bridge (and other
 bridges) closed for 40 minutes per hour for rail traffic, all under the guise of
 providing a useful and environmentally friendly transport service to and from
 Disney World.
The problem is, passenger rail traffic will not sustain AAF’s business model. AAF
 has sued to keep their revenue projections and business plan from being disclosed
 under sunshine laws for a reason….it’s a money loser. The numerous ridership
 and environmental impact studies published by paid consultants touting the
 benefits of AAF were contracted by AAF and its parent company FECI with one
 goal in mind.……. to create a vehicle that is acceptable to the populace through
 which FECI can eventually accommodate (and profit from) the dramatic increase
 in freight traffic expected to be generated from the Port of Miami/PANAMEX
 expansion on the lines shared with AAF.
 
http://www.progressiverailroading.com/intermodal/article/Florida-East-Coast-
Railway-partners-with-two-south-Florida-ports-to-tap-more-import-container-
traffic--28317
 
http://www.miamidade.gov/portmiami/press_releases/2014-10-17-sunshine-
gateway.asp
 
The real genius of the AAF/FECI ruse is in the financing. The AAF/FECI plan is
 that the bonds to fund the project will be collateralized by AAF’s “rights to run
 passenger service on the FEC rail right of way. With such weak collateral, the
 only way the bond issuance could possibly be approved, (with either public or
 private funding), is if there was a guaranteed buyer for the bonds.
This is where a bit of conjecture comes in… Since the bonds will only be sold to
 “institutional” investors, it is likely that Fortress Investment Group (or their
 proxies) will be the primary buyer of the notes (possibly within the various
 Fortress funds). Why Fortress? Well… because they own FECI. So if (when)
 AAF eventually defaults on the notes, FECI effectively gets the rights back
 through debtor in possession. Genius.
 
Of course by that time, AAF/FECI would have bought time to build out the
 additional tracks and complete the expanded rail cargo facilities at the Port of
 Miami. Meanwhile, the hapless Broward residents will have become inured to the
 inconvenience of increased delays in east/west travel (both cars and boats), the
 marine repair and recreational boating industries employing thousands along the
 New River will have been decimated, and FEC will be free to run as much freight
 through our towns as they want. All without a vote from the affected residents of
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 Broward.
 
The people of Broward County need to wake up and see that the light coming at
 them is attached to an FEC locomotive hauling vast amounts of cargo day and
 night through our community. AAF is a bait & switch and a bad deal for Broward
 residents. In the end, it will serve only to benefit the Port of Miami, FECI,
 Fortress and the anonymous companies pushing cargo through our community.
 Meanwhile, it devalues our property, degrades our lifestyles and will kill
 thousands of local jobs tied to the New River marine industries.
 
The politicians and bureaucrats are either all in bed with the big out of town
 money on this or are "useful idiots" unable to see through this scam. Mainstream
 media must also be in the tank...otherwise they would be asking some serious
 questions. Even the Coast Guard is caught up in the current on this one. The
 process of duping the populace is well along now. Kudos to Florida Not All
 Aboard and Save the New River Fort Lauderdale for the work they are doing. At
 this point, the only thing that can stop this ruse is if influential residents and
 businesspersons in this community get informed and organized quickly, demand
 transparency and accountability from their elected officials and stand up to these
 entities that do not have our best interest in mind. This is happening right now
 Broward. Wake up.


This was written by Tom Thomas. I agree with his assessment of this ill planned venture to
 disrupt the lifestyle of those of us who live, work and enjoy the quiet side of Fort Lauderdale.
I believe that this private venture is not in our communities best interest. It will cost a lot of
 jobs in the local marine industry, for which the 'Venice of America' is known for. 


Collette Ide
905 Coconut Drive 
Fort Lauderdale, Fl.
33315


Sent from my iPad








From: Carol Burke
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 8:08:22 PM


We are very opposed to this endeavor.   It offers our community nothing.   It will be harder getting to and from work.   In
 emergencies, it will be another hassle to deal with waiting for additional trains.  We plan to attend one of the meetings to show
 our disapproval of this project..
 
J & C Burke
Stuart, FL


 I am using the Free version of SPAMfighter.
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From: Robert Snow
To: laurence.reisman@tcpalm.com; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida by the numbers
Date: Friday, November 14, 2014 8:58:18 AM


Lets do the math. Sixteen round trips per day. Thats 32 times a train will pass through our
 towns per day. It would be reasonable to assume that the cross-track traffic will be stopped for
 10 minutes per train. Most of the trains will run from 6am to 6pm (12 hours). That means that
 there will be a train every 30 minutes or so. Twenty minutes of every hour cross-track traffic
 will be stopped or over five hours per day traffic will be impacted. FIVE HOURS PER DAY!
 People (including me) get upset if they hit one train a week. You have to give us something
 for our inconvenience. Maybe a stop in Stuart. So what if its not so fast.


Bob Snow
Stuart, FL
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From: WAYNE WILLE
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NOT All Aboard Florida Public Hearings
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 3:43:38 PM


       I am a long time resident of the Jupiter /  Tequesta area.  We currently
experience daily traffic delays for the 100-150 car freight trains slowly passing
through.  We have 8 gated RR crossings over what we call our Major East-West
roads within the Jupiter / Tequesta Cities as well as one ancient vertical lift
Railroad Bridge over the Loxahatchee River for boat traffic.
      Do the math.   8 x 32 All Aboard Trains per day =  256 ADDITIONAL RR
Crossing closings and related traffic snarls PER DAY in our small towns.
Relate that same formula to the Miami - Orlando planned All Aboard Route.
A conservative estimate of 300 Gated RR crossings x 32 All Aboard Trains
per day = 9,600. ADDITIONAL RR Crossing Closings PER DAY.  
      All Aboard Florida will permanently damage all small communities along
its route and certainly will not promote tourism as claimed.  Please put a stop
to this use of Political Power given to the Railroads a Century ago. 
      70+ MPH Trains should be safely elevated like they are at Disney where All Aboard 
Florida is supposedly transporting millions of the mystical tourists they dreamed up
to support the cost of this mobile white elephant called All Aboard Florida.
          Sincerely,
 Wayne Wille 
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From: Maryann
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: We are NOT for All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:42:14 PM


We are NOT for All Aboard Florida.
We live within 100 yards East of the Tracks.  The Pollution, Dust, Noise, and Diesel Exhaust and shaking of our
 house will be intolerable with the passing trains.


We are active Sailboaters who transit the St Lucie River weekly through the railroad bridge.  The limited opening
 will cause us much problems.  Your video of passing through the bridge is grossly miss  represented.   It is not
 possible. 


Living East of the railroad tracks.  Getting to Route 1 will be difficult do to traffic delays, backing up at the
 crossings.  Being a past school bus driver it will be difficult getting children to school on time.  Also, it will delay
 ambulances causing delays in getting people to the hospital.


We are NOT for All Aboard Florida.


Robert & Maryann Luehman
4300 SE St. Lucie Blvd. Lot 155
Stuart, FL 34997
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From: james wood
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 8:36:32 PM


Let me add my name to the growing opposition to All Aboard Florida. The areas
 affected before the first stop of West Palm Beach are highly congested and do not
 need more and faster trains rumbling through the areas of Indian River County, St.
 Lucie County and Martin County. Speed, crossing stoppages and noise pollution will
 lessen the quality of life for all if its residents.


James D. Wood
Port St. Lucie, FL
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From: Chris Fanelli
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida cannot be investigated by the Federal Railroad Administration- This is a gross conflict of


 interest!
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 2:35:02 PM
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From: maggiecoldwellbanker@gmail.com on behalf of Maggie Your Friend In Real Estate
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NOT All Aboard Florida from Micco FL
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 12:12:55 PM


I live in Rivergrove II which is steps away from the train tracks.  My house shakes as it's a mobile
 home and I pray this does not go through because I can't imagine what these extra heavy, fast
 trains will do.  I have invested too much money in my home to have it unlivable which will be what
 happens.  Not only that but the fear of delay from EMTs and other emergency vehicles will be
 horrible.


 


Visualize This: A True High-Speed Train System built along either the I-95 or Florida
 Turnpike Transportation Corridors West of our Coastal Cities and Towns.  The Florida
 East Coast Railway Tracks have been replaced with a Landscaped Linear State Park
 Greenway with Bicycle and Walking Paths that are highly utilized by our citizens and
 enhances the quality of life rather than destroying it.


You may recall that a True Florida High-Speed Rail Project with speeds of up to 186
 mph was proposed with initial service between Tampa and Orlando and with plans to
 extend the service south to Miami along the existing I-95 and Florida Turnpike
 Corridors that already have traffic overpasses and noise abatement walls along the
 populated areas and which would allow the trains to attain much higher speeds. There
 would be no issues with the trains bisecting the towns and stopping Automobile, Public
 Safety Vehicles, Marine Traffic and Pedestrians along the way 32 times (or more)
 each day.


Governor Rick Scott, during his second month on the job in 2011 rejected a whopping
 $2.4 Billion Dollars in Federal Money to help build this Proposed High Speed Rail Line
 from Tampa to Orlando and Orlando to Miami. Why?


Now Privately Owned Florida East Coast Railway is trying to force a Second Class Not-
So-High-Speed System on us using a century old rail right of way that has long
 outlived its usefulness.  This Route through the Treasure Coast bisecting our cities
 and towns will significantly damage the Quality of Life, Health and Safety of our
 Citizens and the Economies of the Region.


One of the major incentives for FECR to upgrade the tracks is to allow more Freight
 Trains through our region as a result of the Port of Miami Improvements which will
 allow Huge International Container ships to unload there and the containers to be
 transported via rail with more potential for derailment disasters along the way.


Scott has now pledged $215 Million in Florida State funds to build a massive Orlando
 Transit Hub with an additional $467 Million from the Greater Orlando Aviation
 Authority totaling $682 Million to serve the Privately Owned All Aboard Florida.  
 This helps only Miami, Ft. Lauderdale, Palm Beach and Orlando and does nothing for
 the Treasure and Space Coasts as both passenger and freight trains loudly rumble
 through our cities and towns and across our waterways at least 32 times per day.


I suggest the following:  Offer Florida East Coast Railway / All Aboard Florida an
 easement along the Florida Turnpike or I-95 to build new tracks in exchange for
 vacating and abandoning the existing tracks through the centers of our cities and
 towns and deed the land and right of way to the State to be used as Linear Park.  The
 State, in cooperation with the Cities and Towns along the route can then remove the
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 tracks and install bicycle and walking paths with Florida Landscaping along the
 Greenbelt. 


Two Much Better Route Options:


·         The Turnpike Route is more direct and would significantly cut the travel time -
 Downtown Miami to Orlando International Airport is approximately 230 Miles. 


·         The I-95 to SR-528 Route is approximately 273 miles but runs closer to 4
 International Airports along the way:  Miami, Ft Lauderdale-Hollywood, Palm Beach
 and Melbourne.  Shuttles from the airports delivering people to a True High Speed
 Train Terminal would greatly increase the number of passengers utilizing the trains
 and boost the Florida economy. 


Looks like a Win-Win solution to me.  Thank you for taking the time to read my email
 and hopefully you seriously consider alternatives.  We just don't want or need this
 high speed train barreling through our backyard!


Maggie Langon-Antiposti, Realtor®
Have a beautiful ´¨)
¸.•´¸.•*´¨) ¸.•*¨)
(¸.•´ (¸.•´ * Day!
 Coldwell Banker Paradise
232 5th Ave
Indialantic, FL 32903
“Sell” Phone: 772-321-0321
Fax: 888-845-1484 (Toll Free)
Email: Maggie.langon@coldwellbanker.com


REALTOR® is a registered collective membership mark, which may be used only by real estate professionals
who are members of the NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF REALTORS® and subscribe to its strict Code of Ethics.


DISCLOSURE: Margaret Langon-Antiposti is a licensed real estate agent
 (SL3097632) and Realtor® in Florida. 
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From: whaskookin@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Why?
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 8:16:18 AM


I love trains and rail service.  But the plans for AAF as presented will not be a service
 to the average taxpayer, only another financial burden.  We could use rail service
 from Port St Lucie, Stuart, Jensen Beach and Vero Beach to West Palm or Orlando,
 and you could probably make money by providing such stops.  But since you have
 no plans to do so, I beg you to consider running these trains along the interior of our
 state.  I realize the costs may seem prohibitive, as opposed to using existing
 lines/leases, but the infrastructure you're building your plans on is very old, in a state
 whose climate is punishing to man-made materials.  Please do some more research
 and talk to think tanks before going ahead with this doomed to fail ( or at the very
 lease, cost us and you MUCH more than you're figuring) project.
 
Thank you,
Beth Peterson
Port St Lucie, FL   34952
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From: peter ide
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 7:27:04 AM


As a long time Fort Lauderdale resident that lives east of I-95, I am all for mass transit.
The tri rail is not getting the ridership that was expected. The wave is now coming to our area on top of the Sun
 trolley we already have on the east side of town.
So I, and many others that I have spoke about this to, do not think we need yet another train fast or otherwise on the
 east side.
Utilize the Tri rail stations on the west side if you really think there is a need for fast train from Orlando-Miami. It
 would be a more cohesive plan for all the trains to use the existing stations.
As a local boater in Fort Lauderdale, I am horified to think what this plan might do to the boaters and the marine
 industry. It would be a mess in a narrow channel that caters to every size of boat and yachts. This would be as
 devastating as the ill planned "luxury tax" of the past, that literally put many of the local marine industries out of
 business.
Todays' Sun Sentinel stated that 30 trains would pass daily over the New River at 13 minutes per opening. That
 would mean that the river would be closed to boat traffic for 6 and 1/2 hours a day. That means that a full 1/4 of the
 day the bridge would impede  boat traffic..
Unexceptable.
Previous reports of the amount of bridge openings were that it could be up to 50 openings a day.
This is a navigable waterway that local businesses up river depend on.
Free flowing river traffic is necessary due to the narrowness of the New River, and the amount of larger vessells
 traversing it.
Do not let private enterprise of one company affect the lifestyle we all enjoy on the east side of our home town.
Collette Ide
905 Coconut Drive
Fort Lauderdale, Fl
33315


Sent from my iPad
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From: james papa
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida comment
Date: Sunday, November 9, 2014 3:56:55 PM


We wish to express that we do not wish to have All Aboard Florida to
 become an everyday occurrence in our "backyard".  Our backyard is the
 City of Sebastian, which we love, and do not want the dangerous situation
 of 32 trains per day at our RR crossings and running through our
 neighborhoods.  The people of Sebastian have nothing to gain from this
 except nuisance, delays and dangerous situations regarding emergency
 vehicles that need to cross the RR tracks to gain access to the many
 neighborhoods west of the FEC tracks. 


We also do not believe that this high speed rail commuter will be very
 popular with the residents on the east coast of Florida and 16 round trips
 per day seems excessive.


James and Genevieve Papa
Sebastian, FL   
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From: Wharton Dorothy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NOT All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:57:50 AM


To:  Someone who will read this and consider my comments


From:  Two residents of Stuart, Florida who lives about a block east of the FEC railroad tracks


With 32 additional trains a day, the noise pollution and vibrations resulting will affect everyone in this community. 
 Most times when we leave our neighborhood, we have to cross the tracks.  If we drive north, we have bridges to
 cross the water.  The Roosevelt Bridge is not affected, but the bridge on A1A is a draw bridge and therefore will
 make that route north impossible.  In addition many/most residents of this area have boats.  The boat traffic will be
 hugely affected by bridges going up and down 32+ times a day.


Our beautiful little town will be impacted to a major degree.  Property sales and this area as a tourist destination will
 be affected too.  The FEC tracks run right through the middle of our downtown.  There are many restaurants, shops
 and our local theater located there. 


How will ambulances and fire trucks get to their destinations in the timely manner that is necessary with all the train
 traffic hindering their progress?


This tragic impact on our community could be avoided by building railroad track in the unpopulated area west of the
 Florida Turnpike.


Please help us save our community.


Sincerely,


Logan and Dorothy Wharton
3511 SE Fairway West
Stuart, Florida 34997
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From: Lori Dubay
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@dot.gov
Subject: Written Comments AAF dEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:50:20 PM
Attachments: AAF - dEIS Written Comments.pdf


Attached please accept my written comments being sent at 11:40 pm


Please excuse any typos - I am a very busy person!
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December 3
rd



, 2014 



 



AAF_comments@vhb.com, John.Winkle@DOT.Gov. 



 



Mr. John Winkle 



 Federal Railroad Administration 



1200 New Jersey Avenue 



SE, Room W38-311, 



Washington, DC 20590 



 



 



Dear Mr. Winkle, 



 



I would like to include my written comments in regards to the biased, incomplete, incorrect, and 



with errant and obvious omissions this draft Environmental Impact Statement was presented by 



All Aboard Florida on September 19
th



, 2014.  Further I would like to also address the fact that I 



feel that using an All Aboard Florida e-mail that directs itself to VHB, the company that 



conducted the study also biased as these comments should be directed to OUR government 



directly.  In addition I feel that springing the release of this study at a specific time, just prior to 



the Nov. 2
nd



 elections and having the comment period end just after Thanksgiving and before 



another major holiday season for residents with concerns a kick below the belt.  There is no 



reason that the deadline date could not have been extended.  Many, including myself have daily 



jobs and family matters that have to be contended with and taking on written comments on such 



an important issue that could change the face of the eastern coast of Florida and the lives and 



safety of thousands should have been weighed upon and considered.  I say it’s dirty pool.  And 



this affects taxpayers from Miami all the way up the coast to Cocoa Beach, Florida.  Therefore I 



am also submitting this to your government e-mail so that I can be assured that my comment 



WILL be counted. 



 



There are many levels of safety concerns in our area and that of the entire eastern coast of 



Florida. One of them is the condition of our rail bridges. Others include many factors for safety 



at our rail crossings. These increases in rail traffic (Passenger and the additional planned increase 



in freight due to the Panama Canal) will cripple us.  They will not aid our traffic congestion 



either, they will only exacerbate them and interrupt our lives and create a mass of safety issues. It 



will dissect our communities. It will also impede emergency responders, as many of our services 



will be delayed in transit to hospitals as they lie on the opposite side of the tracks in many of 



communities. That can mean the difference in a life or death situation.   



 



Continued on page 2 . . . 
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Page 2 



 



The area in which my family lives in the Jupiter/Tequesta area is a good model for other areas. 



We have population on both east and west of the rail tracks.  Tequesta is just north of the 



Loxahatchee River.  The hospital in Jupiter is west of the tracks, as is our Emergency responders.  



The population the lives east of the tracks would be at risk in a health/accident emergency even 



if a responder could get to them, if the rail way was blocked for any reason, the responders 



would not be able to get them to the hospital quickly.  Seconds count.  The same is true for the 



residents of Tequesta and Jupiter Island.  These conditions are not limited to our towns as there 



are others such as Palm Beach Gardens and Stuart that fall under similar conditions that leave 



large populations at risk. 



 



http://www.saveourfl.com/news-conference-jupiter-medical-center/ 



 



Additionally ALL of the ‘at grade’ crossings also are our ONLY Emergency Evacuations 



Routes for the entire east coast.  This is another safety hazard as one well knows it doesn’t have 



to be a hurricane to cause an evacuation of residents; there are other conditions that can cause the 



need for an evacuation.  There are many areas where large populations reside that only have a 



north and south exit to an evacuation route.  If these rail ways are blocked for any reason some 



residents would have to travel much longer distances to get to the evacuation route.  Those with 



only ‘one’ exit, may not be able to access and evacuation route at ALL. 



 



While this study consists of AAF, the whole entire rail operation must be considered!  Especially 



with the plans for 40% additional freight and the addition of Tri-Rail to extend further north as 



well.  While AAF might be the applicant, their LLC is owned by the very same company as 



FEC!  SO, this MUST be considered in the entire process.   



 



In observation of omissions, the crossings of our area were not considered in the study.  It cannot 



be judged that lightly by others who do not live here to understand or unwilling to learn to see 



that the population of people ‘living’ here will be affected greatly so that they can produce rail 



commerce. 



 



No study was done to examine the health hazards within homes of those living closest to the 



tracks!  If you clearly listen to two residents that were present at the Boynton Beach City Agenda 



Meeting on September 3
rd



, 2014 that spoke of dust and health conditions they face because of the 



trains.  One of them even stated he was on a respirator.  There are others that I hear complaining 



of oily soot/dust that covers the surfaces of their homes.  The dEIS did not study this fact.  Nor 



did they study the fact the homes near the tracks have had issues with  
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electrical contacts within their homes due to the vibrations and the contacts have to be tightened.  



This is a fire hazard.    More trains (freight and passenger) will increase this problem.  



 



 Boynton Beach City Agenda Meeting that included presentation by AAF September 3
rd



, 2014  



(this is over 3 hours long - the speakers on the dust/air speakers are at 2:12:52 and 2:22:41 on the 



video):  



https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=VvRmq5ezF2M&feature=player_detailpage&list=UUHxHJ



QCYf067_qYAmq9lKcw 



 



Our marine businesses will also be affected and impeded by additional closings of the trestle 



bridges.  I also do not consider a boater that is fishing on the waterways a ‘recreational boater’!  



My definition of a recreational boater is one who is out water skiing or out sunning themselves.   



 



The trestle bridges that cover the major waterways are old and poor condition and also LOW and 



narrow.  They are falling apart and can’t withstand additional freight or high-speed trains going 



over them.  Perhaps you were able to view the 60 minutes episode as shown on television! 



http://www.cbsnews.com/news/falling-apart-america-neglected-infrastructure/ 



 



As it stands, AMTRACK and Tri-Rail that service our areas are both already subsidized.  



Amtrack which already conducts service from West Palm Beach Florida to Orlando does not 



have enough ridership to carry them financially.  So basically one is paying for their trip before 



they ever purchase a ticket.  Yet, we do not have people lining up in droves to drive to West 



Palm Beach and park our cars to travel to Orlando.  Even on a relatively inexpensive fare.  I 



wouldn’t even leave my car parked there.  Do you think I’m going to do that for AAF?  



Absolutely NOT.  And apparently others will not either.  Why does AAF think they can make, 



they don’t even know about us or the fact the Boynton Beach doesn’t have a waterfront hotel! 



 



AAF is after funding from our tax dollars via the RRIF loan.  After the episode of Fortress 



leaving ‘Canada Dry’ do we really need Fortress leaving ‘Florida All Wet’?  AAF is ALL 



ABOUT FREIGHT. 



 



I would expect the FRA and our Government to make a conscious decision on the RIFF  loan 



and that of the Private Activity Bonds.  There is NO current Private Passenger Rail anywhere 



that is financially successful.  Skip a step and use the RIFF fund and run the freight west before 



AAF runs off with it.  Please also review the articles by Wall Street Journal and Bloomberg 



about Fortress’ financial faiure!  I hope you are able to read them. 



http://online.wsj.com/articles/bad-bets-rock-fortresss-macro-fund-1414621254 



http://www.bloomberg.com/news/2014-10-30/fortress-would-consider-going-private-says-ceo-



randy-nardone.html 
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Before I end I want to relay ‘one’ incident that occurred when a train blocked all three access 



roads in Tequesta (Riverside Dr. ‘techincally Jupiter’, Tequesta Dr. and County Line Road.  



When both my parents lived in the Tequesta County Club the train was stuck for three days!  I 



lived in Jupiter with my young children and needed to get to my parents.  With the main 



crossings blocked I had to travel via Loxahatchee River Road.  Thankfully no one was in need of 



emergency transit to the hospital! 



 



 



Lorene Dubay 



501 Willet Avenue 



Jupiter, Florida 33458 



 













From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Stop All Aboard Florida from using the FEC train tracks. They should build new tracks or use existing rail


 tracks west of Interstate 95.
Date: Wednesday, November 12, 2014 10:16:32 AM


-----Original Message-----
From: Lloyd Smiley [mailto:lloyd_smiley@hotmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, November 11, 2014 3:51 PM
To: Governor Rick Scott; Winkle, John (FRA); Dobbs, Catherine (FRA)
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida from using the FEC train tracks. They should build new tracks or use existing rail
 tracks west of Interstate 95.


 Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida from using the FEC train tracks going through our towns near our homes.
 They should build new tracks or use existing rail tracks west of our towns.
Please tell us why not!


 Governor Rick Scott, absentee voters Lloyd G. Smiley and Margaret C. Smiley  of Vero Beach in Grand Harbor,
 voted re-election for you and respectfully  ask a reply directly from you. Please tell us why the FEC trains cannot be
 routed on tracks west of Interstate 95.


 We know that you and your staff favor the upgrading and operation of the All  Aboard Florida trains on tracks near
 our homes and through our towns;  however, we request that our communities along the Atlantic Seaboard be 
 protected and free from additional railroad freight and passenger traffic.
 Please use existing tracks or install new FEC train tracks west of our towns  and Interstate 95; to avoid noise
 pollution, traffic congestion and major  safety concerns in our coastal towns.


 Please preserve the value of our homes and businesses by routing trains west  of Interstate 95; also, from Governor
 Scott’s point of view and for Florida
 revenue: assessments and real estate taxes could be sustained by routing  trains west of Interstate 95.


 AAF trains operated through Coastal towns would cause longer commutes to  work and could affect emergency
 response times.  The projected 50 freight  and passenger trains per day and increase in passenger and freight traffic 
 are surely justified in using existing tracks or installing new tracks and  operating AAF trains west of Interstate 95.


 Lloyd G. Smiley, Retired
 WW II Veteran 1st Lt. Pilot A/C Commander B-24  European Combat missions:
 Po Valley, North Apennines, Rhineland, Central Europe


 Margaret C. Smiley, Retired RN,
 53 years of service
 Certified Quality Improvement (CQI)


 4830 East Coventry Drive
 Vero Beach, Florida 32967-7301
 Lloyd_Smiley@Hotmail.com
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From: price5601@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 2:14:37 PM


If you must have a train between Miami and Orlando, please route it on the tracks
 West of town - not send it through the heart of the Treasure 
Coast for all the obvious reasons.  It's simply unfair and wrong to do it the way it's
 currently planned.  If it goes as planned, there will be too much noise, traffic holdups,
 pollution, etc.


Sarah Price
5601 N. A1A #305N.
Vero Beach, FL 32963



mailto:price5601@comcast.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Katie Lydon
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida comment
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 7:53:28 AM


I wouldl ike to voice our concerns about All Aboard Florida's high-seed passenger rail
 service.  The quality of life and the environment would be severely impacted along the
 Treasure Coast.  Also of concern are safety issues and traffic.  Moving the tracks west is a
 viable option.
 
Katherine Lydon
Ed Walker
Palm City,FL
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From: David Mills
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NOT All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 3:46:41 PM


Please stop even seriously considering this ridiculous sham! There is no way that it makes
 sense to pass 32 more trains a day between Miami and Orlando.


1.      If there was a current or near term demand for fast public transportation between the
 south and Orlando, there would be a long steady stream of loaded buses up and down
 the turnpike. THERE IS NOT.


2.      One of the executive proponents said we “don’t understand. It wouldn’t be like adding
 32 more freight trains. Each fast train would be like waiting for a stop light.” Well,
 currently many of us in Stuart and Martin County live with one or two stop lights
 between our houses and many of the businesses and services we rely on. Places such
 as our supermarkets, Home Depot, our drug stores, hospitals, doctors, and
 restaurants. Adding 32 more of a ridiculous bunch of worthless “stop lights” delays
 MAKES NO SENSE AT ALL.


3.      There is no way this can be economically feasible. BART (Bay Area Rapid Transit)


 celebrated their 40th year anniversary last year. It carries hundreds of thousands of
 passengers daily, and still depends on tax payer financing for over 30% of their
 revenue. THERE IS NO WAY THIS SCAM WILL PAY ITS WAY.


4.      If you permit this fraud to continue, the developers will gather in the funds of the
 government backed loans, and skip town leaving the rest of us to pick up the
 payments and live with the mess. THIS IS CRIMINAL!


5.      This doesn’t even begin to uncover and describe the idiocy of this fraud, but I’m sure
 you’ve already heard most of it. Just add this Email to the bundle and DON’T LET IT
 HAPPEN.


Dave Mills
 
 
David Mills
3977 SE Barcelona St.
Stuart, FL  34997
H & Fx 772-223-0124 C 772-215-9876
dmills@davidmills.com
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From: basketcases
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Your trains pose a threat to the citizens of Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 2:37:24 PM


To All Aboard Florida,


We feel that your trains will pose a real danger to all the citizens of Florida who live or travel
 anywhere near its tracks.  Not only will it be a traffic hazard resulting in many accidents, it will
 also prevent emergency vehicles from crossing the tracks expeditiously which will result in the
 loss of lives as well as property.  We are both vehemently opposed to the whole idea.  
Sincerely,
Bob and Marilyn Stevens
Vero Beach, FL 
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Standley, Lisa
Subject: FW: Stop All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, November 12, 2014 10:27:24 AM


Hi Lisa –
 
I’ve gotten a lot of these “FRA please stop AAF”.  Somewhere in our responses to comments, we
 have to state, maybe in italics and bold, that FRA doesn’t have the authority to stop the project.
 


From: Tom Pettibone [mailto:tom.pettibone@transitionpartnersco.com] 
Sent: Sunday, November 09, 2014 9:01 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
We request you stop All Aboard Florida.  It is a scheme by a New York hedge fund to
 enhance their balance sheet at taxpayer expense.  Please do not use government funds
 for the sole benefit of this private hedge-fund.


 
Worse, the project will create safety problems, damage Florida’s marine, fishing, and tourist
 industries, and turn many desirable coastal communities into a gritty industrial corridor.


 
Of particular concern are the highway crossings in many communities.   Today’s closures
 already create serious traffic problems.  Doubling or tripling the closures will greatly worsen
 this situation, and create life & death issues by delaying access to hospitals.
 
In addition, increased closures of the 90-year old railroad trestles at the St. Lucie,
 Loxahatchee, and New Rivers will seriously damage Florida’s marine, fishing, and tourist
 industries.  They are already old, rusty and unreliable.  Under this scheme they will be
 closed for long periods each day effectively eliminating access to those rivers.
 
In order for this scheme to be viable, overpasses must be built at the highway crossings,
 and the 90-year old trestles must be replaced with elevated rail bridges for vessel
 passage.  Please halt the project until these improvements are incorporated in the plans.
 
Tom & Peggy Pettibone
16936 Passage South
Jupiter, FL  33477
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From: Joyce McLaughlin
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 12:45:17 PM


> As a registered voter and resident of FL, I am very much opposed to all efforts to expand rail service through All
 Aboard Florida plan. 
> Many neighborhoods will be greatly impacted by an increase in the number of freight trains daily.  Additional
 passenger trains that offer no benefit to anyone in this area of the Florida coast will further impact our safety;
 emergency victims already face slow response when long freight trains block the access of life saving equipment
 vehicles to our neighborhood.
> The rail service is currently in need of repair.   There is a single rail bridge crossing the Sebastian River which
 causes major delays every evening as southbound train must stop to let a north bound train complete crossing the
 river.   Access to neighborhoods are completely blocked as long trains are stopped on crossings. Then, one must
 continue to wait as the southbound train crosses the river so that northbound train can then proceed through the
 same neighborhood crossings.
> Would you want your family or loved ones waiting for the emergency vehicle that is waiting through that
 situation?
> I do want to see Florida grow and flourish economically, however, this is not the best mechanism to accomplish
 that.
>
> Joyce McLaughlin
> 822 Hyacinth Circle
> Sebastian, FL 32976
>
>
>
>
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From: Jim Ratterree
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida comment
Date: Friday, October 17, 2014 10:25:12 AM


The negatives of this proposal far outweigh the positives.


The track is in the wrong place.  It runs right through the middle of most every one of the cities along the way.  The
 amount of noise, vibration, and traffic disturbance is going to present a constant nuisance every time a train passes
 through.


We could perhaps live with this thing if there were many - MANY - fewer trains during the day.


I can't see any way that they could be profitable with the current proposal of 32 trains per day.  There simply will
 not be enough passengers to create a sizeable load.


We enjoy our small and quiet towns.  Please re-route this thing away from our city.


James W. Ratterree
2927 N/W St Lucie Lane
Stuart, FL  34994
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From: msemartin7@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NOT All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:05:49 PM
Attachments: SENDER_EMAILmsemartin7@comcast@@net.png


FREE Animations for your email Click Here!


This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus
 protection is active.


Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
It is beyond my comprehension that any intelligent persons,with any
 common sense and respect for the environment and their fellow man,
 would have planned, and are planning, to disrupt the Treasure Coast,
 with overwhelming and unnecessary, increased passenger and freight
 service.
 
Alternative routes to the west have not been fully investigated.  I feel sure
 that the reason for that is the BIG DOLLAR SIGN.  All Aboard Florida is
 thinking only of its own pockets, not the impact this debacle will have on
 Treasure Coast communities and its marine industries.
 
Destroying communities and marine industry cannot be the answer when
 other alternative routes for this rail service exist that are less intrusive in
 our lives.
 
PLEASE, PLEASE don't allow this plan to develop along our coast; even
 a "stop" here wouldn't "sweeten the pie"! 
 
Very truly yours,
 
Elsie L. Martineau
Palm City, Florida
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From: tiviejim@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: "All Aboard Florida"
Date: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 3:05:57 PM


Mr. Winkle,


We are seasonal residents of Grove Isle in Vero Beach.    One of the reasons we bought our condo there
 -- (with the intent to one day be full-time residents) rather than near our friends in Hallendale, Ft.
 Lauderdale, Boca, etc. -- is because of the beauty, quiet and ranquility we felt in Vero Beach.  


We're fron New York and were trying to get away from the awful noise connected with the Long Island
 Railroad near our house.   Had "All Aboard Florida" been in existence when we were looking for places
 to relocate to, we never would have bought in Vero!!


Please consider our request to eliminate the possiblility of having "All Aboard Florida" ruin our beautiful
 Vero Beach.


Thank you for your attention to this matter.


Tivie & Jim O'Connell
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Stop the Big Choo Choo
Date: Thursday, November 20, 2014 7:13:59 AM


Sent with Good (www.good.com)


-----Original Message-----
From: Louis Cipriano [loucip@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, November 20, 2014 06:52 AM Eastern Standard Time
To: rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com; Winkle, John (FRA); Bill@billnelson.senate.gov;
 Greg_Langowski@rubio.senate.gov
Subject: Stop the Big Choo Choo


Honorable Governor Scott, Mr. John Winkle, Senator Bill Nelson and Senator Marco Rubio


We moved to Florida from Connecticut in December of 2013 into the Fort Pierce community.
  While driving on Indian River Drive I noticed an alarming number of homes for sale.  What
 these homes had in common was two things.  They were adjacent to the tracks and they had
 protest signs on their lawns informing me of the high speed train issue.  I then investigated
 this issue and noticed that there would be OVERWHELMING negative issues to the
 communities between the start and end of the trains path.  I have heard that it is not just the 32
 high speed trains but also the 24 freight trains making it 56 trains in a 24 hour period.  


There is a short video on youtube (Florida Not All Aboard HD) that is really alarming.  It
 points out the contrast to Excela and other high speed trains in Europe.  


PLEASE don’t let this pass.  


Be safe,
Lou Cipriano
361 European Lane
Fort Pierce, Florida
203 509-8288
loucip@gmail.com
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From: Joyce McLaughlin
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 5:50:38 PM


> As a registered voter and resident of FL, I am very much opposed to all efforts to expand rail service through All
 Aboard Florida plan. 
> Many neighborhoods will be greatly impacted by an increase in the number of freight trains daily.  Additional
 passenger trains that offer no benefit to anyone in this area of the Florida coast will further impact our safety;
 emergency victims already face slow response when long freight trains block the access of life saving equipment
 vehicles to our neighborhood.
> The rail service is currently in need of repair.   There is a single rail bridge crossing the Sebastian River which
 causes major delays every evening as southbound train must stop to let a north bound train complete crossing the
 river.   Access to neighborhoods are completely blocked as long trains are stopped on crossings. Then, one must
 continue to wait as the southbound train crosses the river so that northbound train can then proceed through the
 same neighborhood crossings.
> Would you want your family or loved ones waiting for the emergency vehicle that is waiting through that
 situation?
> I do want to see Florida grow and flourish economically, however, this is not the best mechanism to accomplish
 that.
>
> Joyce McLaughlin
> 822 Hyacinth Circle
> Sebastian, FL 32976
>
>
>
>
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From: Leonard Walas
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida comments from concerned resident
Date: Monday, November 24, 2014 6:34:10 PM


Leonard A. Walas
 
 


11/24/14
Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave SE, Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
As a concerned resident of Palm Beach Gardens, Florida I am writing to express my total disapproval of
 the ill-conceived “All Aboard Florida” railroad project that is being thrust upon us.
 
As you know, this project proposes to run high speed trains through our residential areas causing major
 disruption to traffic, fire and emergency personnel and our way of life here.  In August of 2012 when my
 mother needed emergency medical assistance at 2:30 AM and the paramedics arrived at our home from
 their station located on the other side of the tracks and were transporting her to Palm Beach Gardens
 Medical Center Emergency Room, I rode up front in the rescue vehicle and asked the driver as we made
 our way to the hospital, also on the other side of the tracks – “what if a train were coming”?  He said “WE
 WAIT”.  That thought gives me great concern. In an emergency there is not a minute to lose. And the
 thought of 32 additional trains per day plus additional and longer freight trains is by no means a minor
 impact to our community – but rather a major disruption in our daily lives.
 
The subsequent increase in freight traffic will compound our problems – with more noise from longer and
 heavier freight trains, more whistles and more traffic delays. This proposal seems to be more about
 getting the approval to install a second track under the auspices of running passenger service and thus
 obtaining government funding. The second FEC track will certainly allow significantly more freight service
 and it appears to me that is what this project is really all about. The distance from Orlando to Miami is
 236 miles and the drive time is approximately 3 Hours and 45 Minutes – taking the bus costs as low as
 $25.
 
Florida already has train service from Miami to Orlando!  It’s called AMTRACK! And it operates at a deficit
 using government funding – Why would this new All Aboard Florida service be any different?  And
 further, I cannot understand why the proposed new high speed train wouldn’t run on the same tracks as
 AMTRACK?? After West Palm Beach going north, Amtrack trains turn inland and pass through rural
 agricultural areas in the middle of the state which causes minimal impact – let All Aboard Florida run their
 new high speed trains on the existing Amtrack tracks. I am certain the cows wouldn’t care if more trains
 passed by!  The impact on our shoreline communities and the problem of the aging FEC drawbridges
 and subsequent disruption of marine traffic would thus be eliminated. 
 
But the proposal to run these additional trains through some of the highest valued real estate in Florida is
 sure to drive those values downward.  And would YOU allow your family to travel on these trains
 knowing that they will pass over the Loxahatchee River and St. Lucie River drawbridges both built in the
 1920’s and both in need of repair – at 110 miles per hour!  I would think not! These bridges were not
 designed for high speed trains and already take approximately 20 minutes to open and close causing
 significant delays to boat traffic.  Imagine the fear of boaters when a severe thunderstorm warning is
 issued by the National Weather Service urging boaters to seek safe harbor immediately (very common in
 our summer months) – only to find that their access to safe harbor is blocked by the railroad bridge. It is
 estimated that these bridges will be in the down position for close to 8 hours a day!  This is a tragedy
 waiting to happen… Boater’s cannot “park” their boats but are subject to shifting river currents and winds
 causing a dangerous situation as they wait for the bridge to open.



mailto:lwalaspbg@comcast.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment





 
This whole ill-conceived plan is simply unacceptable and if Amtrack and other long distance trains in the
 US are subsidized by the government why would this ill-conceived All Aboard Florida project be any
 different?  You MUST put the brakes on this plan right now!! Perhaps improve the existing Amtrack
 Miami Orlando train service instead.
 
Respectfully,
 
Leonard A. Walas
411 Fonseca Way
Palm Beach Gardens, FL 33410
 
 
lwalaspbg@comcast.net
or
Leonard@LeonardWalas.com
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From: Suzanne
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: NOT All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:50:41 PM


Mr.Winkle,
 
I vote NO!!  If you were to look at all the facts regarding the All Aboard project with an
 unbiased view, you would see how bad it will be not only for the Treasure Coast, but
 all of Florida.  It's a boondoggle fo the greatest magnitude that will eventually saddle
 the tax payers with a multibillion debt load.  It just might be feasible if the tracks are
 used in the center of the state.  It might even be quicker and cost less than driving a
 car!!
 
Suzanne Rosborough
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From: LINDA CRAWFORD
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Caroline
Subject: "All Aboard" Florida
Date: Tuesday, September 23, 2014 2:38:07 PM


Very few people on the Treasure Coast are "all aboard" for the planned trains through our area.  In fact, the planned
 additional trains will be a debacle for residents, businesses, hundreds of boats that would be held up by raised
 bridges, and Florida's fragile environment.


Has anyone from the Federal Railroad Administration actually traveled on the tracks Florida East Coast Railways
 wants to use?  These tracks go right through small towns, across bridges, behind hundreds of homes, and cross
 dozens of roads.


Consider this:
--Bridge closing, which will number dozens each day, will last 15 minutes.
--The number of freight trains running through the Treasure Coast will continue to grow.
--Florida East Coast Railway, which would share the right of way with the proposed high-speed passenger service,
 currently runs an average of 14 trains a day between Miami and Jacksonville.  By 2016, freight traffic would
 increase to 20 trains and would continue to grow 3 percent annually, according to the Environmental Impact
 Statement.  Add to that the additional passenger trains, and there would be almost non-stop trains on the existing
 tracks.
--All Aboard Florida, according to many reports, is a $2.25 billion sham, created to obtain a $1.6 billion federal loan
 in order to upgrade existing systems and add a second track from Miami to Cocoa, not to enable passenger service,
 but to upgrade the infrastructure and enable FEC to run more freight trains.
--Everything "envisioned" by All Aboard will very negatively hundreds of acres and thousands of people; yet the
 railway will have a "beneficial impact on freight operations," according to the Environmental Impact Statement.


There are tracks available for All Aboard and Florida East Coast Railway through the middle of Florida.  Using
 those tracks would cause the least negative impact to the fewest people, no communities, no bridges, and Florida's
 fragile environment.  Why aren't those tracks considered?  How about the so-called loan FEC wants at the cost to
 taxpayers?  Why should taxpayers have to fund a business-owned railway?  I'm sure the answer is huge profit for
 the railway on the backs of American taxpayers and Florida citizens.


Linda E. Crawford
560 SW Indian Key Dr.
Port St. Lucie, FL 34986
lindaelis3@bellsouth.net
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From: Dean Baumgartner
To: john.winkle@dot.gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: TRAINS KILL... Feb 26 2010 Melbourne FL
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 1:06:14 PM


Please be Reminded!  TRAINS KILL… SO
 PUT MORE TRAINS IN THE CENTER OF
 OUR SMALL TOWNS… MAKES SENSE
 DOESN’T IT???
 
Hundreds of family, friends remember
 Melbourne train crash victim
Friends, family remember Wraya Hadley Memorial for 3 Southwest
 teens: Southwest Middle School in Palm Bay has a memorial in
 the courtyard for the three students killed by a train Saturday
 night.
Feb. 26, 2010
 
 
 
Dean Baumgartner, CCIM,CRS,CIPS,ALC, Realtor
Berkshire Hathaway HS Florida Realty
(formerly Prudential Florida Realty)
2363 SE Ocean Blvd, Stuart, Fl  34996
Cell: 772-708-3396  Office: 772-283-2800


Certified Commercial Investment Member
Certified Residential Specialist


Certified International Property Specialist
Accredited Land Consultant
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From: Charlotte Gabrich
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 6:20:14 PM


I am completely opposed to AAF.  I don't see any reason there should be 32 trains a
 day disrupting traffic, emergency vehicles, boat traffic, vibration impact on buildings
 near the tracks, etc, etc.  Businesses can be affected if clients decide to stay on "the
 other side of the tracks" instead of wasting gas or time waiting for the trains to pass. 
 I can maybe understand 10 or 12 but 32!!!!!  No way!!!  And the founders of AAF
 want the taxpayers to fund them.  I understand that one of the founders has
 "borrowed" money before for something that went bankrupt.  How many times does
 he expect the government to fund his hair-brained ideas????  How would you like it if
 you had moved into a quiet area and all of a sudden had 32 trains a day roaring
 past?  Please think about this long and hard.


Charlotte Gabrich, Vero Beach, FL
 
"Everyday is a good day with a golden retriever in your life."
 


 
"Life Is Short. Live It To The Fullest. It Has An Expiration Date"
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From: j-levi@earthlink.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida comments negative
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:11:54 PM


Dear people...
I was going to write a simple list of reasons why All Aboard Florida should not be approved. You probably
 won't read this, but it wrote itself so I'm sending it.
Thank you for all you do for us...
Joyce Levi - 1845 Tarpon Lane G106, Vero Beach, FL 32960 - 772-562-9476


There is celebration about the success of high-speed trains in other areas. But there are no places in the
 United States which have a railroad running for 500 miles down the coast (300 from Cocoa to Key West,
 with enormous populations living near or using the roads over which the trains must pass. This is no
 longer empty lands with farms and jungles and small towns. Needs have completely changed.
The land through which Henry Flagler ran his railway was simpler than exists today . The railroad helped
 populate Florida, transporting people and goods before the landscape began to change. There are more
 cars, more bicycles, more people, more structures, more roads and bridges, more street crossings than
 Flagler could have imagined.
More than a half million people live on the Treasure Coast alone, which is comprised of Indian River, St.
 Lucie and Martin Counties, an area through which All Aboard Florida plans to send double and later triple
 the number of trains through the area. The current track runs straight through the middle of many small
 or moderately sized towns.
There are major safety concerns, with the crossing stops preventing emergency vehicles from moving in
 the direction they need to go, whether east or west.
There are concerns about bridges which would need to be rebuilt since there are no plans for doing that.
Since the company is not applying for federal money, they don't have to worry about following rules that
 the government would require. And since following rules can be expensive, they probably won't.
Lowest bidder to get the work? What corners will be cut to balance the lesser income on this major
 project?
They say 32 trains a day, but if they're truly carrying tourists, no tourists will want to travel between 6 in
 the evening through 9 in the morning. So they're talking double the number of trains now running through
 daylight hours with fewer during the night.
The trains will harm businesses and homes via shaking and rattling and loud noises, far more than was
 envisioned by Flagler. As the number of trains increases, the greater the possibility of instability, harm to
 buildings, people and contents.
There are concerns about historic areas close to the tracks being damaged or demolished , particularly
 sections containing ancient bones and artifacts. In Indian River County, there is evidence that has been
 scientifically confirmed of the existence of people living in the area thousands and thousands of years
 ago, some things discovered nowhere else in the world! We have a responsibility to protect that.
Previous attempts to run trains for tourists or high-speed trains have all ended in failure and bankruptcy.
 That means that whatever monies are invested in AAF could be lost, with the losses eventually landing
 on Florida citizens wherever they live. Past failures should never be the criteria by which a new project is
 compared...but this one covers too many miles and too many people and too much potential damage for
 everyone but AAF.
High-speed trains themselves have been known to suffer accidents. In the middle of unsettled
 countryside, that might not matter, but a major accident at 125 miles an hour through the center of a town
 (since the trains will not be slowing or stopping) could prove disastrous for people caught in the vicinity.
Treasure Coast counties see few benefits for our citizens, but great potential for harm . The lack of
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 benefits might not matter were it not for the harm.
It has been suggested that perhaps a safer route damaging fewer structures and people would be down
 the middle of the state. AAF says that will cost them too much money, but that reasoning doesn't make
 sense when compared with the many potential problems caused by running through so many small,
 populated towns.
East Coast Florida -- with its large population, small towns designed for small not huge railroads, fragility
 of historical treasures, etc., etc., etc. -- should not be diminished by this one endeavor to deal with
 Panama Canal freight and its moneymaking possibilities. It's always money, isn't it? But does money
 always have to be the major deciding factor?


  








From: Ben Calcutt
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: "Railroading"!
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 10:55:26 AM


All Aboard Florida surely was quietly invading my world before it seems I was aware of this
 unwanted change.  I live within blocks of the railroad tracks and cannot imagine our area
 when we have thirty-two more trains racing along our neighborhoods.  Obviously, those who
 have enabled this project are not locals and are planning for their financial benefits when
 freight takes over their tracks.  I have not heard one redeeming point of positive impact from
 their plan.  I will vote for whomever opposes this absurd project and hope for complete
 defeat before this happens or hope the players experience complete financial ruin if it is put
 into place.  The greedy investors from distant places can take their money and invest in
 AMTRAK which already has tracks if they are interested in passenger trains to Orlando...have
 at it!  Leave our lovely coastal communities alone!
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Totally against all aboard florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:17:13 AM


-----Original Message-----
From: mark florman [mailto:mflorman@comcast.net]
Sent: Monday, December 01, 2014 9:06 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: Totally against all aboard florida


Please make them move it west, this will cripple the Treasure Coast!
Mark Florman, Sewall's Point Fl.
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From: Janet Degaetano
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 9:14:53 PM


No, No, No !
A thousand times No !
Sent from my iPhone
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From: Leigh Schmalz
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: bward@marinersands.com; Jon Wendenhof
Subject: All Aboard Florida comments
Date: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 11:46:48 PM
Attachments: All Aboard Florida letter.doc


To whom it may concern:


Attached is a letter my wife and I sent to John Winkie at the Federal Railroad Administration
 opposing the current All Aboard Florida program. Please include this letter with e-mail
 comments to your site/office.


Leigh Schmalz
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                          LEIGH AND LOIS SCHMALZ


6497 S.E. BALTUSROL TERRACE



STUART, FLORIDA 34997



772-288-5054



October 29, 2014


John Winkie



Federal Railroad Administration



1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. 



Room W38-31



Washington, D.C. 20590



Dear John,



I am writing regarding our opposition to All Aboard Florida. We live in the Mariner Sands community of 770 homes in Stuart, FL. where the current railroad is within 100 yards of the rear property line of Mariner Sands. Our home is 4-500 yards from the train tracks and we currently hear the significant noise of the 20-25 freight trains daily. If the number of daily trains were to increase to over 50 trains, the noise level would be constant and unbearable.


Currently our home is for sale with very few “lookers” over the past 6 months……All Aboard Florida issue has had a detrimental effect on property values in our community and potential sales generally. We plan to stay in Mariner Sands and hopefully to downsize…..we cannot afford to give our home away however.


Noise problems and depressed property values are just some of the problems facing us and Florida’s Treasure Coast population. There is absolutely no benefit for All Aboard Florida to the communities north of West Palm Beach……only a negative impact as follows: delays in emergency response; severe traffic congestion; safety issues; problems for local businesses; prospect for higher taxes and marine disruption.


The most logical answer to resolve the many issues confronting All Aboard Florida along Florida’s Treasure Coast is to run these commuter trains (and expected added freight trains) on existing tracks inland from the tracks in question. If we are to believe climate change could render the coastal areas of Florida under water within the next 40-50 years, does it not make sense to plan for the future and begin developing more inland area of Florida through an expanded railroad system.



Further, if All Aboard Florida succeeds in adding 32 commuter trains, and in the long term more freight trains, to the existing tracks along the East Coast of Florida, sound barriers constructed adjacent to the Mariner Sands property line in close proximity to the existing tracks must be required.


Sincerely,


Lois and Leigh Schmalz







From: Bruce Fennie
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: ***Attn: John Winkle*** Re: Comments, Draft EIS, All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 11:58:53 AM


 
Dear Mr. Winkle,
 
I would like to offer my enthusiastic support for the All Aboard Project. I have read the
 Executive summary and several sections of the full study and it is clear that:
 


1.    This project is great for the improving Florida economy in a number of
 ways. It will create thousands of bot temporary and permanent jobs.


2.    It is a safe and efficient alternative to our crowded highways
3.    It is good for the environment, removing cars from roads
4.    Has the potential to enhance tourism and provide convenient and


 reliable modes of transportation around Florida
5.    Since it is being operated on an existing Railroad Corridor, it will have


 minimal adverse impact
 
It will also be paid for by private industry without any taxpayer subsidy which is a
 refreshing alternative to wasteful projects like the NYS “Slow Speed rail Project”
 
One thing private industry does well is to complete jobs on time and within budget.
 
While AAF is requesting a FRA loan it will be paying all the costs of the loan and
 certainly has the financial capability to do so.
 
My only regret is that we do not have an equivalent on the West Coast of Florida.
 
Thank you for your attention to this email of strong support.
 
 


Best Regards,
Bruce


 


Bruce Fennie & Associates
3757 Ascot Bend Ct.            316 Pennsylvania Ave.S.E.


Bonita Springs FL 34134                   Washington, D.C. 20003
Voice: 585-230-7700                    Voice: (202)543-6972


e-mail: bfennie@frontiernet.net
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Train route
Date: Wednesday, November 26, 2014 9:31:26 AM


-----Original Message-----
From: Barbara Geib [mailto:btgeib@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Wednesday, November 26, 2014 8:43 AM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: Train route


Please do not approve the train route through Stuart, Florida, or Jensen Beach, Florida.  These are very beautiful, old
 Florid areas that would be obliterated with the constant train disruptions.


Thank you.
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From: Ken Petry
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 10:30:33 PM


You must know the impact statement is a sham. They paid for it and it was written for them to try to pull some wool
 over some bureaucrats eyes. Don't be that bureaucrat; use your God given sense to put a halt to this travesty.
Ken Petry
Ft Pierce FL
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From: Ruwjr@aol.com
To: John.Winkle@DOT.Gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com; negron.joe.web@flsenate.gov; debbie.mayfield@myfloridahouse.gov
Subject: All Aboard Florida comments
Date: Wednesday, November 26, 2014 9:24:52 PM


Mr. Paul Baumer
Office of Infrastructure Finance and Innovation
Office of the Secretary
U.S. Department of Transportation
W84-229
1200 New Jersey Avenue S.E.
Washington , DC 20590
 
Dear Mr. Baumer,
 
I understand that All Aboard Florida (AAF) has applied to your office to issue $1.75 billion
 worth of "Private Activity Bonds" so that AAF can bring 32 high speed trains zooming up the
 East Coast of Florida from Miami to Orlando each day.  The creditworthiness of AAF and its
 parent company, Florida East Coast Industries, is questionable.  This past summer AAF sold
 $405 million worth of junk bonds yielding 12 - 12.75%.  It was reported that the purchasers of
 these bonds simply purchased them as an equity play based on their collateral, rather than
 confidence in the feasibility of this project.  This private company is utimately owned by
 Fortress Investment Group, an equity and hedge fund manager whose stock has plunged over
 60% since it began in 2007. 
 
Our government should not be used to assist in funding this extremely risky project.  Since
 Private Activity Bond interest income is not taxable, issuance of these bonds will result in a
 loss of income taxes that other taxpayers will have to make up.  I do not believe taxpayers
 should have pay more in taxes to help this questionable project.  AAF should instead seek
 "true" private funding and not be subsidized by the American taxpayer.  
 
I also question the motives behind this project as South Florida already has two passenger rail
 systems, Amtrak and Tri-Rail, that together are losing over $100 million per year.  Adding a
 third passenger rail system in this same market makes no sense, especially if it's done on the
 backs of already over-burdened taxpayers.  It will destroy property values along the Florida
 East Coast Corridor all for the benefit of private equity investors. 
 
As an American taxpayer, I ask that you not grant All Aboard Florida the ability to issue Private
 Activity Bonds.  
 
Thank you for your consideration,
 
Elise Wellington
2205 N. Southwinds Blvd., Unit 206
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Vero Beach, FL 32963








From: Carpl Santa Barbara
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: "all Aboard Train"
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 10:56:04 AM


I only wish it would stop in Ft. Pierce!! We really have alternate means to get from one city to another, stop and
 spend time in other towns and cities without using a car!!!!!


Sent from my iPhone
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From: dr_bob911
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida comments
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:26:32 AM


December 2, 2014


John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E.
Room W38-311, Washington, D.C. 20590


AAF_comments@vhb.com


Dear Mr. Winkle,


Like the vast majority of Treasure Coast citizens, I am vehemently opposed to any  additional 
trains, high speed or otherwise, hurtling through the center of our towns and cities.  As a 
practicing physician, I am especially concerned about the negative consequences on health 
care and public safety of having additional trains rolling through our communities along the 
Treasure Coast.


Here in Indian River County, there are two hospitals with acute care Emergency Departments. 
I am on staff at Indian River Medical Center, and our Emergency Department sees 
approximately 60,000 patients per year; this puts it in the top 10%, volume wise, in the entire 
country.  A large number of those patients live west of the existing train tracks (the majority of
 EMS stations are also west of the tracks, as are the sheriff’s department and the police 
departments for both Vero Beach and Sebastian), while both hospitals are east of the tracks.  
Already, ambulances and firetrucks (as well as police officers and sheriff’s deputies) are 
sometimes delayed by trains.  By adding additional trains as planned, there will no doubt be 
additional delays and some of them are guaranteed to be critical delays.  I believe that as a 
result, the planned additional trains going right through the center of our communities 
represents an unacceptable risk to our citizens and should thus this plan should be revised 
without further ado.


When Henry Flagler built the railway in the late 1800’s, there were very few people in the 
area, with less than one half million people in the entire state and just 300 people in the newly 
incorporated city of Miami in 1896.  At that time, the railway wasn’t bisecting established 
communities and snarling traffic.  They also didn’t know about the environmental concerns of 
running trains right next to the fragile Indian River Lagoon.  However, much has changed 
since then; millions of people now live along the east coast of Florida and will be adversely 
affected by the proposed high speed trains.  (Although there apparently has been support for 
the trains in the Palm Beaches and Miami, it should be noted that the majority of residents 
there do not live or work anywhere near the tracks.)


There is a solution though that makes a lot of sense.  When I-95 and the Turnpike were 
constructed 50 or so years ago, they were built in open ares to the west of where most people 
lived.  Planners did not try to re-purpose existing roads, but instead started with a clean slate to
 make better highways.  Why not do the same with All Aboard Florida?  Would it not, in the 
long run, make more sense to run new tracks along the highway corridors?  This would be 
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more environmentally friendly, disrupt far fewer lives, remove the need for many crossings 
and be more efficient.  Eventually, “park and ride” stations could be added along the interstate 
which would help to increase ridership. 


In conclusion, the current plan to utilize the existing tracks does not make sense.  It will not 
only divide communities, but also disrupt and endanger lives.  It will also have a huge 
negative impact on the ecologically sensitive Indian River Lagoon, interfere with marine 
navigation, and add disruptive vibrations and noise that will be felt and heard for miles.  There
 not only needs to be a limit on the volume of trains, but also for the sake of safety, there 
should be a safe speed limit on trains near populated areas (perhaps 50 mph would be 
appropriate).  Incidentally, railroad speed limits for trains near populated areas would be 
consistent with current FAA regulations which limit aircraft speeds at lower altitudes near 
populated areas.  The only other reasonable alternative would be to move the trains west of 
populated areas as outlined above.  There is no doubt a great deal of pressure from business 
interests to push through this plan, but I believe, as I hope you do, that ultimately we should 
do what is in the best interests of the environment and the people of our community.


Thank you for your time and to the Federal Railroad Administration for your consideration of 
my concerns.


Sincerely,


Robert Butler, M.D.
Vero Beach, FL








From: jamessavastano@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: aaf
Date: Friday, November 28, 2014 3:12:39 PM


There are many reasons to be opposed to this blatant money grab, many which have
 already been voiced at meetings and in editorials. One I would like to address is the
 negative effect this will have on property values. I live in Stuart, on the water. This
 proposed train puts myself and my whole neighborhood on the "wrong side of the
 tracks" as it pertains to getting out of the St Lucie river. We all have paid the extra
 dollars to enjoy the boating lifestyle both in purchase price and appraised value
 affecting tax valuation. I am sure the powers that be at AAF could care less about
 this, but all of us have worked hard to live where we live, and now our investmenst
 will be negatively affected. These ex Disney execs care only about lining their own
 pockets. I will join and donate to any group that forms to fight this company's effort to
 ruin our lifestyle that I already have invested in, in court if need be
James A Savastano
Stuart, Fl
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From: michael.j.cole@dot.gov on behalf of FRAPA@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Train service Questions
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 8:34:19 AM


Michael Cole
Public Affairs Specialist
Office of Communications and Legislative Affairs
Federal Railroad Administration
Tel (Direct):   202-493-1306
Cell:             202-450-7599
Fax:             202-493-6068
michael.j.cole@dot.gov 


Rail - Moving America Forward
The Federal Railroad Administration's mission is to enable the safe, reliable, and efficient movement of people and
 goods for a strong America, now and in the future.


Follow FRA on Facebook and Twitter


-----Original Message-----
From: Patsy Dreyer [mailto:patsy.dreyer@me.com]
Sent: Saturday, September 20, 2014 3:25 PM
To: Public Affairs (FRA)
Subject: Train service Questions


9-20-2014


I want to know the following:
   1. Currently, how many passengers travel by rail from Miami to Orlando, FL?
   2. Where are the stations going to be in Orlando?
Thank you
Patsy Dreyer
Sent from Patsy's iPad
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From: Jross2929
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Proposed rail project Miami to Orlando
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:39:44 AM


From the beginning, I have seen this as a ploy to get federal loans to improve tracks solely for the
 expanded freight business north from Miami.
 
To improve existing tracks would be at the company expense.  BUT, to offer a new service would qualify
 for federal loans.  When the new service fails, that company would be bankrupt.  Therefore, the public
 would be held responsible to repay the federal loans.


What a  straw man project that a sleeping or stupid public would not see through insults the citizens of
 Florida.


I voice my opposition on this insult and attempt to cheat the public.


Janet Ross 
2929 SE Ocean Blvd 
Stuart, FL 34996



mailto:jross2929@aol.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: ms6045@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: aaf
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 1:20:39 PM


 
Dear Sirs,
I think your idea of train travel in Florida is great. However the proposed plan
 of having trains coming through downtown Fort Pierce and the rest of our cities in St.
 Lucie, Indian River and Martin counties numerous times per day is a terrible
 idea. Please move the tracks west of the city where there is a far fewer number of
 people living. The Treasure Coast is simply not ready for this type of activity. It would
 seem to me for the need of speed, west of the city would make perfect sense. Even if
 you had a stop in Ft Pierce which would be awesome, I would still beg of you to move
 it miles west of the city limits.
 
Thank You
Merle Simpson
6045 Whippoorwill Lane
PSL, Fl. 34987
772.979.2081
ms6045@aol.com
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From: George D Todd
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida comments
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 7:18:22 PM


I am opposed to using any taxpayer funds to subsidize rail passenger service.
 
Respectfully,
 
George D. Todd


560 10th Place
Vero Beach, FL 32960-6823
e-mail – gdt82828@bellsouth.net


This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus
 protection is active.
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Train
Date: Wednesday, November 26, 2014 7:14:56 AM


I think there's an inverse relationship between the quality of the comment and the number of exclamation points
 used.


-----Original Message-----
From: Sally Goodrich [mailto:skgoody@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 5:37 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: Train


we are NOt all aboard!!! An environmental disaster!!!!Sally and Hoyt,Goodrich Vero,Beach!!


Sent from my iPad
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From: burkard1969
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Proposed rail road expansion
Date: Tuesday, November 18, 2014 11:41:22 PM


Dear Board members, Sir/ Madam;
I, as a fulltime resident of Sebastian/ FL, would like the opportunity to object to proposed and
 planned rail road expansion via added commuter/ passenger trains and train tracks !


The overall proposal/ plans are without benefit (but added burden) to all residents which have
 to live with said expansions. 
Property owners would see a diminished property value, lower resale value, property size,
 noise and vibration issues.
Trees and valuable greens would have to make way, for added tracks.
Added train activities would also mean a possible impact on saving lives and emergency
 vehicles, since ALL hospitals are located ACROSS the train tracks, on the "other" side of
 town from residents, like me and many others !


I would like to encourage to reconsider plans.


Sincerely, Britta Burkard


Sent on a Sprint Samsung Galaxy S® 5
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From: rakonda.gray.ctr@dot.gov on behalf of FRAPA@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Tri-Rail Kills Another on 11/14/14
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 2:01:43 PM


Rakonda Gray
Administrative Assistant
Communications and Legislative Affairs
VESA Health and Technology
US Department of Transportation
1200 New Jersey Ave., SE
Washington, DC 20590
Direct Line: 202-493-1355
Mobile: 202-236-4580
Rakonda.Gray.CTR@Dot.Gov


-----Original Message-----
From: defendjerusalem@mindspring.com [mailto:defendjerusalem@mindspring.com]
Sent: Tuesday, November 18, 2014 12:23 PM
Subject: Fw: Tri-Rail Kills Another on 11/14/14


-----Forwarded Message-----
>From: shalominternational <shalominternational@mindspring.com>
>Sent: Nov 18, 2014 11:33 AM
>To: dj <defendjerusalem@mindspring.com>
>Subject: Tri-Rail Kills Another on 11/14/14
>
>
>
>
>>>Dear Folks:
>>>
>>>This latest tragedy on Tri-Rail took place on Nov 14, 2014.  I've enclosed several more incidents, however,
 there is a long list of tragedies for Tri-Rail for you to look up.
>>>
>>>Now imagine 50 Tri-Rail trains a day from Miami to Palm Beach, on the existing tracks and these trains going
 37pmh and then consider "All Aboard Florida" and their 32 Siemens Nazi trains over 360 crossings between Miami
 and Orlando supposedly going 110 mph, besides several dozens more freight trains.
>>>
>>>Overpasses and Underpasses aren't being considered as too expensive for AAF.  The bodycount doesn't matter
 to them either. Hell, what is a life worth?
>>>
>>>Why should the sleazy and greedy politicians care either?
>>>
>>>Another issue to consider are those who use the trains to commit suicide as their way out and its impact on the
 rest of us besides their own families or personal reasons.
>>>
>>>Yours in Shalom,
>>>Bob Kunst
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>>>Pres., Shalom International
>>>305-864-5110
>>>
>>>
>>>
>>>
>>>---------------------------------------------------------------------
>>>---------------------------------------------------------------------
>>>---------------- Driver killed when Tri-Rail train hits car in Fort
>>>Lauderdale Passengers say driver tried to beat train across tracks
>>>Author: Peter Burke, Managing Editor, pburke@local10.com Jenise
>>>Fernandez, Reporter, jfernandez@local10.com
>>>Published On: Nov 14 2014 07:55:48 AM EST   Updated On: Nov 15 2014 12:54:21 AM EST
>>>
>>>    Print
>>>
>>>Tri-Rail passengers say driver tried to beat train before crash Show
>>>Transcript FORT LAUDERDALE, Fla. -
>>>
>>>A driver is dead after a car was struck by a Tri-Rail train in Fort Lauderdale.
>>>
>>>Police said the train was traveling about 35 mph when it collided with a car on the tracks early Friday morning
 at Cypress Creek Road.
>>>
>>>The man who was driving the car was pronounced dead at the scene.
>>>Quick Clicks
>>>
>>>    Millsap, Horford push Hawks past Heat
>>>    Car crashes into Miami Lakes day care
>>>    Estimated 12,500 pounds of food donated
>>>    3 men arrested in Coral Gables burglaries
>>>    Dwyane Wade sidelined by strained hamstring
>>>
>>>Police said the train has an exterior camera.
>>>
>>>"Hopefully that footage has a great image of what happened," Detective Deanna Greenlaw said.
>>>
>>>Passengers on the train told Local 10 News they saw the car try to beat the train across the tracks.
>>>
>>>"The bars were down. The train was still in motion," passenger Che Charlot said. "We were slowing down to
 pull into the station here at Cypress Creek and (suddenly we saw) the car flipping over."
>>>
>>>About 100 passengers were on board at the time, many of them on their way to work or school. They waited on
 the train for about an hour after the crash.
>>>
>>>"We didn't feel anything, didn't feel any kind of bump or anything like that," passenger Alexandria Day said.
>>>
>>>[Driver killed in tri-rail crash in Fort Lauderdale ]
>>>
>>>No one on board was injured.
>>>
>>>North and southbound Tri-Rail service between the Fort Lauderdale and Pompano Beach stations was shut
 down for several hours during the police investigation. Shuttle buses were being used to connect passengers
 traveling in either direction.
>>>
>>>A small crowd gathered around as the body of the driver was removed from the car.
>>>







>>>"One bad decision can end it for you," passenger Shawn Rogowski said.
>>>
>>>The name of the driver hasn't been released
>>>---------------------------------------------------------------------
>>>---------------------------------------------------------------------
>>>---------------------
>>>
>>>>
>>>>Tri-Rail train hits tractor trailer in Pompano Beach It was second
>>>>collision of the day
>>>>
>>>>    A Tri-Rail train and a tractor trailer collide at a crossing in
>>>> Pompano Beach
>>>>
>>>>A Tri-Rail train and a tractor trailer collide at a crossing in
>>>>Pompano Beach (Pompano Beach Fire Rescue,…) February 28, 2014|By
>>>>Wayne K. Roustan, Sun Sentinel
>>>>
>>>>The Friday afternoon commute was disrupted on the roads and on the rails when a Tri-Rail train clipped a
 tractor trailer in Pompano Beach.
>>>>
>>>>It was the second Tri-Rail collision of the day.
>>>>
>>>>About 200 Tri-Rail passengers were stuck on the tracks until buses could shuttle them to the next stop. Traffic
 was detoured around the wrecked trailer that came to rest on the median in the 1600 block of West Atlantic
 Boulevard just west of Interstate 95, spokeswoman Bonnie Arnold said.
>>>
>>>---------------------------------------------------------------------
>>>---------------------------------------------------------------------
>>>------------------
>>>>Facebook Twitter Google Plus Reddit E-mail Print Pedestrian struck
>>>>and killed by Tri-Rail train
>>>>
>>>>By Carli Teproff
>>>>
>>>>08/03/2014 4:16 PM
>>>>
>>>>08/03/2014 5:28 PM
>>>>
>>>>  
>>>>  
>>>>
>>>>Tri-Rail commuters faced long delays Sunday morning after a northbound train struck and killed a man on the
 tracks, according to police.
>>>>
>>>>The incident happened at about 7 a.m. just north of the Golden Glades station near Ives Dairy Road. By 11:30
 a.m. train traffic resumed, though with some delays, Tri-Rail spokeswoman Bonnie Arnold said.
>>>>
>>>>Arnold said the train was taken out of service after the accident, which is normal procedure.
>>>>
>>>>After the incident, the Tri-Rail train remained on the tracks for hours as investigators searched for clues. The
 body was covered with a yellow tarp.
>>>>
>>>>A Miami-Dade police spokesman said “it’s too soon” to determine whether the case is a suicide.
>>>>
>>>>Commuters were bused between the Fort Lauderdale Airport and Golden Glades stations. Amtrak service also
 was affected.







>>>>
>>>>At the Hollywood station, dozens of people, many with luggage, waited for the trains to get back on track.
>>>>
>>>>Elbin Alomar arrived at about 8:30 a.m. Sunday to head home to Sebring. At 10 a.m. he was still waiting.
>>>>
>>>>“No one has really given us any information,” he said. “I just want to go already. Of all days, it had to happen
 today.”
>>>>
>>>>Read more here:
>>>>http://www.miamiherald.com/news/local/community/miami-dade/article19
>>>>78290.html#storylink=cpy
>>>
>
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From: Malcolm Hughes
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Proposed railway Maimi/Orlando
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 2:17:19 PM


Dear Sirs, I wish to record my strenuous opposition to the proposed high speed passenger train planned
 for ther Miami to Orlando via the Treasure Coast communities.
            Comments: The plan to have a high speed  trains travelling through both residential and shopping
 areas appears dangerous. The proposal to have 32 trains running through these same highly populated
 areas appears to be highly disrupti from this sector from this sector. One can only estimate how much
 would end up from any Federal Fundsve even when not  considering the increased freight train traffic.
            The fact that the lobbyists for the train proposal financially supported every candidate for election
 during Florida's election last month, which explains the unsurprising silence from the political arena.
                        Submitted by Malcolm A. Hughes, Harbour Ridge Yacht and Golf Club,12791 N.W Mariner
 Court. Palm City, FL 34990     Tel 772-344-1865


This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software. 
www.avast.com
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From: Jack
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: aaf
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:30:57 AM


Dumbest idea ever
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From: Jeremiah
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Wednesday, November 5, 2014 9:25:48 PM


Not once did the railroad participate in any Community Redevelopment Areas and the millions of dollars that were
 used to design plans and implement programs to fuel local towns along the Treasure Coast.  This always equates to
 the "property owner" being "not interested" in enhancing their property worth or attraction. 


Therefore, i fully stand on the premise that the FEC aka AAF was not interested in developing or enhancing their
 properties. Literally millions of local dollars and federal dollars were spent to preserve historic structures and
 preserve natural habitats and this "owner" cared less. 


Its time deny their desire to pillage these communities.


Sincerely,
Jeremiah K Johnson
Fort Pierce FL
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From: John Duke
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida environmental impact statement
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:04:17 AM


All aboard Florida impact statement is incomplete and obviously one sided. The report has many
 inaccuracies and false statements. The fact that they continue to try and sell this project as a high speed
 train project while it is truly about expanding the capacity of the tracks for the increased  freight that will
 be coming into our ports when the Panama canal expansion is completed.
 The report fails to address issues in St Lucy and Indian River  Counties. There have not been enough
 studies of track crossings in these counties. Also what months were these reports taken? Everyone
 knows that when snow birds are here traffic is increased dramatically. Have emergency responders been
 interviewed and their responses taken into consideration?
.
 I don’t believe that enough studies have been done in relation to the cargo that will be shipped on a rail
 system that is antiquated now and is expected to support both increased freight service as well as a high
 speed passenger system. The current rail road tracks are extremely close to the river and associated
 wetlands. With the increased freight the chance of an accident that will include spills of extremely caustic
 chemicals eill increase dramatically. When you throw in high speed passengers trains sharing the same
 tracks the chance of a major spill increases expotentionaly. Over the last several years the Indian River
 lagoon has been in the fore front of issues with of pollution from surrounding industry, Citrus Groves as
 well as discharges from Lake Ockechobee. The one thing that the releases and subsequent pollution of
 the lagoon have made so very obvious is the HUGE impact the Lagoon has to the economy of the
 surrounding counties. The health of the lagoon is directly connected to the fishing industry, Kicking tours,
 real estate values of homes as well as the tourism industry of the area. When people see the reports of
 the effect of discharges into the lagoon they are not going to visit the area because the cannot use the
 river without fearing for the health of their family as well as not wanting to fish in lagoon for fear of
 touching fish or water and getting an infection.
 
If releases from Okeechobee have this much of an impact on our economy how badly will the economy
 be affected by a chemical spill into the river by an accident due to antiquated tracks and bridges over the
 rivers or a spill into the wetlands that flow into lagoon. I don’t believe that we should be rushing into
 something that has the potential to completely change the areas surrounding the proposed rail road
 tracks. There needs to be a comprehensive study of the real reason for this expansion. FRIEGHT. There
 needs to be a better understanding of what the plans are to respond to an accident that causes a
 chemical spill. Who is directing the response? What is planned response? Are there funds set aside to
 conduct scheduled and unscheduled drills to practice and fine tune what are the appropriate responses?
 This could be an immense project to contain a spill into wet lands as well as the lagoon. Depending on
 the tide and wind this could encompass a huge area. At the same time you will also be conducting a
 rescue/evacuation of thousands of people that live adjacent to the tracks.
There also needs to be a comprehensive plan as to who is responsible for the cost of these responces.
 There should be  a fund to cover these cost as well a plan as to who controls these funds and at what
 point are they spent.
 
In closing as a citizen that lives between the tracks and the river I don’t believe that enough has been
 done to study and address the potential impact to the area . This impact will be felt everyday by all the
 taxpayers that try to cross the tracks as well as Fire and recue vehicles that MUST cross these tracks to
 respond to life and death issues everyday. The unknown but potentially devastating impact of  crash and
 subsequent impact to the lagoon is something that we must take the time to fully understand and prepare
 for. Once we go down this road there is no turning back. If there is a spill into the Lagoon it will take
 generations for the lagoon to recover if ever.
                  Thank you for the opportunity to voice my concerns. John J. Duke Jr.
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From: rakonda.gray.ctr@dot.gov on behalf of FRAPA@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: "ALL ABOARD FLORIDA" REWARDS NAZI SIEMENS IN HOLOCAUST
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:30:25 PM


 
 


Rakonda Gray
Administrative Assistant
Communications and Legislative Affairs
VESA Health and Technology
US Department of Transportation
1200 New Jersey Ave., SE
Washington, DC 20590
Direct Line: 202-493-1355
Mobile: 202-236-4580
Rakonda.Gray.CTR@Dot.Gov
 


From: defendjerusalem@mindspring.com [mailto:defendjerusalem@mindspring.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 01, 2014 10:50 PM
Subject: "ALL ABOARD FLORIDA" REWARDS NAZI SIEMENS IN HOLOCAUST
 


 


 


 


"All Aboard Florida" Rewards Nazi Siemens in Holocaust


 
 


 


Mike Reininger
Pres. and CEO
"All Aboard Florida"


How Could You?


Shalom International had 20 rallies in the last two months to support Israel and to oppose Hamas/ISIS and all Islamic Nazis. We rallied in Coral Gables,
 Pinecrest, Ft. Laud., Boca Raton, Buffalo, Rochester, NYC at UN, at the White House and also spoke to 20 media in this process.  Next week will be our 700th
 rally/event and over 2250 news media since Oct. 2007 and 850 rallies and 3500 media since 1989, including going to 31 'death camps' and doing major events
 at 13 of them.


When I got back to S. Fla., we discovered that "All Aboard Florida's" picking of Siemen's to supply your trains, was truely one of the most contemptible and low
 class rewards you could have made to the very Nazis and their role in the Holocaust and Floridians are going to pay for it and be implicated in this disaster.


No wonder you cowardly avoided our letters in March of 2013 on this very issue. The conspiracy was already in with your collaboration.


"FROM HITLER TO HAMAS/ISIS AND 'ALL ABOARD FLORIDA", THE HOLOCAUST CONTINUES".


Siemens was one of the most corrupt companies then and today and its role in the gas chambers, slave labor and a host of crimes against humanity and the
 Jewish people, its production of VI and V2 rockets and role with U-Boats and how many houndreds of thousands of lives it cost is beyond contemptible politics
 to reward this outrage.


Seven million Jews were exterminated. A gas chamber was just found near Sobibor death camp in Poland, this Sept. 2014, also enclosed. 


Over 60 millions were killed in WWII, but neither Germany, nor Europe were deNazified and so the sweeping anti Semitism today across Europe is how the
 Holocaust began in the first place.


And you pick one of the worst German companies and offenders in the Holocaust to run "All Aboard Florida". What a slap in the face to all of Siemens and
 Hitler's victims.


The very Arab/Muslim Nazis aligned with Hitler to "Kill All Jews" are the very enemies Israel and America and this planet are facing today.


The lesson of the Holocaust was that the Jews were expendible and still are and then all were vulnerable and 1938 is being repeated by those very forces in the
 UN, EU, Vatican and Obama/Hillary/Kerry siding with the terrorists committed to killing all 'infidels' and "All Aboard Florida" now is funding and rewarding the
 very companies complicit with the slave labor of 14millions worked to death or led to the gas chambers they built and used and exterminated so very many



mailto:rakonda.gray.ctr@dot.gov

mailto:FRAPA@dot.gov

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

mailto:Rakonda.Gray.CTR@Dot.Gov

https://blu177.mail.live.com/ol/

https://blu177.mail.live.com/ol/

https://blu177.mail.live.com/ol/





 millions in the worst crime in history.


Germany's "Final Solution Of The Jews" was industrialized mass murder and Siemens was one of the leading companies behind it, you've chosen for "All Aboard
 Florida" and is really "All Aboard Auschwitz."


"FROM ALL ABOARD AUSCHWITZ TO ALL ABOARD FLORIDA" YOU ARE GUILTY OF THIS HORROR IN ALLOWING THE CRIMINALS TO BE REWARDED
 AND NOT PAYING THEIR DUES TO THEIR VICTIMS."


SIEMENS with $104billion in revenues offered $12millions to survivors in it's 'generous gesture of good will' and 'deepest regrets.' This is the group that Hitler
 addressed at its factory in Nov. 1933 denouncing Jews and "All Aboard Florida" rewards a contract with Siemens and its mass murder history with 400 satellite
 plants as part of this Holocaust and hundreds of thousands of slaves and lives taken.


There were 42,500 places of mass murder that the Nazis did  in their killing spree. The mass murderers were allowed to escape and then given pensions by the
 German and others. The same happened to the slave labor companies of which Siemens was the worst of the worst.
Today, the 'death camps' are the world's largest Jewish cemeteries with giant crosses on Jewish graves, the Holocaust itself trivialized and the these sacred
 grounds commercialized. At Dachau, near Munich, where 40,000 were murdered and the Germans deny the use of the gas chamber, which was used,
 McDonald's was handing out flyers where burgers and fries could be purchased.
At Auschwitz, where millions were murdered, 90% Jews, there is a post office, crosses, disco, banking, restaurants at this extermination camp where Siemens
 was a key player. Of course, only a good Nazi would have an appetite after going through Auschwitz/Birkenau.


The survivors were ignored. In 2014 Germany offered $1billion to Ghetto Survivors that only goes back to 1999 while ignoring the previous 50 yrs. So much for
 Germany caring about any of it. Only 3 cents on a dollar has ever been compensated to survivors. In the U.S. there are 125,000 survivors with half below the
 poverty level and struggling, again and again.


Enclosed is testimony in Congress this Sept. 2014, in case anyone thinks the issue isn't of concern today. Obama offers the survivors $15 million, while giving
 $2billion to Hamas and Fatah, both committed to Israel's destruction and in total violation of U.S. Code Title 18: "No Material Support to Terrorists."


On the eve of Yom Kipper, praying for atonement for 5775 yrs. and our "Covenant with G-d" to this land that millions of Jews were slaughtered for, the world
 again is attacking Judaism and demanding that Israel give up this "Covenant" and to divide itself and Jerusalem, Jewish for 3000 yrs. and give it to the very
 Arabs with Hitler to "Kill All Jews" and who danced in the streets after '9/11'. There is no end to attacking Jews, Judaism, Israel and "All Aboard Florida" has now
 added its agenda to this ever going crisis.  


The murderers know that they can get away with it and now the world is paying for it Big Time.


They kept bashing Jews and Israel and ignored that the very Islamic and German Nazis they allowed to be horrid.... would become a threat to themselves and
 now may well be too late as it was in 1938, when no one thought the Nazis would survive and they did and it swept Europe and around the world and is still a
 threat we all face.


In the last 4 yrs., Shalom International has helped in 15 events for Holocaust Survivors Foundation, USA, against Allianz Nazi Insurance that owes Survivors
 $2billion. Allianz insured the death camps and all the Nazi horror and has stolen policy monies to do golf tournaments in Boca Raton and elsewhere, while
 ignoring the survivors.


This is the German conscience. Also enclosed is a company associated with Allianz also suffering major losses.


In today's monies, the Nazis stole over $320billions let alone 7 million Jewish lives, including 1 1/2 million Jewish children.


One of the leaders in stealing Jewish companies and offering pennies on the dollar was Siemens. This process was called "Aryanization" and again "All Aboard
 Florida" is in collusion with this outrage and grand theft besides the mass murder.


Over 2000 German companies participated in the Holocaust and "All Aboard Florida" chose one of the worst to partner with. It is beyond explanation or excuses.


But when you sell your soul to the Devil, only more negatives can take place.


There is no forgiveness for what Siemens did and no country or organization can make amends.  Siemens has yet to fully compensate survivors and children for
 all times or to even offer explanations for its participation in the Holocaust on so very many levels.


Look at all the lives lost with  Germany bombing England and Antwerp with the hundreds and thousands of V1 and V2 bombs made by slave labor in camps run
 by Siemens or the millions of lives lost in response.


Look at all the ships sunk by 1500 U-Boats that slave labor with Siemens helped to build, besides using the hair of Jews and others exterminated in gas
 chambers and then burned. Over 75,000 lives lost here.


There is no way to add up all of the pain, suffering, torture, horror and mass murder that was trivialized by Germany, EU, Allianz, Siemens etc. and now "All
 Aboard Florida"......covering it all up.


We will now take our protest to the  state, nation and world to stop this outrage.


No company that participated in the Holocaust should be getting $billion contracts and who have yet to compensate survivors which is just one of the issues, let
 alone the immorality of it all.


The criminals get rewarded while their victims are still losing.


SHAME ON "ALL ABOARD FLORIDA".  


Bob Kunst
Pres., Shalom International
305-864-5110
www.defendjerusalem.net
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Subject: Check out AOL.com Article - Archaeologists find hidden gas chamber in concent 


Click here: AOL.com Article - Archaeologists find hidden gas chamber in concentration camp
 


 


Subject: Many More Reasons to oppose "ALL ABOARD FLORIDA"-No French or German Trains in Holocaust that didn't compensate Survivors 


We sent this by e-mail to the website of Florida Not On Board:


We wrote (them"All Aboard Florida") in March and April, not to have French or German trains that participated in the Holocaust and didn't compensate survivors.
 They have ignored us on these issues or Allianz German insurance that owes survivors $2.5billion and refuse to even meet with survivors. Please call me at
 305-864-5110 and we can send you all the letters we have put out to a number of key people from  Gov. Scott, to both U.S. Senators, to members of Congress
 and your State Sen. Negron as well as Federal Rail Administration.  This issue of $billion contracts given to those who participated in mass murder and no
 compensation to survivors is not just a Fla. issue but in NY, MD, Calif. and a national crisis of cashing in.  Please let us know how we can help you. Bob
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
-----------------------------------------------------------------------
Subject: Many More Reasons to oppose "ALL ABOARD FLORIDA"-No French or German Trains in Holocaust that didn't compensate Survivors 


Dear Joseph Szabo, Administrator, Federal Rail Administration


Sir:  We are very concerned with any policy that is allowing $Billion contracts to any French and German Rail Company that participated in transporting millions
 of Jews to the death camps in the Holocaust and have yet to compensate any of the survivors or heirs.


We tried to reach "All Aboard Florida" in March and April to respond and they could care less and have ignored us completely.  If they are this immoral, who can
 trust them on any level and this isn't just about 'free enterprise' but the values of this nation not to support the criminals, but to cater to their victims.


We need a national policy that any French, German, etc. railroad company that participated in the Holocaust..... MUST compensate survivors and heirs in
 perpetuity, before any company can do business in the U.S..


This is basic decency and please tell us we can achieve such an action for the Federal Rail Administration that will oversee "All About Florida" and how we can
 help you.


Enclosed are letters to "All About Florida", they never responded to and to others also involved with this issue.


We look forward to hearing from you in this emergency.


Yours in Shalom,


Bob Kunst
Pres., Shalom International
305-864-5110
www.defendjerusalem.net


I am also sending this to yvette.taylor@dot.gov who is administrator of Region 4, which includes Florida and this project.
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
-----------------------------------------------------------------------


Sherlean Purvis and Michael Kenny-Congressman Murphy


Dear Sherlean: Very nice talking with you today and below are the many issues in other letters that reflect our concerns regarding "All Aboard Florida" and what
 Congressman Murphy can do about it, which we also outlined in our letter to Congresswoman Frankel.


"All Aboard Florida"'s indifference to our concerns on French and German Trains that were used to transport millions of Jews to their deaths and never
 compensated the Holocausr survivors, reflects the immorality and dishonesty of this company, which should sound the alarm to anyone doing business with
 them.


How do we help the victims instead of the criminals?  That is the issue.


Please give this to Michael Kenny and we are happy to help Congressman Murphy to pursue the issues below on a national level.


Looking forward to your early response.


Yours in Shalom,
Bob Kunst



http://www.aol.com/article/2014/09/20/archaeologists-find-hidden-gas-chamber-in-concentration-camp/20965314/?icid=maing-grid7%7clegacy%7cdl7%7csec1_lnk2%26pLid%3D532866
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-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Dear Felicia Goldstein -Rep. Lois Frankel:


Very nice talking with you today and I appreciate your telling me that if "All Aboard Florida" can't get U.S. tax dollars that China will back them as they
 have the rights for the project itself.


There are times when free enterprise needs to also be responsible. When GM, Chase, Ford, IBM participated with Hitler in the Holocaust, do they have
 an obligation to compensate survivors and heirs?  When Audi mentions last week, they had 20,000 slave laborers in the Holocaust and not a dime in
 compensation, is that to be ignored or responsibility to be dealt with?


With 125,000 survivors in U.S. and 1/2 below poverty level and 20,000 in Fla., what are we to do about any of this with Germany, France,etc. owing
 $Billions and ignoring the survivors and heirs and what is Congress doing about any of it? Rewarding the criminals and to hell with their victims?


This is what Congresswoman Frankel can do about it. Take a leadership role for this national issue. French and German trains are not just for Fla., but
 for NY, MD, Calif, and across America with companies who participated in the Holocaust getting $Billion contracts while not compensating survivors and
 heirs. This is criminal.


1. No company can do business until these issues are resolved and that includes other countries regarding investments, pensions, annuities, etc.


2. No company can do sports etc. until Holocaust survivors and heirs are compensated in perpetuity.


3. Teach the Holocaust nationally in every state so as not to repeat the past. Recently, 54% of the world has no clue, while antisemitism is unleashed
 around the world again.


4. Allow Holocaust survivors to sue Allianz etc. who owe $2.5billion to survivors while doing golf tournaments in Boca Raton. American Jewish Congress
 and Anti-defamation League belong to Claims Conference and have lobbied Congress against investigating the abuse and grand theft of $57millions
 from Survivors, in just this one case. Survivors are ONLY group in America not allowed to sue. Why?


5. All Floridians are picking up the tab for "All Aboard Florida" and yet the trains won't even stop there. Using French and German trains is more insult to
 injury and is  immoral. 


These are not complicated issues and leadership is the missing link to take these moral issues and implement policy.


"All Aboard Florida" reflect the immorality of the company that can't be trusted on any level.


Please let us know how we can help you.


Yours in Shalom,
Bob Kunst
Pres., Shalom International
305-864-5110
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Subject:  Many More Reasons to oppose "ALL ABOARD FLORIDA" 


Dear Michelle McGovern- Sen. Nelson's Office:


Very nice talking with you today and we need action for the situation is out of control and we'll gladly help.


I know Sen. Nelson is concerned about the "All Aboard Florida" Project and we want to add our concerns on dealing with an untrustworthy
 company who can't even respond to the issues we addressed to them regarding not using French and German trains that participated in the
 Holocaust of shipping millions of Jews to the death camps,but refuse to compensate Holocaust Survivors. The death camps were insured by
 Allianz, who does golf tournaments in Boca Raton with the $2.5billion they owe survivors and yet they refuse to compensate survivors from
 death benefit policies Allianz and others sold.  Why can't the survivors sue Allianz and others? Why doesn't Congress support the survivors
 instead of those who committed the mass murders that Germany gives pensions to and ignores the survivors until they will all be dead? There
 were 42,500 mass killing spots of Jews.  The figure is 7 million Jews killed not 6 million.


We have helped to organize 15 protests against Allianz in Boca Raton with the Holocaust Survivor Foundation, USA and NYC in the last 4 yrs.
 Since 1989, we have done nearly 900 rallies/events and been to 31 death camps and have done over 3500 media. Our latest rally was in
 Jerusalem on May 26, 2014, when Pope Francis was at Yad Vashem and we were asking for everything stolen in Holocaust and for 1500 yrs. to
 be returned to the Jewish community, to open the books on Hitler's Pope and the Vatican Bank and 'rat line', that helped thousands of Nazis
 killers to escape including 30,000 to Argentina; to stop commercializing the 'death camps', the world's largest Jewish cemeteries and sacred
 grounds and return them to the Jewish nation, while the Pope was equating the barrier wall Israel set up to keep out terrorists, with the Warsaw
 Ghetto where 400,000 Jews were sent to be exterminated at Treblinka. The Pope also called the Mufti of Jerusalem, his 'brother.' Two years
 ago, this Mufti called for 'killing all Jews' and the Mufti before him was part of the Holocaust with Hitler to 'kill all Jews.'


It is all connected and time is running out on all of it. We are all in great danger once again.


The Obama administration offers $15millions for 125,000 Holocaust survivors, with 1/2 below the poverty level, while giving $2billion to
 Fatah/Hamas committed to Israel's destruction and in total violation of Title 18 of U.S. Code on giving any 'material support to terrorists'. 


The Obama administration taps everyone's phone and read everyone's email to 'stop terrorism', yet gives up 5 major Taliban terrorists, with
 bloody hands for thousands of deaths, for one American 'we don't leave behind' yet 30%-70% of the homeless are Veterans who are also dying
 because of neglect at the VA hospitals. Was this American a diserter or worse, a collaborator? 


This is the same administration that said along with Hillary in 2011, that Assad of Syria was a 'reformer' and now 200,000 dead and 9 million
 refugees.  This is the same administration that dumps on the Jewish religion and the Jewish people's Covenant with G-d for 5000 yrs. and
 Jerusalem, Jewish for 3000 yrs., that Obama wants to divide and give to the very Arabs aligned with Hitler to 'kill all Jews' and still do, while
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 dancing in the streets after '9/11'. Without the Old Testament, there is no New Testament or Koran. The War Against Jihadist Nazis isn't over,
 nor will it be unless America wakes up and stops Iran from getting its nukes with those negotiations falling apart, among so many others.
 Obama supports Allianz and not the survivors.


The Claims Conference, which is supposed to give survivors what piddling compensation Germany was offering, stole, in just one case of abuse,
 $57million that belong to survivors, yet Congress
supports the Claims Conference over the survivors.


Why is America rewarding those who committed the Holocaust instead of their victims?


Our position in letters below to a number of people of concern and to "All Aboard Florida" is that a company that can't even respond to the issues
 we raised, is dishonest and can't be trusted and we'll gladly testify in Congress for a national policy that doesn't allow any company that
 participated in the Holocaust to do business in the U.S., until they have fully compensated survivors and heirs.


These monies are what Germany, France and others owe but have been ignored waiting for the survivors to die off and to our national shame.


We hope that Sen. Nelson will move on these issues on care, compensation, committments and no business with those who participated in the
 Holocaust and didn't and won't compensate. These are key moral issues that must be addressed.


I eagerly await your response and to meet with the Senator to address these emergency issues.


Yours in Shalom,
Bob Kunst
Pres., Shalom International
305-864-5110
www.defendjerusalem.net
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Subject: Many More Reasons to oppose "ALL ABOARD FLORIDA" 


This was sent today from me to Sen. Rubio's office via his web site.


Sen. Rubio:
There are thousands of Holocaust Survivors in Fla. with 1/2 of them below the poverty level. Nationally, there are 125,000 survivors. While
 Germany gave pensions to mass murderers they ignored the survivors and where is America in all of this?
We asked "All Aboard Florida" not to use French/German trains that participated in Holocaust but have refused to compensate survivors and
 heirs. "All Aboard Florida" hasn't the honesty to even respond to this crisis. This is a national disgrace to reward $billions to those who shipped
 Jews to the Death Camps, insured by Allianz who do golf tournaments in Boca Raton, but won't meet with survivors they owe $2.5billion to,
 among other issues. No contracts for any company involved in Holocaust who refused compensation for slave labor or any of the other horrors
 that destroyed 7 million Jews and others. A national policy would make a major difference since these issues are part of transportation issues in
 Md., NY, Fla., Calif. etc.. Every public official needs to address this emergency. Would appreciate your staff calling me about this and what we
 can do to testify and help in this policy.
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Subject: More Reasons to oppose "ALL ABOARD FLORIDA" 


Dear Ms. Delaney, Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council:


Very nice talking with you today and I'm enclosing our letter  to Sen. Negron and letter to "All Aboard Florida" and other key letters regarding this
 company, we can't trust, Allianz and the Holocaust.


If they'll ignore these issues of concern we presented, this shows a great lack of honesty and not worth doing business with. If they would ignore
 the Holocaust and French and German trains that participated in it, as well as Allianz Insurance for all aspects of what needs to be insured, let
 alone travel insurance, than how can anyone do business with them on any level?


We understand that those not getting any benefits, but are paying for it in many ways, have to be concerned with what doesn't smell right to
 begin with.


$Billion contracts with those companies with an active role in the Holocaust and shipping Jews and others to the 'death camps', insured by
 Allianz, is giving the Nazis a victory, we cannot support on any level.


I understand that the TCRPC is concerned with land use and right of way and environmental issues among many others, but all of these issues
 also have to be using insurance as protection for all involved, should this project be actualized. 


So for the record, the enclosed information is for your Council to also consider these issues.  NY and Maryland are also dealing with these
 issues.


Since "All Aboard Florida's" arrogance, in their mode of operations to completely ignore us, we are not supporting their project.


Thank you for your kind attention to our concerns.


Yours in Shalom,
Bob Kunst
Pres., Shalom International
305-864-5110
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Ms. Delaney received the info and is sending me her AAF file as well. Bob
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Subject: NO FRENCH/GERMAN TRAINS IN THE HOLOCAUST FOR ALL ABOARD FLORIDA AND NOW OUR OPPOSITION TO ALL
 ABOARD FLORIDA. 
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Dear Sen. Joe Negron of Stuart, Fla.


You questioned "All Aboard Florida" seeking $1.5billion taxpayer backed federal
 loans for this so-called 'privately' funded project.


We are also questioning the integrity of Mr. Reininger and "All Aboard Florida",
 who have ignored our requests concerning not purchasing either French or
 German trains that participated in the Holocaust,as well as not using Allianz
 insurance that owes Holocaust Surviviors $2.5billion and won't even meet with
 them or even publish names of death benefit policies they stole from the
 survivors, while using those monies for Golf Tournaments in Boca Raton, we
 have protested against these last four years.


We wrote  to "All Aboard Florida", in March 2014 and then again in April and have
 been completely ignored and no response at all about our concerns or demands
 for 'justice'.


This tells us a lot about the company and those in charge.


We are asking for your help to make sure that any company that participated in
 the Holocaust and has ignored survivors and heirs in perpetuity, regarding
 compensations, is not getting huge contracts or even being allowed to do
 business in Fla.; is being funded with tax-payers grants; is being invested in
 through pensions or annuities, but is held accountable for the mass murder and
 atrocities they participated in and allow the survivors to keep on struggling.


There are 125,000 survivors in the U.S. and 1/2 of them are below the poverty
 line, which means this special needs group also adds to the tax payers with
 Medicade and other services, which the French and German governments and
 companies should be paying since they actively participated in this mass murder
 of 7 million Jews; enslaved 14 millions that worked them to death and led to the
 gas chambers and that so many mass murderers were allowed to go free and
 Germany even giving pensions to these murderers while ignoring their victims,
 still struggling to survive.


Florida is home to many thousands of these survivors (20,000) and to ignore their
 pleas for justice only adds to the nightmare they have already endured, while
 aiding the very forces of evil that America lost 400,000 to stop. We just
 remembered the 70th Anniversary of 'D-Day' and yet so much still needs to be
 resolved and why we write you to stand with us on these issues.


A letter below is directed to a State Senator in Maryland who is behind such
 legislation. We have also included letters on Allianz and Norwegian Cruise Lines
 using Allianz travel insurance and still no reply from them either.


We aren't picking on you Senator, as we will also address these issues in the
 Governor's race and all members of the Fla. Legislature as well as members of
 Congress, the Federal Rail Administration, the U.S. Coast Guard and the
 Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council and other Planning Councils.


We have  heard nothing from those running for Gov. and that too is a tragedy.
 Why is any of this morality a difficulty for anyone?


Our model isn't to keep rewarding the criminals, but to support their victims and to
 stop repeating the same mistakes that led to the Holocaust and with a major rise
 in antisemitism in Europe again, this is no time to forgive and forget, but hold
 everyone accountable and responsible.


We look forward to hearing from you on this urgent matter.







I would be happy to meet with you on all of this. We are meeting with the German
 Consul in Miami this Thurs. on these matters. 


Yours in Shalom,


Bob Kunst
Pres., Shalom International
305-864-5110
www.defendjerusalem.net


     ---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------


Subject: NO
 FRENCH/GERMAN TRAINS
 IN THE HOLOCAUST FOR
 ALL ABOARD FLORIDA


 


 
Mike Reininger Pres. and
 CEO of
All Aboard Florida:
 
Dear Mr. Reininger:
 
Since 1989, Shalom
 International and Defend
 Jerusalem have done 810
 rallies/events and 3500
 media to fight Nazism,
 terrorism and anti-semitism
 and to bring 'justice' to
 Holocaust Survivors. We also
 support Keeping Israel and
 Jerusalem United and  we
 promote our 5000 yr.
 "Covenant" with G-d who
 gave us this 'Holyland' and 
 not be divided and given to
 the very Arabs alligned with
 Hitler to "Kill All Jews", who 
 now cowardly deny the
 Holocaust and who danced in
 the streets after '9/11'. No
 small undertaking.
 
I've enclosed 3 letters below
 regarding these issues and
 campaigns we are involved
 with that are all related. 
 
Should German, French and
 other Governments and
 Corporations from those
 countries, that participated in
 the Holocaust, be allowed to
 do business in the U.S. who 
 have failed to compensate
 Holocaust Survivors and
 heirs, for their Crimes Against
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 the Jewish people and other
 victims?
 
Would All Aboard Florida want
 to be smeared by association
 and profiteering from the
 Holocaust?
 
Rewarding the criminals
 instead of supporting their
 victims is the issue here.
 
How is it possible for any
 corporation to make money
 with any company that
 actively participated in the
 extermination of 7 million
 Jewish men, women and 1
 1/2 million Jewish children?
 
All Aboard Florida has an
 ambitious program to link up
 Miami and Orlando with
 a high speed rail system,
 which we support.
 
What we don't support and
 will oppose, is allowing SNCF
 French Railroad, which
 deported 78,000 Jews to the
 'death camps'  in the
 Holocaust, getting your
 contract for this rail system,
 or its subsidiary, Keolis
 Transit and rewarding them
 for their participation in this
 mass murder.
 
The French were willing to
 turn over their Jews and
 Jews from Europe who had
 escaped to France, over to
 the Germans, who hadn't
 even asked for them at this
 point, but would eventually go
 to the extermination camps,
 while SNCF has refused to
 open up this terrible history of
 its past, let alone to
 compensate Survivors or
 their heirs, to their own
 disgrace and anyone doing
 business with them.
 
Rewarding them with multi-
$Billion contracts only adds
 insult to injury and is a black
 eye for Florida and what you
 are trying to accomplish with
 All Aboard Florida. This is a
 no-win situation for SNCF's
 criminal behavior, denials
 and ignoring what must be
 addressed.
 
Isn't there a Made In America
 train and engine system that
 you could look at or anyone
 else to deal with, to
 accomplish your goals,
 without trivializing the
 Holocaust and all of its







 victims?
 
Just this week, the French
 returned 3 paintings stolen in
 the Holocaust to its owners or
 representatives, among the
 many thousands of art works
 stolen.
 Germany last year, kept
 secret over 1500 art works
 stolen and found in 2012.
 
All we are asking, is that any
 country participating in the
 Holocaust or corporations
 from that country, not be
 rewarded for their
 treacherous , treasonous and
 murderous politics and that
 they have a moral
 responsibility to pay
 Survivors and heirs, to
 provide home care and
 education to the youth on the
 Holocaust, especially with the
 out of control anti-semitism
 on the rise all across Europe
 today, again.
 
Allianz German Insurance is
 another example of a
 company to stay away from
 in terms of travel insurance,
 or any insurance, for your
 operation. They alone, owe
 Holocaust Survivors,
 $2.5billion they stole and as
 much as $20billion owed to
 Survivors from other
 insurance companies that
 reneged on their policies they
 sold to Jews and then the
 Jews were shipped off to the
 death camps. Allianz is the
 20th largest company in the
 world, yet cowardly refuses to
 list the names of those they
 sold policies to. Allianz
 insured the Nazis and their
 Holocaust and the 'death
 camps' and Hitler's
 Economics Minister was
 Allianz' CEO.
 
If the issue is to forgive and
 forget, then what prevents
 the next Holocaust? What is
 the point if there is no
 'justice'?
 
If the model is that a company
 can get away with mass
 murder, than why wouldn't
 any crook or killer do the
 mayhem they do, without any
 remorse or hesitation?
 
There is much at stake today,
 not just in the past horrors we
 must not repeat, but in how
 we are going to survive in the
 future. It isn't by embracing







 those Nazis and collaborators
 such as SNCF and
 subsidiaries.
 
We would like to meet with
 you about this as soon as
 possible and discuss what
 can be done on a host of
 issues relating to this before
 we put a whole campaign
 together to oppose
 SNCF/Keolis getting your
 business.
 
Yours in Shalom,
 
Bob Kunst
Pres., Shalom International
Defend Jerusalem
305-864-5110
www.defendjerusalem.net
 
 
 
 


 


----------------------------------------
----------------------------------------
----------------------------------------
----------------------------------------
----------------------------------------
------------------------------------


Dear Bob,
Our efforts with NCL have not
 concluded with their very correct
 apology.
I am working with an anti-
discrimination lawyer and below
 you will find his last message to
 NCL.
Jack
 
Ms. Mathews,
 
I write further to my last
 E-mail inquiring whether
 Norwegian Cruise Lines
 intends to fully refund
 those Israeli passengers
 who suffered the
 indignity of being
 prevented from
 disembarking in Tunis
 while gentile passengers
 were permitted to
 disembark.
 
If there were any non-
Israeli Jewish
 passengers, they, too,
 would have a claim
 against Norwegian
 Cruise Lines for racial



http://www.defendjerusalem.net/





 discrimination.  In
 Shaare Tefila
 Congregation v. Cobb,
 481 U.S. 615 (1987), the
 Supreme Court, per
 Justice White writing for
 a unanimous Court, held
 that Jews are a race for
 purpose of civil rights
 statutes. In addition, the
 law is well settled that a
 member of an affected
 class has standing to
 present a claim for
 discriminatory treatment
 of like members of the
 affected class. That
 means Jewish
 passenger would have a
 claim against Norwegian
 for its capitulation to
 Tunisian authorities
 regarding fellow Jews
 from Israel prevented
 from disembarking in
 Tunis.
 
The court in Walker v.
 Carnival Cruise Lines,
 107 F.Supp.2d 1135,
 1145 (N.D.Cal.2000)
 emphasized “[t]he value
 society places upon
 eradicating
 discrimination and
 ensuring civil rights
 plaintiffs … have their
 day in Court.”
 
Hence, my question: will
 Norwegian refund ticket
 costs to Israeli victims?
 
Sam
 
From: shalominternational
 [mailto:shalominternational@mindspring.com]
 
Sent: Wednesday, March 12, 2014
 10:47 PM
To: zzzz-allianz-samuel
Cc: zzz-lipskar
Subject: Shalom
 International/Defend Jerusalem
 Thanks and Challenges to NCL
 


 


Kevin Sheehan
CEO Norwegian Caribbean
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 Lines
c/o publicrelations@ncl.com
 
Dear Mr. Sheehan:
 
Shalom International/Defend
 Jerusalem wishes to
 congratulate NCL in taking
 action to cancel cruises to
 Tunisia, which refused entry
 to Israeli nationals who were
 passengers on the
 Norwegian Jade.
 
You were quoted in today's
 Miami Herald,3/12/14, as
 saying: "We want to send a
 strong message to Tunisia
 and ports around the world
 that we will not tolerate such
 random acts of
 discrimination against our
 guests"."We are outraged by
 this act and the fact that we
 were not notified in advance
 of this practice. We
 apologize sincerely to our
 guests who were afffected
 and want them to know that
 we have taken the
 appropriate action in
 response."
 
We appreciate your direction
 in this matter and your
 offering complimentary trips
 to those affected and wish to
 urge such consideration for
 other accute matters in this
 letter to you.
 
1. Recently the Norwegian
 YMCA decided to boycott
 Israel and to blackmail Israel
 into dividing Jerusalem,
 Jewish for 3000 yrs. and the
 "Holyland", that has been
 Jewish for 5000 yrs.
    and give it to the very
 Arabs alligned with Hitler to
 'kill all Jews' and who
 danced in the streets on
 '9/11'.
 
   This "Eternal Covenant" is
 what G-d Gave the Jewish
 people;the land the League
 of Nations gave the Jewish
 people in the 1920s and
 millions of Jews were
 murdered for. Since NCR is
 one of Norway's leading
 corporations, we would urge
 your efforts to stop this level
 of discrimination, that is the
 same level of hatred that
 was offered by Tunisia and
 on the same issues. Without
 the Old Testament, there is
 no New Testament or
 Koran.  Boycotting Norway
 and corporations is in
 discussion.
 
2. The Letters below to
 Sen.Carter Conway in
 Maryland and to Mark
 Williams of PGA Tours,
 reflects  very critical issues
 of corporations like Allianz
 German Insurance that
 owes Holocaust Survivors
 $2.5billion on policies they
 sold to Jews and then stole
 the monies from them, being
 allowed to do business and
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 golf tournaments and
 reneging on their
 committments to honor
 those policies. Allianz
 insured the 'death camps'
 and Nazi Holocaust, but
 have been unwilling to even
 meet with the survivors,
 release lists of names they
 sold policies to and are
 blocking to allow the
 survivors to even sue. 
 Allianz is the 20th largest
 corporation in the world and
 its CEO was Hitler's
 Economics Minister.
 
     What concerns us is that
 NCL is selling travel
 insurance from Allianz who
 refuses to meet its
 obligations to the Holocaust
 Survivors.
 
     Is there no one else you
 can use regarding travel
 insurance?
                                                                                                                                                               
 ;                         Will you use
 your influence on Allianz in
 terms of NCL's statement on
 discrimination, that you
 won't do business with
 Allianz until they do what is
 morally right in this matter.
 
     Other insurance
 companies involved in
 stealing from Holocaust
 Survivors and heirs totals
 $20billions.
 
3. There are 500,000
 Survivors globally and
 125,000 in U.S., 90,000 in
 Israel and here in S. Fla. we
 have very many thousands,
 1/2 living below the poverty
 level and desperately in
 need of help.
    We'd like to meet with you
 on all of the above, how
 NCL can help the Holocaust
 Survivors regarding
 health/dental/psychological
 and home care, retirement
 settlements, as part of your
 charitable contributions
 programs and also how we
 can educate the world and
 all ports of call for NCL, on
 the Holocaust and the
 dangerous rise in anti-
semitism sweeping across
 Europe again and influenced
 again by the same anti-
semitism, anti-Israeli politics
 just experienced in Tunisia.
 
We eagerly await your
 response.
 
 
---------------------------------------
---------------------------------------
---------------------------------------
---------------------------------------
---------------------------------------
---------------------------------------
------------------------ 
From: shalominternational 
Sent: Mar 11, 2014 3:39 PM 
To:
 joan.carter.conway@senate.state.md.us
 
Cc: mb 



mailto:joan.carter.conway@senate.state.md.us





Subject: Survivor/Shalom
 International Protest Against
 Allianz 


Dear Sen. Carter Conway:
 
We wish to congratulate you
 on your very important
 SB754, in holding
 corporations accountable for
 their participation in the
 Holocaust and mass murder
 and yet to compensate
 either survivors or heirs 70
 yrs. later, only adding insult
 to injury none of us should
 be rewarding.
 
Enclosed is some info on
 Allianz Nazi Insurance,
 which owes survivors
 $2.5billion and won't even
 release the names of those
 holding policies with them.
 The entire insurance
 industry owes $20billions to
 the survivors and perhaps
 you might consider adding
 this to your bill somehow.
 Allianz insured the Nazis,
 the 'death camps' and
 Hitler's Economic Minister
 was the Pres. of Allianz. 
 
Today, Allianz is 20th largest
 corporation in the world and
 still treats the survivors like
 garbage. 
 
Please let us know how we
 can work with you. Perhaps,
 another issue is to make
 sure that no state pensions
 etc. go towards these
 companies, until they finally
 do what is right by the
 survivors and heirs. 
 
Yours in Shalom,
Bob Kunst
Pres., Shalom International
305-864-5110
www.defendjerusalem.net


---------------------------------------
---------------------------------------
---------------------------------------
---------------------------------------
---------------------------------------
---------------------------------------
--------------


Subject: Survivor/Shalom
 International Protest Against
 Allianz 


Mark Williams: This story
 was also in today's Miami
 Herald and also will in
 Jewish Journal in S. Fla.
 with many thousands of
 readers as part of this
 campaign. Will send you
 more info. Putting the Golf
 Cart and profits over the
 lives of Holocaust Survivors
 is bad business and
 immoral. Bob


Subject: FW:
 Survivor/Shalom
 International Protest Against
 Allianz 
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Chuck,
 
The Holocaust Survivors
 Foundation USA protested
 Allianz and AAA again on
 the final round of the golf
 tournament this past
 Sunday. Below the photo,
 there is an article about
 the protest published in
 the Jewish Journal, a
 popular newspaper among
 South Florida Jewish
 people, including the
 “snowbirds”. I can’t guess
 how many are AAA
 members or have family
 and friends who are, but
 the word is already
 spreading. Jewish people
 are accustomed to anti-
Semitism and all too often
 overlook incidents. But
 they are very sensitive to
 issues involving the
 Holocaust and won’t
 tolerate abuse of survivors.
 Those who condone,
 collaborate or enable
 companies like Allianz will
 carry the stain of that
 relationship for a very long
 time.
 
Ron Dolinsky
 
From: shalominternational
 [mailto:shalominternational@mindspring.com]
 
Sent: Tuesday, February 11,
 2014 1:20 AM
To: nj
Cc: ny-ava
Subject: Survivor/Shalom
 International Protest
 Against Allianz
 


Survivors
 seek $2.5
 billion in
 Holocaust-
era debts
 from Allianz



mailto:shalominternational@mindspring.com





Protesters outside the Broken Sound Golf Course in Boca Raton on Feb. 3, protesting the Allianz Golf
 Tournament. Local activists believe Allianz, a German insurance company which was involved with the
 Nazis during World War II, still owes much more in insurance claims to Holocaust survivors and
 descendants of those who perished in the Holocaust. (Staff photo/Janeris Marte / February 3, 2014)


By Randall P.
 Lieberman, Staff
 Writer
4:45 p.m. EST,
 February 10, 2014
Holocaust survivor
 Jack Rubin is still
 waiting for Allianz to
 make a fair deal.
Rubin, 85, of
 Boynton Beach, is
 an executive board
 member of the
 Holocaust Survivors
 Foundation USA,
 which has organized
 a protest of the
 Allianz Golf
 Tournament in Boca
 Raton every year for
 the past four years.
 The protest is to
 convince Allianz to
 pay back all of the
 proceeds of unpaid
 Holocaust-era
 insurance claims to
 Jewish Holocaust
 survivors and
 descendants of
 Jewish Holocaust
 victims.
Rubin led about a
 dozen protesters
 outside the Broken
 Sound Golf Course
 on Monday, Feb. 3,
 on the first day of
 the tournament, an
 official PGA
 Champions (50 and
 older) Golf Tour
 event held every
 year at Broken
 Sound. On Sunday,
 Feb. 9, on the
 event's final day,
 there were close to
 40 protesters.
Rubin said: "We
 Holocaust survivors
 are getting old.
 We're tired of
 coming out here
 every year. We want
 Allianz to sit down
 with us and finally
 make us a fair deal
 for what we are
 owed."
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Added Holocaust
 survivor Moric
 Jusovic, 85, of
 Delray Beach: "A lot
 of the survivors are
 dying off or getting
 too weak to come
 out. It seems like it
 is Allianz's goal to
 just wait until we die
 off. What they are
 doing is so unfair.
 They say they are
 paying all legitimate
 claims, but they
 have the audacity to
 ask for documents
 which are
 impossible to
 produce."
Allianz, a German
 insurance company,
 does not deny it
 owes insurance
 claims to Jewish
 Holocaust survivors,
 and descendants of
 Jews who were
 killed in the
 Holocaust, for
 insurance policies
 purchased by
 European Jews
 during World War II.
 The only question is:
 Has the company
 paid its fair share of
 what it owes?
As part of a
 statement released
 by Allianz
 spokeswoman
 Sabia Schwarzer,
 she said: "Allianz's
 history and
 involvement in Nazi
 Germany has, with
 the company's full
 support, been very
 well documented,
 particularly in Gerald
 D. Feldman's
 groundbreaking
 book, 'Allianz and
 the German
 Insurance Business
 1933-1945.' This
 book, published
 back in 2001, also
 details the work of
 the company in
 settling claims in the
 post-war period.
 While we cannot
 undo any aspect of
 our company's
 history, we can learn
 from it and work to
 make sure the
 horrors of the
 Holocaust are never
 again repeated."
Schwarzer also said
 that Allianz
 continues to pay its
 fair share of what it
 owes. However, the
 protesters all
 disagreed, and an
 independent source
 said that Allianz had
 paid at most three
 percent of what it
 owes on Jewish
 Holocaust-related
 claims.
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Sidney Zabludoff, an
 economist who
 worked for the White
 House, CIA and
 Treasury
 Department for
 more than thirty
 years, said by
 phone: "Upon
 retirement in 1995, I
 was part of the
 International
 Commission on
 Holocaust-era
 Insurance Claims,
 which focused on
 issues related to the
 restitution of Jewish
 assets stolen during
 the Holocaust era. I
 was the principal
 analyst for the
 Jewish claims. I
 figured out the worth
 of all the portfolios
 held by the
 European insurance
 companies. In
 today's value,
 Allianz's share of
 the Jewish claims
 would be about $2.5
 billion, yet they've
 paid out only about
 $50 million."
The rest of
 Schwarzer's
 statement reads:
 "Allianz has been
 active in settling the
 insurance claims of
 Holocaust victims
 and their families
 ever since the end
 of the Second World
 War, both in
 cooperation with the
 Allied and German
 governments and,
 more recently —
 together with the
 U.S. and Israeli
 governments, the
 Jewish Claims
 Conference and
 others — through
 the International
 Commission on
 Holocaust-era
 Insurance Claims
 (ICHEIC). To this
 day, Allianz
 continues to pay any
 verifiably unsettled
 claims, whether
 submitted directly or
 through the New
 York State
 Holocaust Claims
 Processing Office,
 which has taken the
 lead in investigating
 and processing
 claims and
 advocating for
 claimants since
 ICHEIC completed
 its work in 2007.
Protester David
 Dubbin, of Boca
 Raton, said
 Schwarzer's
 statement is
 disingenuous.
"I ask you how many
 death certificates
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 were issued by the
 Nazis and how
 many Jews were
 allowed to bring
 their insurance
 papers to the
 concentration
 camps," David
 Dubbin said. "The
 answer, of course, is
 none. When Allianz
 says verifiable
 claims, they are
 holding out for
 original papers,
 which is how they
 are getting away
 with not paying the
 full number of claims
 they should. They
 should publish a list
 of all their European
 policy holders during
 the war and let any
 descendants collect
 who can show proof
 of identity."
Samuel Dubbin, of
 Miami, David's
 brother and the
 counsel to the
 Holocaust Survivors
 Foundation USA,
 added: "In 2011, the
 protests received a
 lot of press
 coverage and the
 protests put
 pressure on Allianz.
 Wolfgang Ischinger
 [Allianz's global
 head of government
 relations] agreed to
 come here to South
 Florida and talk to
 the Holocaust
 survivor leadership
 on his next trip to
 the United States. A
 few months later, he
 reneged. We
 encourage Ischinger
 to finally address
 our Holocaust
 survivors and show
 Allianz's
 commitment to
 honoring its
 insurance
 contracts."
The survivors
 pointed to a 2011
 letter the Foundation
 faxed to Ischinger to
 request what Allianz
 could do to settle
 the situation more
 fairly:
"Allianz still needs to
 come clean with
 complete disclosure
 of policy holder
 information; to make
 payment of claims at
 fair value (not the
 10% value approved
 by ICHEIC); to
 support full legal
 rights for Holocaust
 survivors and their
 heirs; and to
 contribute
 immediately
 significant resources
 to assist Holocaust
 survivors in need,







 not through the
 Claims Conference,
 but via agencies
 known and
 respected by grass-
roots survivor
 leaders."
Samuel Dubbin said
 the survivors were
 not satisfied with
 Ischinger's 2011
 response letter, as it
 did not directly
 respond to any of
 the Foundation's
 concerns. However,
 the survivors did
 expect he would
 honor a commitment
 to meet with them in
 person, which was
 never fulfilled, so
 they will continue to
 protest Allianz until
 Ischinger meets with
 the survivors and
 reaches an
 acceptable
 agreement.
The Jewish Journal
 will follow up with
 both sides to see if
 Ischinger agrees to
 meet with the
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FW: Thursday's House Foreign Affairs Subcommittee Hearing
Robert Kunst
4:48 PM
Cc: Robert Kunst


 
 


Chairwoman Ros-Lehtinen’s opening remarks:


___________________________________________________________________________________________


Survivors Continue to Endure Hardships Long After the Atrocities of the Holocaust;
 Congress and the U.S. Government Must Do More to Ensure They Receive Their Long


 Overdue Justice, Says Ros-Lehtinen


(WASHINGTON) – U.S. Rep. Ileana Ros-Lehtinen (R-FL), Chairman of the Middle East and North Africa
 Subcommittee, made the following statement today at a joint Middle East and North Africa and Europe, Eurasia, and
 Emerging Threats Subcommittee hearing entitled, “The Struggles of Recovering Assets for Holocaust Survivors.”
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 Statement by Ros-Lehtinen:
“This is a hearing we never should have to hold, yet it is a topic that must be addressed, as Holocaust survivors around
 the world continue to suffer injustices of the past and their needs and well-being go neglected. 
 I want to acknowledge our late Congressman, the Chairman of this Committee, Tom Lantos, whose painting adorns the
 wall, a Holocaust survivor with whom I worked closely during his time here on the committee. 
 Six million Jews were murdered at the hands of the Nazis during the Holocaust and millions more suffered unspeakable
 atrocities committed against them and their loved ones. All of their properties and belongings were stolen, as the Nazis
 deported them to ghettos and concentration camps, where most of them died of starvation, exhaustion, torture or in gas
 chambers.
 The toll the Holocaust has taken on survivors is unimaginable and it is unforgiveable, but we cannot forget that it takes
 a tremendous toll on the second generation as well, as we will hear from our brave witnesses.
 Today there are less than half a million survivors of humanity’s darkest period, with nearly half of all Survivors
 worldwide living at or below the poverty level. And it is painful to see those who have suffered so greatly continue to
 struggle day in and day out – as if they had not suffered enough.
 And with the average age of Holocaust survivors estimated at 82, time is truly running out for us to bring them some
 form of justice, some kind of closure so that they can live out the rest of their days in dignity and comfort. I believe that
 more can and must be done.
 Holocaust survivors are barred—barred—from suing in federal courts those insurance companies that failed to pay out
 Holocaust-era policies. At the very minimum – given that no money can ever replace the experience of suffering under
 the Nazis – at the very minimum, we should let the survivors and their families have their day in court.
 Another avenue for the survivors was the International Commission on Holocaust Era Insurance Claims (ICHEIC),
 which closed in 2007 – no matter how many times they say, it’s never closed. This system was flawed due to problems
 with accountability and oversight which led to—listen to this—84% of the claims being rejected. 
 These survivors and their families need to be made whole; and this is why it is vital for Germany and other nations to
 fulfill their obligations, and for insurance companies that have been running out the clock in a deliberate attempt to
 avoid paying out rightful claims, to be held accountable and to finally pay for what they owe these survivors.
These countries and these greedy insurance companies owe these survivors. This is what is rightfully theirs and what has
 been denied to them for decades, forcing them to relive this atrocity over and over again. And it is not just these
 insurance companies and foreign governments that have let our Holocaust Survivors down, we need to take a closer
 look at what more our own Government, the United States Government, can be doing as well. 
 As a Member of Congress who represents Holocaust survivors, I hear from my constitutions that we in Congress must
 do more; folks like Joe Sachs, like David Mermelstein, folks we will hear from today, they tell me that all the time. I have
 heard repeatedly concerns from some of my constituents regarding the failure, the deception, the lies of the Claims
 Conference and how, though this is intended to help survivors receive fair compensation, it has been an impediment in
 the process. 
 Just like so many other senior citizens, Survivors need extensive medical care. They are likely to have greater health
 needs than the general population and are more likely to face a number of certain illnesses such as chronic depression,
 cognitive impairments, osteoporosis, post-traumatic stress syndrome. It is therefore vital for survivors to receive the
 financial, medical and social support that so many so desperately need. 
 Struggling to make ends meet and still fighting to correct the injustices of the past, it is important to hear from
 Holocaust Survivors and their relatives as they share their stories and the daily struggles that they face as they seek to
 live out the remainders of their lives in security and dignity – is that too much to ask?
 ICHEIC has let Holocaust survivors down no matter how the members of ICHEIC spin this, so it is up to us in Congress
 to step-up and help the survivors. 
 Thank you and I’m looking forward to hearing from our witnesses, and I’d like to point out that we have a person in the
 audience who is very interested in this, I’m sorry if I don’t pronounce your name correctly, Yael Fuchs, who’s the
 Assistant Attorney General, Charity’s Buru of the State of New York Office of the Attorney General. Thank you very
 much and they’ve been closely following the plight of Survivors and want to seek justice for them.
 And with that I turn to a fighter for Holocaust Survivors and from his early days as college activist and even before,
 Congressman Ted Deutch. Thank you Ted.” 
#####
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From: Sam Dubbin


 


All:


 


Yesterday’s hearing was very successful.   Rep. Ros-Lehtinen and Rep. Deutch were both enthusiastic after
 the hearing about preparing a letter to the German government demanding full support for survivors’ needs,
 and promised to get to work on it next week. 


 


Some of the video is included in this link to the website.  I am also attaching the witnesses’ prepared
 statements.


 


http://foreignaffairs.house.gov/hearing/joint-subcommittee-hearing-struggles-recovering-assets-holocaust-
survivors 


 


Many thanks to Jack, Klaire, Dr. Barbara Paris, and Ivar’s daughter Genie Lieberman for all of their effort and
 hard work.   I also want to thank those of you who contributed statements and letters to be included in the
 hearing record, which we will work with the Committee on next week. 


 


 


 


Subject: IMPORTANT NEWS -- House Foreign Affairs Subcommittee Hearing on September 18


 


Dear All:


 


As you know, we have been trying for several months to have a hearing in the U.S. House of Representatives on the broad range of issues affecting survivors and their families,
 with an emphasis on the needs of indigent survivors and the lack of sufficient funding from Germany to provide the care survivors and their families need.   The hearing will
 take place on Thursday, September 18, at 3 PM, in Room 2172 of the Rayburn House Office Building, the main Foreign Affairs Committee room.    We owe a tremendous
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 debt of thanks to Congressmen lleana Ros-Lehtinen and Ted Deutch, Chairman and Ranking Member of the Foreign Affairs Subcommittee on the Middle East and North Africa,
 who pressed the Committee Chairman and Parliamentarian to give the survivors and their families a voice on these vital issues.    I encourage everyone from the Maryland-DC-
VA area to try to attend this hearing, and bring as many survivors, family members, and supporters as you can. 


 


Here is the lineup of witnesses:  


Jack Rubin, HSF Executive Committee Member, will address survivors’ needs and inadequacy of current funding and systems, and Germany’s failure to take full responsibility for
 the needs of survivors in their final years.   Jack is on the survivors’ advisory committee of the Jewish Family and Children’s Services of Palm Beach County.


 


Barbara Paris, M.D., is the Vice-Chair Medicine & Director of Geriatrics at Maimonides Medical Center, Brooklyn NY.  Her practice is substantially devoted to the care of
 Holocaust survivors, and who also treats and interacts with many adult 2Gs as well.   She is also the daughter in law of survivors.


 


Klaire Firestone, President of the “Second Generation,” in Los Angeles, and a member of the Coordinating Council of Generations of the Shoah International (GSI), to address the
 broad range of issues affecting survivors and their families.


 


Genie Lieberman, daughter of HSF Executive Committee Member Ivar Segalowitz z’l, will talk about Ivar’s efforts to recover the insurance policies sold by Allianz and its affiliates
 to his family members, whose names appeared on the ICHEIC web site, yet Allianz and ICHEIC denied everything and left Ivar – like tens of thousands of survivors  and heirs –
 without any remedy.   She will also speak on behalf of her brother Ralph.   


 


Thanks to all of you who helped in numerous ways to advance this important hearing.   Now, even more work is needed.   I am encouraging all of you, with your children,
 grandchildren, and friends, to make sure that there is broad dissemination of the survivors’ and families’ point of view, using as many of the modern communications tools and
 media as we possibly can.  I have heard from some of you about this already, which is very encouraging.    Whatever ideas you have are welcome. 


 


Sam


 


Samuel J. Dubbin, P.A.


Dubbin & Kravetz, LLP


1200 Anastasia Avenue


Suite 300


Coral Gables, Florida 33134


(305) 357-9004


(305) 815-8060 (cell)


(305) 371-4701 (fax)


sdubbin@dubbinkravetz.com
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101941029.html


Pimco may suffer over $200B in outflows: Deutsche
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Deutsche Bank research argued that each 100 billion euro in outflows is equivalent to around 9 percent of third party assets under


 management (AUM), which reduces Pimco's parent company Allianz (XETRA:ALV-DE)'s earnings by around 2 percent.


 


> >
> >Does the Holocaust Still Matter?
> >Does the Holocaust Still Matter?
> >Crucial lessons for humanity to remember always.
> >by Rabbi Emanuel Feldman
> >
> >One rule of thumb by which to measure the significance of the Holocaust is that it clearly matters to the enemies of the Jewish people – so much so that many
 would like to blot out its memory entirely.
> >
> >They are impatient with us: Why do you Jews dwell on the Holocaust? Why not forget it and go forward? The very same mindset that was not disturbed while
 six million were butchered now resents our remembering those same six million. Forget about it, they say, and move on. What good does it do to keep
 remembering it?
> >
> >There are a number of reasons for these attempts to blot out and even to deny the Holocaust: 
> >
> > Its memory gives spiritual strength to the Jewish people. 
> >
> > It undergirds the existence of the State of Israel. 
> >
> > It creates sympathy for the Jewish people. 
> >
> > It makes heroes of the Jewish people who were able to live through such tragedy and not only survive but flourish. 
> >
> > Because the deniers refuse to face the dark potential that lies within mankind and within themselves. 
> >
> > And, perhaps primarily, because once the Holocaust is forgotten, their own complicity in it – at the very least by their silent acquiescence – will also be
 forgotten, and they will feel exonerated.
> >
> > But the Holocaust matters very much because of the many lessons that are derived from this black period in history.
> >
> > Man is not born good. He becomes good by learning there is another beside him and an Other above him. 
> >
> >Among these lessons is the fact that evil and unwarranted hatred are a reality that exists in our world. The human being has an infinite capacity for evil that,
 left unchecked, can destroy the world. The view that goodness is a built-in and natural quality in mankind is not only Pollyannaish, it is dangerous and untrue.
> >
> >The Torah itself tells us that the "impulse of man's heart is evil from his youth" (Gen 8:21). Man is not born good. He has to become good – by forging his
 character, by bending his baser instincts, by learning that there is another beside him and an Other above him.
> >
> >The Holocaust shows what can become of human beings when they permit the beast within them to control them.
> >
> >It teaches us that we must be alert to the existence of evil, both in others and in our own selves. Once we are aware of its reality, we can work to uproot it.
 The mitzvot of the Torah are designed to help the spiritual qualities within us dominate the beast within.
> >
> >Further, we learn from this tragedy that to be silent in the face of evil is to acquiesce in it, encourage it, and help it grow strong. History teaches us that evil
 triumphs when good people remain silent. But when good people rise up against evil, evil will ultimately perish and the good will prevail.
> >
> > Never doubt the evil intentions of tyrants. 
> >
> >By appeasing Nazi Germany in the 1930's, by turning a blind eye toward its policies of discrimination, hatred, and ultimately the wholesale murder of Jews,
 the so-called free world encouraged the Nazis to continue their evil ways – with the result that not only were six million Jews brutally killed, but countless others
 destroyed, and untold human suffering engendered. We made the mistake of not believing what they were saying. Early on, they stated precisely what their
 plans were. The world should not have been surprised.
> >
> >One should never doubt the evil intentions of tyrants. Today, when we hear talk about destroying Israel and driving her people into the sea, it would be folly to
 discount it.
> >
> >From the Holocaust we also learn that evil, hatred, and anti-Semitism are not always the result of ignorance, but that even a highly educated, cultured, and
 sophisticated society can fall under the sway of evil. Germany was a leader in science, art, education, literature, philosophy, music – but none of this cultural
 superiority was a guarantee against the cruelty and bestiality that marked its behavior. The guards at Auschwitz listened to Bach while their victims were gassed
 to death.
> >
> >The Holocaust underscores a curious fact: whenever we find great evil in the world, it is invariably directed against the Jewish people. The worst tyrants in
 history have one goal in common: to destroy the Jews. Stalin and Hitler of the last century are only the most recent entries in the endless exhibition of virulent
 anti-Jewishness. Somehow, the enemies of freedom, peace, love, goodness, and morality have also been the enemies of the Jews.
> >
> >Why do tyrants unleash their fury against the Jews? Because there is within Judaism a certain sense of sanctity and Godliness whose very existence is a
 challenge to the very essence of tyranny. Hatred of the Jew is actually hatred of God and the morality, ethics and self-discipline that He – through the Torah –
 has tried to introduce into the world.
> >
> >A people is judged not by its friends but by its enemies. Though it is most painful, the Jews bear the enmity of the world's tyrants with pride and courage. For
 this enmity only demonstrates that the Jew represents a different scale of values in the universe, and constitutes a formidable challenge to the dominion of evil.
> >
> >Thus the Holocaust matters very much. Remembering it not only honors the martyrs who fell in the cause of the Jewish people, it also underscores the
 awareness that despite its ravages, we still flourish as a dynamic people. And this fortifies us and strengthens our faith in God's promises about the eternity of
 the Jewish people.
> >







> >Memory is an integral aspect of being alive, the glue of one's self-identity. Memory is also an integral element in the life of a people, for a people that forgets
 its past has no future.
> >
> >How much more so is this true of the Jews, who for most of history had no land, no flag, no armies, no protection. We had only our Torah, our God – and our
 national memory.
> >
> >Because the Jews are a people that remembers, we never forgot our origins. "If I forget thee, O Jerusalem, may my right hand fail..." says King David
 (Psalms 137:5). We never forgot Jerusalem, we never forgot our history. Had we forgotten, we would long ago have ceased to exist as a people. Wherever we
 wandered in our exile, our prayers have been directed towards Jerusalem. We do not forget, and even at the moments of our greatest joy – at our weddings –
 we shatter a glass to remind ourselves that as long as our Temple is not rebuilt and restored, our happiness is incomplete.
> >
> >Even today, when we approach the remaining vestige of our ancient Temple, we rend our garments like those in mourning. And we have special days of
 fasting to mark the various stages of Jerusalem's destruction – not because we wish to dwell on our past sadness, but because we know what happens when a
 people forgets its past. It is the Jewish national memory that partially explains the mysterious survival of our people despite all odds against it. That memory is
 an integral part of Jewish existence is seen by the frequency of its use in the Bible. The term zikaron, "remembrance", appears over 20 times in the Five Books
 of Moses, and there are over 300 variations of the term zachor, "remember," in the Bible.
> >
> > The Holocaust reminds us of certain truths that, if forgotten, can destroy civilization. 
> >
> >So vital is it not to forget evil, that of the many commandments dealing with remembering, one of the most emphatic is the requirement to remember the tribe
 of Amalek who tried to destroy Israel in its wanderings in the Wilderness.
> >
> >Why is it so crucial not to forget Amalek and to blot out its memory? Because Amalek represents the epitome of evil, the force that seeks to destroy every
 vestige of God in the universe, including the carriers of God's teachings, the Jewish people. We are bidden never to forget this and to battle against it in every
 generation (Exod. 17: 14-16; Deut. 25:17). The spirit of Amalek still lives, and it was certainly its spirit that gave strength to the perpetrators of the Holocaust.
> >
> >Get Aish.com's Free Email Updates.
> >
> >The Holocaust reminds us of certain truths that, if forgotten, can destroy civilization. And it reminds Jews that the purpose of the Torah is to change man from
 a beast and transform him into a human being, and that only in connecting with God can evil be pre-empted in the world.
> >
> >We forget it at our peril.
> >
> >For more articles, visit Aish.com's Holocaust Studies section.
> >
 


 
 
 


 


 


 


Sign on gate into Auschwitz main camp reads "Arbeit Macht Frei"
Ravensbrück Concentration Camp:


> History & Overview
> Ravensbrück: Table of Contents | Timeline of Persecution | Photographs


> Print Friendly and PDF
> 
> 
> 


> Ravensbrück was a concentration camp for women, which had 34 satellite divisions. Located alongside Lake Schwedt, about 50 miles north of Berlin, Ravensbrück
 opened on May 15, 1939, and, three days later, the first group of 867 women arrived from Lichtenburg in Saxony, a fortress that had been used as a women's camp


 from March 1938 until May 1939. The first prisoners were mostly of German anti-fascists, either Social Democrats or Communists — some coincidentally Jewish, and
 Jehovah's Witnesses. A high wall with electrified barbed wire enclosed the women in the camp.


> 
> Ravensbrück housed Jews, Gypsies, Poles, Russians, Ukrainians, Germans and prisoners of other nationalities. Designed to accommodate 6,000 prisoners, the







 number of inmates grew from 2,000 in 1939 to 10,800 in 1942. Between May 1939 and June 1944, an estimated 43,000 women were brought to Ravensbrück. During
 the next nine months, an estimated 90,000 more came. The most serious overcrowding occurred after the evacuation of Auschwitz in January 1945, when an unknown


 but significant number of Jewish women arrived at Ravensbrück. Toward the end of the war, transports from Auschwitz and other camps in the East increased the
 population to its maximum, some 32,000 women.


> Human Statistics
> 


> The prisoners were organized into categories, each with a distinctive colorcoded triangle, as well as by nationality. Political prisoners (including resistance fighters
 and Soviet prisoners o fwar) wore red triangles; Jehovah's Witnesses wore purple triangles; “asocials” (including lesbians, prostitutes, and Gypsies) wore black


 triangles; and criminals (common criminals or those who broke Nazi imposed laws) wore green triangles. Jewish women wore yellow triangles, but if they were also
 political prisoners, they wore a red triangle and yellow triangle that formed a Star of David, or a yellow stripe on top of the red triangle. A letter within the triangle


 signified the prisoner's nationality.
> 


> Exact statistics are impossible to obtain, because the Nazis burned many records before they fled. The camp memorial’s estimated figure of 132,000 includes about
 48,500 Polish women, the largest national group imprisoned in the camp. There were 28,000 women from the Soviet Union, almost 24,000 from Germany and Austria,


 nearly 8,000 French women, and thousands from other countries in Europe. There were even British and American women imprisoned at the camp. While no exact
 records are available, an estimated twenty percent of the total population was Jewish — more than 20,000 women.


> 
> Some of the Ravensbrück prisoners arrived at the camp with their children or gave birth there. The statistics on the arrival of children and the birth of babies are


 incomplete and we will never know the full extent of the horrors inflicted on children and newborns. Most of the newborns only lived briefly and then were murdered
 by the Nazi doctors and nurses. The ledgers suggest that 882 children were deported to Ravensbrück.


> 
> Camp Life


> 
> In the camp's early days, conditions were hygienic and the prisoners were issued clean uniforms. By the end of the war, conditions had deteriorated significantly.
 Barracks built for 250 women later housed 1,500 or 2,000, with three to four to a bed. Thousands of women did not even have part of a bed, and were lying on the


 floor, without even a blanket. When 500 Jewish women arrived from Hungary in the fall of 1944, they were placed in a huge tent with a straw floor and died in
 masses. A plague of lice and danger of disease from the water made life in the barracks even more unbearable.


> 
> The women were awakened for roll call by 4:00 a.m. Before roll call, as many as 500 women stood in the latrine around three “toilets” with no doors. After standing


 outside until everyone was accounted for, they drank their imitation coffee and went off to work. They returned to their assigned barracks for their noontime soup
 and again in the evening, when the soup was repeated, On Sundays the women were not required to work, and socialized in the barracks or outside to the limited


 extent possible.
> 


> The regime was strict, punishment was inflicted, and harsh labor was required. Solitary confinement in the dark and airless prison cells of the “Bunker,” the usual
 punishment for acts considered sabotage or resistance, was often accompanied by severe beatings or other torture. Other routine torture methods included attacks by
 SS dogs. In addition to the “Bunker,” there was a barrack separated from the camp by a fence, which served as a punishment block. SS Reichsführer and Head of the


 German Police, Heinrich Himmler, ordered whippings beginning in April 1942. A prisoner categorized as a criminal carried out the orders, and received extra
 rations. The camp doctor was required to be present at each punishment, to confirm it had been carried out. Himmler later ordered whipping to be used only as a


 “last resort.”
> 


> Slave Labor
> 


> The major private firm that used slave labor at Ravensbrück was the Siemens Electric Company, today the second largest electric company in the world. In a
 separate camp adjoining the main one, Siemens “employed” the women to make electrical components for V-1 and V-2 rockets.


> 
> Ravensbrück was one of the Nazi's main depositories for confiscated clothing and furs, and had an SS-owned factory for remodeling leather and textiles, a subsidiary


 of Dachau Enterprises, There was also a tailor shop that made the prisoners' striped uniforms and uniforms for the SS, and fur coats for the Waffen-SS and the
 Wehrmacht, In another shop the prisoners wove carpets from reeds. Women also did outside work, such as construction of buildings and roads. They were used like


 animals, with twelve to fourteen of them pulling a huge roller to pave the streets,
> 


> Some of the women worked in camp administration and some worked outside the camp, for example, in the nearby town of Fürstenberg. Those too old or disabled to
 perform other duties knitted for the army or cleaned the barracks and latrines, The women usually worked for twelve hours a day, under conditions of extreme


 exploitation.
> 


> Medical Experimentation
> 


> Beginning in 1942, medical experiments were performed on the inmates; some women were infected with gas gangrene or bacterial inflammations, while others were
 forced to receive bone transplants and bone amputations. Other experiments involved sulfonamide and sterilization techniques. Pregnant Jewish women were sent to


 the gas chambers, while abortions were performed on non-Jews. The most infamous experiments used Polish women as “guinea pigs” to simulate battlefield leg
 wounds of German soldiers. Most of these women died or were murdered afterward, and those who survived were crippled and disfigured. .


> 
> Between 1942-1943, Ravensbrück served as a training camp for 3,500 female SS supervisors who went on to maltreat, torture, and murder women in other camps.


> 
> Prisoners that were sentenced to death in 1942 were sent to separate institutions or death camps. Some women, including those incapable of work and Jewish


 political prisoners, were gassed at a euthanasia center set up in the psychiatric facility of Bernberg. By 1943, a crematorium was built at Ravensbrück, near the camp
 for minors, which housed about 1,000 girls.


> 
> Slave Labor


> 
> Another 70,000 prisoners were brought to Ravensbrück in 1944, most of whom were transferred to the 70 subcamps, although the main camp housed 26,700 female


 prisoners in that year. An estimated 106,000 female prisoners passed through Ravensbrück by 1945.
> 


> The Nazi's utilization of slave labor to win the war resulted in Ravensbrück’s expansion into a virtual empire of slave labor subcamps. Products that were
 manufactured by women in these subcamps included aircraft components, weapons, munitions, and explosives.


> 
> Conditions varied from camp to camp, depending on the size of the camp, changing circumstances as World War II progressed, and the disposition of the personnel


 in charge. In addition to the Siemens Electric Company, other prestigious and known companies that employed slave labor in Ravensbrück's sub-camps included
 AEG and Daimler-Benz. More than 55 years after the end of the war, Siemens and other companies were finally beginning to agree to accept responsibility and pay


 some compensation to their former slave laborers from Ravensbrück.
> 


> Gas Chambers
> 


> In February 1945, a gas chamber was constructed at Ravensbrück and, by April 1945, between 2,200 and 2,300 were killed in the gas chamber. The majority of those
 killed by gas in the camp were Hungarian, mostly Jewish, then Polish, then Russian. Women prisoners working as scribes counted a total number of 3,660 names on
 lists for “Mittwerda;” the Nazi code name for the gas chamber. However, since some of the transports went directly from the satellite camps to the gas chamber, the


 number of women murdered in the camp's gas chamber is estimated to be 5,000 to 6,000.







> 
> The so-called “youth concentration camp” Uckermark, less than a mile from Ravensbrück, was sometimes the conduit to the gas chamber. The SS used this adjacent


 camp for old, sick, and weakened women who had been selected as “unable to work;” and were sometimes given poisonous “white powder.” Women who were
 sentenced to death for acts such as espionage at times were shot in a special corridor between buildings, and other women received lethal injections.


> 
> In March 1945, an evacuation order was given to the inmates of Ravensbrück and 24,500 prisoners were sent to Mecklenburg. In early April 1945, 500 prisoners


 were handed over to the Swedish and Danish Red Cross and 2,500 German prisoners were set free.
> 


> In the summer of 1945 [sic - probably 19431], Heinrich Himmler issued a directive to create brothels in concentration camps. Eighteen to twenty-four women were
 taken from Ravensbrück to each camp where a brothel was established. The women were all “volunteers.” They were promised they would have to work for six


 months.
> 


> The prisoners could do little to fight back against their captors, but they did engage in various forms of spiritual resistance, such as holding classes in language,
 history, and geography classes; improvising theater and music; drawing the reality of camp life; and sharing recipes and preparing imaginary meals, Through such


 activities, the women helped each other survive. While there could not have been armed resistance under the circumstances of Ravensbrück, there was sabotage
 during production of rocket components at the Siemens factory, There were also efforts by prisoners who worked in the offices to keep secret records of arrivals,


 punishments, and deaths, During the early years of the camp, there was even a secret newspaper.
> 


> Liberation
> 


> The Soviets liberated the camp on April 29-30, 1945, and found approximately 3,500 extremely ill prisoners living at the camp; the Nazis had sent the other
 remaining women on a death march. It is estimated that 50,000 women died at Ravensbrück, either from harsh living conditions, slave labor or were put to death.


> 
> Count Folke Bernadotte, vice president of the Swedish Red Cross, had convinced Himmler to allow the International Red Cross to rescue some prisoners from


 Ravensbrück and other camps and bring them to Sweden, The Swedish Red Cross was first allowed to rescue Scandinavians on March 5, followed by women from
 France, Poland, and the Benelux countries.


> 
> Through the intervention of the Swedish section of the World Jewish Congress, Bernadotte requested that Jewish prisoners also be sent to Sweden. Himmler agreed,


 and between April 22 and April 28, about 7,500 women — an estimated 1,000 of them Jewish — were liberated from Ravensbrück. They were then ferried from
 Copenhagen to Malmö in neutral Sweden, Once there, they received clothing, food, and medical attention and were then sent to recuperate in different locations.


 Afterward, most of the non-Jewish women returned to their homelands. The Jewish women sought out surviving family members in their former homelands, but most
 immigrated to Israel or the Americas, and some settled in Sweden.


> 
> 


> Jadwiga Dzido shows her scarred leg to the court at the Doctors Trial, while expert witness Dr. Alexander explains the nature of the medical experiment performed
 on her at Ravensbruck.


> War Crimes Trials
> 


> Trials for the people charged with war crimes at Ravensbrück were held in Hamburg, in the British Zone. Many of the war criminals were doctors and nurses who
 participated in the medical experiments. Dorothea Binz was the brutal SS head overseer of Ravensbrück from August 1943 until April 1945. She received a death
 sentence and was executed at the Hameln Prison on May 2, 1947. Irma Grese was a “graduate” of the Ravensbrück training camp, who was sentenced to death by


 hanging and executed in 1945 for her crimes at Auschwitz. Hermine Braunsteiner Ryan, a guard and supervisor of guards at Ravensbrück, Auschwitz, and Majdanek
 entered the United States after World War II and was extradited to Germany in 1981 by the Immigration and Naturalization Service.


> 
> The camp was generally off limits for visitors from the West until after the Berlin wall fell in November 1989. The original barracks were razed by the Soviet Army


 after World War II, and new barracks were built for the Soviet troops stationed in the camp until 1993. They were there as part of the Soviet Union's Cold War
 antimissile program. During this time, the former SS headquarters, punishment block, and crematorium housed memorial exhibits. After the reunification of


 Germany, the camp's site was refurbished and readied for the April 1995 ceremonies that marked the fiftieth anniversary of liberation. Although the lake looks
 picturesque, it contains the women’s ashes from the camp crematorium’s three ovens.


> 
> Sources: Center for Holocaust and Genocide Studies; Holocaust. Israel Pocket Library, Jerusalem: Keter Books, 1974; Kogon, Eugen. The Theory And Practice Of


 Hell. NY: Berkley Publishing Group, 1998, p. 135; Encyclopedia Britannica; Encyclopedia of the Holocaust; Simon Wiesenthal Center Online.
> 


> 1Heinrich Himmler developed an idea to provide hardworking prisoners with incentives in the camp system. He expressed his thoughts in a letter to Otto Pohl of the
 SS Economic Division on March 5, 1943: “I consider it necessary to provide in the most liberal way hard-working prisoners with women in brothels.” Pohl, in turn,


 directed these instructions to commandants such as Rudolf Höss at Auschwitz. Brothel vouchers were to be issued only to prisoners of special value—and certainly not
 to Jews. (Source: Nuremberg Trial Proc


-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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Jewish slave laborers in the Buchenwald concentration
 camp near Weimar, 16 April 1945. Second row, seventh


 from left is Elie Wiesel.
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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Siemens retreats over Nazi name


German engineering giant Siemens has hastily abandoned
 plans to register the trademark "Zyklon", the same name as
 the Zyklon B poison gas used in Nazi extermination camps,


 BBC News Online has learnt. 
A year ago, Bosch Siemens Hausgeraete (BSH), the firm's


 consumer products joint venture, filed two applications with
 the US Patent & Trademark Office for the Zyklon name


 across a range of home products, including gas ovens. 


Siemens should know better... This is a major, major
 scandal 


 
Dr Shimon Samuels


Simon Wiesenthal Center  
Jewish groups have condemned the move, in particular


 because Siemens used slave labour during the Nazi period. 


"We are very sorry if this trademark application has caused
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 any offence," Bosch Siemens spokeswoman Eva Delabre
 told BBC News Online, confirming that the firm had never


 used and had now no intention of using the name in the US.
 


Last month, UK sports goods maker Umbro apologised after
 complaints that it named one of its sports shoes Zyklon. 


Name blame 


Zyklon B, originally an insecticide, was widely used in gas
 chambers in the latter stages of the Nazi Holocaust. 


 
Siemens already uses the Zyklon name in Germany


 


The word Zyklon means "Cyclone" in German, and is
 already applied to some Siemens vacuum cleaners in its
 home market. It uses a technology similar to the bagless


 "cyclone" vacuum cleaners pioneered by UK inventor
 James Dyson. 


But while the name may have been chosen innocently, it
 was condemned as insensitive by observers. 


"Siemens should know better because it was directly
 complicit in the use of slave labour," said Dr Shimon


 Samuels, head of the European arm of the Simon
 Wiesenthal Center, a Jewish human rights organisation. 


"This is a major, major scandal." 


Hasty retreat 







A reader had alerted BBC News Online to the Zyklon
 trademark application. 


When BBC News Online queried Bosch Siemens about its
 plans for the Zyklon product range, the company quickly
 made an about-turn, saying that "today BSH has begun
 taking the necessary steps to withdraw its trademark


 applications" for Zyklon. 


Compensation claims 


Like many other large German firms, Siemens is now
 involved in plans to compensate victims of the Nazi regime. 


The German Government is still working on ways to deliver
 about £3.5bn in reparations to victims and their families. 


Efforts to distribute compensation have been complicated
 by a mass of private lawsuits, mainly in US courts, alleging
 use of slave labour and other forms of profiteering from the


 Holocaust. 


http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/business/2233890.stm
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SIEMENS-WERKEN / SIEMENS FACTORIES


Play video
Siemens Products: Ravensbrück, Buchenwald and
 Auschwitz Concentration Camps.The Crematorium
 ovens at Buchenwald still bear the Siemens name .
 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Siemens_AG "Siemens
 should…
00:03:35
Added on 9/21/08
1,552 views
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From: kunstforcongress@hotmail.com
CC: kunstforcongress@hotmail.com


Subject: Holocaust and Siemens
Date: Mon, 15 Sep 2014 21:37:04 -0400


Siemens


Siemens was a leading corporate
 participant in Hitler’s “death through work program;” with


 slave labor factories at the following death camps:
 Auschwitz, Buchenwald, Flossenberg, Gross Rosen,


 Mauthausen, Neuengamme, Ravensbruck,
 & Sachsenhausen


In late 1944, at the height of World War II, Siemens’ total
 workforce of 244,000 included 50,000 people who had been


 put to work against their will. The overall number of
 people who served as forced labor at Siemens during the


 war years was even higher.
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The major private firm that used slave labor at Ravensbrück
 was the Siemens Electric Company, today the second


 largest electric company in the world. In a separate camp
 adjoining the main one, Siemens “employed” the women to


 make electrical components for V-1 and V-2 rockets. The
 women usually worked for twelve hours a day, under


 conditions of extreme exploitation. Women also worked at
 some of the most difficult tasks, including construction.
 They were used like animals, with twelve to fourteen of


 them pulling a huge roller to pave the streets,
In addition to the profitable business of working people to
 death at Nazi concentration camps, Siemens did quite well


 in the so-called “Aryanization Program,” which was
 essentially the expropriation of Jewish businesses for
 resale at bargain basement prices to approved German


 companies
Siemens general director during the Holocaust, Rudolf


 Bingel, was one of the senior German business leaders
 active in the notorious Himmlerkreis, the Circle of Friends


 of Reichsfuhrer SS Heinrich Himmler. The companies
 represented in Himmler’s circle became pacesetters in
 Aryanization, exploitation of concentration camp labor,
 seizure of foreign companies in the occupied territories,


 and similar business ventures that depended on SS
 cooperation.


The National Socialist economy and the war years (1933 –
 1945)


Siemens
Corporate history: They admit that “ Siemens’ total


 workforce of 244,000 included some 50,000 people who had
 been put to work against their will. The overall number of
 men and women who served as forced labor at Siemens


 during the war years was, however, higher”
Exhibition:
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The Nazi Era
Forced Labor


Siemens
Presentation: Siemens – An Examination of Ethics and


 Responsibility
Prezi


Slave Labor
Center for Holocaust and Genocide Studies


University of Minnesota
Siemens opens Nazi camp file
The Jewish Chronicle Online


Siemens follows V.W.’s lead in starting slave laborers fund
JTA


YouTube Video:
SIEMENS FACTORIES
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SIEMENS: Monopoly with Sinister Nazi Past


Posted on April 17, 2013 by rtuc


German monopoly Siemens AG. 
Siemens, headquartered in Munich and operating in 190


 countries, is moving its entire energy research operation
 from Ontario to its existing office in Calgary. The provincial


 agreement with Siemens fits well with the government’s
 plans to tie university research more closely to the needs of
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 the monopolies — Siemens is already researching oilsands
 emissions. The agreement also aligns with Alberta’s


 “International Strategy,” part of which is to further sell out
 the province by increasing direct foreign investment.


After the signing, Lukaszuk praised Siemens as a company
 with “reputation” and “profile” but carefully omitted the
 content of that reputation and profile. In 2007 and 2008,
 Siemens was hit with multi-million dollar fines for price
 fixing and bribery. On a much more sinister note, in the


 1930s, Siemens helped fund the rise of the Nazi Party and
 the secret rearmament of Germany. During the Second


 World War, Siemens backed the Hitler regime in return for
 lucrative contracts, contributed to the aggressive war effort


 and participated in the “Nazification” of the economy.
 Siemens had many factories in and around notorious
 concentration camps to build electric switches for the
 military. In Auschwitz, tens of thousands of prisoners


 worked in a Siemens factory that supplied the camp with
 electricity.


During the final years of the war, Siemens moved its
 manufacturing to regions unaffected by Allied bombings.
 By the end of the war, Siemens was operating almost 400


 alternative or relocated manufacturing plants, which
 supplied electrical parts to concentration camps.


 Malnutrition and death were common in the camp factories.
 The factories were created, run, and supplied by the SS,
 which under Himmler’s command was responsible for


 crimes against humanity during World War II, in conjunction
 with company officials. During this time, Siemens used
 forced and slave labour at Ravensbrück concentration
 camp and in the Auschwitz subcamp of Bobrek, among


 others.
After 1945, Hermann von Siemens, head of the company,


 was charged with war crimes. The charges were later







 dropped and he was reinstated to help the Anglo-American
 imperialists rebuild Germany as a bulwark against the


 Soviet Union, which had led the world’s people in defeating
 the Nazis. Recent events have reawakened Siemens’ Nazi
 past. In 1998, Siemens was forced to set up a special fund
 to pay millions of dollars in compensation to people used


 as slave labourers during the Nazi era. In 2002, public
 opinion forced Siemens to abandon its plan to register the


 trademark “Zyklon” for a new line of products including gas
 ovens, the same name as the poison gas — Zyklon B —


 used to exterminate prisoners in Nazi death camps.
--------------------------------------------------


————–


http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Siemens
Ravensbrueck.


The major private firm that used slave labor at Ravensbrück
 was the Siemens Electric Company, today the second


 largest electric company in the world. In a separate camp
 adjoining the main one, Siemens “employed” the women to


 make electrical components for V-1 and V-2 rockets.


During the second World War, Siemens supported the Hitler
 regime, contributed to the war effort and participated in the
 “Nazification” of the economy. Siemens had many factories
 in and around notorious concentration camps[8][9] to build


 electric switches for military uses.[10] In one example,
 almost 100,000 men and women from Auschwitz worked in
 a Siemens factory inside the camp, supplying the electricity


 to the camp.


A series of depositions, trials, and appeals brought to light
 the conduct of Siemens during the Nazi regime.


 Contemporary scholars have been uncovering some of the
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 atrocities of Siemens during this time, including forced and
 slave labor at Ravensbrück and in the Auschwitz subcamp


 of Bobrek, among others. Additionally, the company
 supplied electrical parts to concentration camps and death
 camps. The factories had poor working conditions, where


 malnutrition and death were common. Also, the scholarship
 has shown that the camp factories were created, run, and
 supplied by the SS, in conjunction with company officials,


 sometimes high-level officials. [11]
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West German Industry and the Challenge of the Nazi Past,
 1945-1955


Author(s): Wiesen, S. Jonathan
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S. Jonathan Wiesen, West German Industry and the
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Reviewed for H-BUSINESS and EH.NET by L. M.
 Stallbaumer-Beishline, Associate 


Professor of History, Bloomsburg University of
 Pennsylvania 


How do businessmen or corporate executives come to
 terms with accusations of 


criminality? S. Jonathan Wiesen (Assistant Professor at
 Southern Illinois 


University at Carbondale) raises this question in his study of
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 West German 
industry’s publicity and public relations efforts in the first


 decade after the 
Second World War. Because industrialists were reinventing


 their public image as 
entrepreneurs (“Unternehmer”), it is assumed that they were


 repressing memories 
of the Nazi past. However, Wiesen convincingly illustrates


 that industrialists 
were pre-occupied with the Nazi past by going behind the


 scenes to discover how 
they developed their public relations tactics through such


 venues as industrial 
organizations, publications, and trade fairs. While Wiesen is


 primarily 
interested in formal, institutional behavior, he also


 scrutinizes the endeavors 
of individual industrialists. He raises questions of universal


 importance about 
the place of morality in corporate behavior and how memory


 can be engineered 
and promoted. 


To illustrate the urgency, indeed obsession, felt by
 industrialists to explain 


their Nazi past, Wiesen cites the example of the German
 electrical firm, 


Siemens & Halske. The company’s managing board,
 although surrounded by the 


ruins of war in July 1945, composed manuscripts to explain
 its corporate 


behavior. Why the urgent need? Siemens wanted to deny
 war crime allegations 


being leveled against it by the Allied powers and to remind
 the public of the 







significant role that the company would play in the
 reconstruction of Germany. 


By analyzing how the manuscript was drafted and edited,
 Wiesen reveals a number 


of rationalizations offered by many industrialists: they were
 simply doing 


business, held no political views (yet attempted to resist
 Nazi policies), 


could not avoid using forced labor, and at least in the case
 of Siemens, 


“worker friendly.” (p. 38) Wiesen is critical of Siemens’s
 behavior, yet places 


it in the context of its time and demonstrates the urgent
 need that the Siemens 


directorate felt to explain its Nazi past. 
The bulk of Wiesen’s monograph is devoted to how industry


 came to promote a 
collective identity in order to soften Allied occupation


 policies, to improve 
its public image with domestic and foreign trading partners,


 and to check the 
growing power of organized labor. Initially, these attempts


 were ad hoc 
responses to immediate needs. For example, heavy industry


 supported the 
creation of the so-called Industry Office, that was devoted to


 the collection 
and organization of documents that could be used by


 German defendants in Allied 
tribunals and in denazification procedures. Yet, Wiesen also


 demonstrates that 
industrialists were sensitive to charges of crude apologetics


 as evidenced by 
his examination of Ruhr industrialists’s cautious attitude







 towards the 
publication of August Heinrichsbauer’s Schwerindustrie und


 Politik. 
The more significant development in promoting collective


 identity was the 
decision of the Bundesverband der Deutschen Industrie


 (BDI or Federation of 
German Industry) and the Bundesvereinigung deutscher


 Arbeitgeberverbande (BdA 
or Federation of German Employwers’ Associations) to fund


 the public relations 
organization that eventually became known as the


 Deutsches Industrieinstitut 
(DI, later renamed the Institut der Deutschen Wirtschaft). The


 first director 
of the DI was Fritz Hellwig, who was one of the “new breed


 of image makers” 
that included in its ranks, Fritz Berg, Carl Hundhausen, and


 Herbert Gross, all 
of whom promoted American business concepts of publicity


 and public relations. 
In its numerous publications, references to the Nazi past


 were intended to 
portray the businessman as a victim of the totalitarian


 regime. The Di’s 
tactics proves that it was tacitly admitting the damage done


 to its reputation 
during the Nazi era. Far from ignoring the Nazi past, the DI


 acknowledged its 
existence and in response was putting forth the image of the


 businessman as 
Unternehmer and the “unsung hero of industrial capitalism.”


 (p. 118) How the DI 
and other publicists promoted this image (e.g. through trade







 fairs and 
publications) and its efforts to woo organized labor through


 the promise of a 
middle-class standard of living is then examined in


 subsequent chapters. 
While the DI formally represented industry, it did not


 preclude individual 
firms from attempting to improve their public images. For


 example, Wiesen 
explores two ill-fated publications commissioned by


 Vereinigte Stahlwerke: a 
twenty-fifth anniversary commemorative history of the


 company and a biography 
of Albert Voegler. In each case, Wiesen clearly demonstrates


 in fascinating 
detail that these were crude attempts at “corporate


 whitewash” by describing 
why the volumes were initially conceived, how they were


 edited by those 
involved in the project, and why the initial enthusiasm for


 both works died 
down. A more ambitious project was undertaken by Alfried


 Krupp, in 
collaboration with conservatives in the United States, when


 he was approached 
to subsidize the research and writing of Louis Lochner’s


 Tycoons and Tyrants: 
German Industry from Hitler to Adenauer. Lochner


 essentially portrayed German 
industrialists as embattled businessmen, who should now


 be allowed to rebuild 
Germany through free enterprise. By examining the motives


 behind this project, 
Wiesen again demonstrates that industry was trying to







 reinvent itself, because 
it was pre-occupied with the Nazi past.


Wiesen’s study is a compelling analysis of how West
 German industry’s 


development of public relations was a response to the
 immediate Nazi past. 


Because Wiesen is concerned with formal, institutional
 memory, particularly 


represented by the DI, he uses terms such as industry,
 business, and big 


business interchangeably. Yet the DI represented a broad
 range of companies 


from relatively small family firms to large conglomerations,
 so one is still 


left wondering if the voice of the DI leadership was
 representative. Wiesen 


raises questions about ethics and morality that are useful to
 business 


historians generally. He judiciously points out the hypocrisy
 of 


industrialists’s claims that they were victims of a totalitarian
 regime. 


Moreover, Wiesen’s study points out the need for more
 research on 


twentieth-century German business history: the relationship
 between capitalism, 


fascism, and business ethics. Why did industrialists have
 little or no moral 


compunction in such activities as exploiting forced labor or
 involving itself 


in “aryanization”? Why did conservatives in the United
 States so readily 


identify with their business counterparts in Germany after
 the war? What was 







the impact of West German industry’s attempts to reinvent
 its public image? 


Wiesen hints at the possible impact, but he is reluctant to
 discuss German 


attempts at “coming to terms with the past”
 (Vergangenheitsbewaeltigung) 


because this has only been measured in absolute terms of
 success or lack 


thereof. Rigid standards leave no room for the gray areas
 Wiesen discovered. 


Yet, the concept might still serve a useful heuristic purpose.
 Wiesen’s study 


is a convincingly well-research monograph that business
 and German historians 


will find incredibly useful. 
L. M. Stallbaumer-Beishline is an Associate Professor of


 History at Bloomsburg 
University of Pennsylvania, where she teaches modern


 German history and is 
researching a monograph on the Flick Concern during the


 Nazi era.
Subject(s): Industry: Manufacturing and Construction


Geographic Area(s): Europe
Time Period(s): 20th Century: WWII and post-WWII
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SIEMENS-WERKEN / SIEMENS FACTORIES


Play video
Siemens Products: Ravensbrück, Buchenwald and
 Auschwitz Concentration Camps.The Crematorium
 ovens at Buchenwald still bear the Siemens name .
 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Siemens_AG "Siemens
 should…
00:03:35
Added on 9/21/08
1,552 views



https://blu177.mail.live.com/ol/

http://www.youtube.com/





 


 


Siemens


Siemens was a leading corporate
 participant in Hitler’s “death through work program;” with


 slave labor factories at the following death camps:
 Auschwitz, Buchenwald, Flossenberg, Gross Rosen,


 Mauthausen, Neuengamme, Ravensbruck,
 & Sachsenhausen


In late 1944, at the height of World War II, Siemens’ total
 workforce of 244,000 included 50,000 people who had been


 put to work against their will. The overall number of
 people who served as forced labor at Siemens during the


 war years was even higher.
The major private firm that used slave labor at Ravensbrück


 was the Siemens Electric Company, today the second
 largest electric company in the world. In a separate camp



http://holocaustonline.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/07/siemens.jpg





 adjoining the main one, Siemens “employed” the women to
 make electrical components for V-1 and V-2 rockets. The


 women usually worked for twelve hours a day, under
 conditions of extreme exploitation. Women also worked at
 some of the most difficult tasks, including construction.
 They were used like animals, with twelve to fourteen of


 them pulling a huge roller to pave the streets,
In addition to the profitable business of working people to
 death at Nazi concentration camps, Siemens did quite well


 in the so-called “Aryanization Program,” which was
 essentially the expropriation of Jewish businesses for
 resale at bargain basement prices to approved German


 companies
Siemens general director during the Holocaust, Rudolf


 Bingel, was one of the senior German business leaders
 active in the notorious Himmlerkreis, the Circle of Friends


 of Reichsfuhrer SS Heinrich Himmler. The companies
 represented in Himmler’s circle became pacesetters in
 Aryanization, exploitation of concentration camp labor,
 seizure of foreign companies in the occupied territories,


 and similar business ventures that depended on SS
 cooperation.


The National Socialist economy and the war years (1933 –
 1945)


Siemens
Corporate history: They admit that “ Siemens’ total


 workforce of 244,000 included some 50,000 people who had
 been put to work against their will. The overall number of
 men and women who served as forced labor at Siemens


 during the war years was, however, higher”
Exhibition:


The Nazi Era
Forced Labor


Siemens



https://www.siemens.com/history/en/history/1933_1945_the_national_socialist_economy_and_the_war_years.htm

https://www.siemens.com/history/en/history/1933_1945_the_national_socialist_economy_and_the_war_years.htm

http://www.vg100.de/en/ns-zeit.htm

http://www.vg100.de/en/ns-zeit.htm

http://www.vg100.de/en/ns-zeit.htm





Presentation: Siemens – An Examination of Ethics and
 Responsibility


Prezi
Slave Labor


Center for Holocaust and Genocide Studies
University of Minnesota


Siemens opens Nazi camp file
The Jewish Chronicle Online


Siemens follows V.W.’s lead in starting slave laborers fund
JTA


YouTube Video:
SIEMENS FACTORIES


 


 


   ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---     Siemens - Ah, yes. Siemens, more than any other


 company, owes it all to the Nazis. Although the company
 has existed in one form or another all the way back to the
 19th Century, Siemens was in deep trouble after WWI and


 the Great Depression… that is, until those crazy Nazi
 allowed Siemens to fill its factories full of slave laborers
 from the Camps. After that, Siemens is responsible for


 everything from Germany’s Railways, Communications,
 power generation, munitions manufacture, you name it. As
 Cracked.com puts it: “At the height of the Nazi terror during


 the 1940s, it was not atypical for a slave worker to build
 electrical switches for Siemens in the morning and be


 snuffed out in a Siemens-made gas chamber in the
 afternoon.” Even the destruction of four fifths of the


 companies factories during WWII was not enough to keep
 Siemens down. Siemens has already been forced to settle a
 major lawsuit in 1998 brought by Holocaust survivors, but
 even with that $1.2 billion price tag in 2002 Siemens was in



http://prezi.com/luetho8eatdp/siemens-an-examination-of-ethics-and-responsibility/

http://prezi.com/luetho8eatdp/siemens-an-examination-of-ethics-and-responsibility/

http://chgs.umn.edu/museum/exhibitions/ravensbruck/slaveLabor.html

http://www.thejc.com/news/world-news/46062/siemens-opens-nazi-camp-file

http://www.jta.org/1998/09/24/life-religion/features/siemens-follows-v-w-s-lead-in-starting-slave-laborers-fund

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=y3gDhUBglbE

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=y3gDhUBglbE

http://www.cracked.com/article_15767_third-reich-fortune-500-five-popular-brands-nazis-gave-us.html

http://www.thefreelibrary.com/Holocaust+litigation:+asking+the+courts+to+right+a+historic+wrong-a063795747





 the news again, after it tried to trademark the term “Zyklon”
 (which means “cyclone” in German) to be used in products


 such as vacuum cleaners (Hmm…) and Gas Ovens (holy
 shit!) in Germany.


--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
--


Siemens: An Examination of Ethics and Responsibility


Group 1 GRBA 898 Fall 2013


by Ann Collura on 14 September 2013 474
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·         Claude Grimes · 88 days ago


Ann I would like to reference your presentation in
 research I am doing may I have a copy of it.


 claudegrimes@msn.com


Please log in to add your comment. 
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Transcript of Siemens: An Examination of Ethics and Responsibility


Siemens: An Examination of Ethics and Responsibility
Early History
World War II


Scandal and Corruption
1975-present


Espionage
A Business Built to Bribe


Cash Desks
Conclusion


Corporate ethics policies are only as good as the
 management's commitment to instilling an ethical company


 culture. Siemens has become a global powerhouse with



http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/business/2233890.stm

http://prezi.com/user/anncollura/

http://prezi.com/login/?next=/luetho8eatdp/

http://prezi.com/dmca/luetho8eatdp/





 360,000 employees; there are bound to be some bad apples,
 but it is imperative that the company move away from


 keeping all of their apples in a "bad barrel" where
 corruption is a rampant way of life. Encouraging ethical


 behavior as they move into the future will insure success
 and mitigate liability.


Complicity, Atrocities, and Siemens's role in the Nazi
 agenda


1930's - 1945
Connecting the world through communication


Improving Transportation
Effects of the First World War


Developing German infrastructure
Advances in transportation (3)


Devastation of WWI and the rebuilding of the company (4)
The dynamo-electric principle (2)


Linking the planet (2)
Factories in Auschwitz, Ravensbruck, and Nuremberg


 concentration camps, among others (5), (7)
Lawsuits and court documents reveal extent of atrocities (8),


 (9)
50,000 active Siemens “employees” were working against


 their will in late 1944 (6)
Helped Develop V2 Rocket in 1944
Thousands of military casualties 


Thousands more slave laborer deaths (10)
1945 – Hermann von Siemens


Arrested in 1945 (11) 


Slave Labor Compensation
Established $12M fund for remuneration (12) 







The Siemens-Schuckert Werke (SSW) D.I was accepted for
 production, and on 25th November 1916 an initial order for
 150 machines was placed. Production was somewhat tardy,
 airframes being held up for their engines and a later order


 (21st March 1917) for 100 machines was cancelled, as it was
 found that by mid 1917 performance of the S.S.W. D I was


 no longer up to requirements.
http://www.wwiaviation.com/Siemens-Schuckert.html


Adolf Hitler speaking on Nov 10, 1933 at a Siemens plant
 (V1)


The complaints in multiple lawsuits allege that before and
 during World War II Siemens was a major German


 corporation manufacturing, among other things, electronics
 and communications equipment essential to the ability of
 the Third Reich to wage its war of conquest. The shortage
 of manpower in Germany became acute and in order to fill


 the needs of German industry there was developed a
 system of involuntary forced laborers. These slave laborers
 were drawn from the conquered nations, Russian prisoners


 of war and the concentration camps.
This image is of The Shannon Scheme in Ireland. Siemens


 was hired to carry out this large project due to its
 advancements in engineering and reputation for success in


 building large plants.


http://www.asce.org/People-and-
Projects/Projects/Landmarks/Shannon-Hydroelectric-


Scheme/


The relief sought in the Siemens cases is (i) an accounting
 to Siemens' slave laborers for any profits or economic
 benefits derived by Siemens or any of its wholly-owned


 American subsidiaries from the knowing, systematic use of
 slave labor; (ii) payment to the slave laborers and their heirs



http://www.wwiaviation.com/Siemens-Schuckert.html

http://www.asce.org/People-and-Projects/Projects/Landmarks/Shannon-Hydroelectric-Scheme/

http://www.asce.org/People-and-Projects/Projects/Landmarks/Shannon-Hydroelectric-Scheme/

http://www.asce.org/People-and-Projects/Projects/Landmarks/Shannon-Hydroelectric-Scheme/





 the reasonable value of their services to Siemens; (iii)
 compensatory and punitive damages for Siemens' knowing
 use of slave labor and imposing barbaric working and living


 conditions; (iv) impressing a constructive trust upon all
 assets owned or controlled by Siemens that are traceable to
 the systematic use of slave labor, together with reasonable
 interest thereon; (v) reasonable attorneys' fees and experts'


 fees; and (vi) costs of suit.
http://www.siemens.com/history/en/news/1209_hermann-


von-siemens.htm
Economy or Genocide?


According to the Wannsee Protocol, death was the desired
 result of Jewish labor, not economic productivity. Slaves


 are expected to obey and work. Jews, conceived of in
 Germany as being evil and destructive to the moral and


 social order, were expected to suffer and die. Slaves are to
 be fed adequately and kept healthy, so that they can


 produce. Jews were purposely starved, so that they would
 weaken and die.


Bribery
Contract Tampering


Security Issues
Cartel Accusations


Iran
Siemens led the construction of the Bushehr nuclear facility


 beginning in 1975


Zyklon Trademark
2002 (19)


Zyklon B was the poisonous gas used in Nazi extermination
 camps 


Siemens filed two applications with the US Patent &



http://www.siemens.com/history/en/news/1209_hermann-von-siemens.htm

http://www.siemens.com/history/en/news/1209_hermann-von-siemens.htm





 Trademark for products with Zyklon brand 


Product line included home appliances including gas ovens 


Siemens retreated once scrutinized for this insensitive
 oversight 


Athens Olympic Games
2004


After the 1979 revolution Siemens was forced to abandon
 the project due to the sanctions against Iran


Siemens used third parties to continue to ship parts to
 Bushehr 


Most recently, Siemens software was targeted by the
 Stuxnet virus in 2010 


Spy Equipment in Iran
-- Nokia Siemens provided Iran with monitoring equipment


-- Used to monitor data and voice communications for
 certain words and phrases


-- Activists say the government is using it to crack down on
 dissenters


-- Siemens insists equipment is used for lawful intercept


Siemens had a lobbyist that worked closely with the
 Department of National Defence in the past (18).


The Canadian government changed the bidding terms to
 favor Siemens over MIL Systems and Fleetway Inc.


Siemens was bidding on a multi-million dollar contract to
 service warships for the Canadian Navy (17).


Nigeria
Iraq


UN Oil-For-Food program







Enel is Italy's largest power company and the second largest
 utility listed in Europe by installed capacity. The Enel group


 operates in 40 countries.
In total, 42 Oil for Food contracts were entered into, and
 secret kickback payments of approximately $1.7 million
 were made to Iraqi controlled accounts in order to avoid


 detection by the U.N. Total revenues on the contracts were
 over $124 million with profits of approximately $38,226,537.


 The payments were characterized as after sales service
 fees; however, no services were actually rendered. The
 ASSFs were effectively bribes paid to the Iraqi regime,
 which Siemens improperly disguised on its books and
 records by rnischaracterizing the bribes as legitimate


 commissions.
http://www.sec.gov/litigation/complaints/2008/comp20829.pdf


Argentina
2008


2008: Siemens and Argentine subsidiary plead guilty to
 violations of the Foreign Corrupt Practices Act


Bribery accusations in national identity card program


Unsavory political alliances


Companies paid $1.15 billion more to settle charges brought
 by SEC and Munich prosecutors


Brazil
2013


Paulo Stark, chief executive of Siemens’ Brazilian unit, said
 in a statement that the company is cooperating with anti-


trust officials as they investigate charges that Siemens and
 other companies formed a cartel that raised the price of







 contracts to build and operate train and subway lines
 between 1990 and 2007.


Brazil Metro in Sao Paulo: 
http://www.smartplanet.com/blog/bulletin/siemens-accused-


of-public-transit-cartel-in-brazil/26687


Germany
2008


The Federal Intelligence Service (BND) had a representative
 on the board at Siemens. 


Siemens became the largest supplier of technology like
 wiretap-proof phones for the BND.


Siemens supplied surveillance and wiretap equipment to
 several other countries, which the BND used to its


 advantage.


The BND potentially had access to codes that would let
 them spy on other countries' networks.


2001
Security system C4I used at Games (20) 


Bribed Greek officers of the government to win contract for
 security at Games (20) 


System did not work properly (21) 


Agreement with Ministry of Defense cost 250 million Euro
 (21) 


Payment Intermediaries
Consultants







Barschecks
Bearer Checks
Slush Funds


Confidential Payment System
Internal Commission Accounts


Securities and Exchange Commission Charges
2011


2011: SEC announces civil bribery charges against 7
 executives, and criminal charges against 6 of them


10 year bribery scheme to win billion dollar contract; once
 contract was canceled, more bribes were paid to cover up


 the initial bribes


Shell companies, Swiss bank accounts, smuggling, cover
 ups


Cleaning House: NPR Interviews Peter Solmssen
Management, Leadership, and Change


Peter Löscher and Peter Solmssen
Business Conduct Guidelines


2009
Monitoring and Enforcement (39)


Investigation


Amnesty
Prosecution


Streamlined organizational structure
Values: Innovative-Excellent-Responsible


Bribery & Corruption
Legal Challenges


Management
Policy







Culture and Commitment
Werner von Siemens


Siemens & Halske Pointer Telegraph (1)
Company Origins


Development of German Infrastructure 
To play video: click Pause button in bottom left corner of


 Prezi, then click Play button on bottom left corner of
 YouTube video 


To play video: click Pause button in bottom left corner of
 Prezi, then click Play button on bottom left corner of


 YouTube video 
To play video: click Pause button in bottom left corner of


 Prezi, then click Play button on bottom left corner of
 YouTube video 


References
Siemens Executives Charged in Wrongdoing


Uriel Sharef – A former managing board member at Siemens
 from July 2000 to December 2007. He met in the United


 States with payment intermediaries and agreed to pay $27
 million in bribes to Argentine officials in connection with


 the DNI contract.
Siemens Executives Charged in Wrongdoing


Andres Truppel –CFO of Siemens Argentina from 1996 to
 2002. He regularly communicated with Argentine


 government officials regarding illicit bribe payments and
 participated in U.S.based meetings where bribes were


 negotiated and promised.
Siemens Executives Charged in Wrongdoing


Stephan Signer –Replaced Bock as Commercial Head of
 Major Projects for SBS and later became Head of Business


 Operations and Finance at Siemens IT Solutions and
 Services. He authorized the payment of bribes to


 government officials in Argentina.
Bernd Regendantz –CFO of SBS from February 2002 to 2004.







 He authorized two bribe payments totaling approximately
 $10 million on Siemens' behalf.


Carlos Sergi –A former board member of Siemens Argentina
 and a business consultant for Siemens Argentina. His
 primary role was to serve as a payment intermediary


 between Siemens and Argentine government officials in
 connection with the DNI contract.


Ulrich Bock – Former Commercial Head of Major Projects for
 Siemens Business Services (SBS) from October 1995 to
 2001. As the officer responsible for the DNI contract, he


 authorized bribe payments to Argentine government
 officials.


Herbert Steffen –CEO of Siemens Argentina from 1983 to
 1989 and again in 1991, and Group President of Siemens


 Transportation Systems from 1996 to 2003. Due to his
 longstanding connections in Argentina and Latin America,


 Steffen was recruited by Sharef and met directly with
 Argentine officials and offered bribe payments on behalf of


 Siemens.
Siemens is alleged to have paid $10.3 million to two


 Brazilian officials as part of a vast corruption scheme in
 public contracts with the transit authority. (28)


Outside law firm found widespread corruption steered out of
 Germany


"Go where the evidence takes you"
"Tell us the whole story and we will not fire you or punish


 you"
130 people stepped forward with information


People who were caught and did not ask for amnesty were
 fired and prosecuted


Bribery was a big part of the Siemens culture until 2007


"Clean business is good business"
"The management of Siemens throughout the world shall







 actively foster the widespread distribution of the Business
 Conduct Guidelines and see to it that they are


 implemented."


http://www.siemens.com/sustainability/pool/cr-
framework/business_conduct_guidelines_e.pdf


"Employees may not obtain competitive intelligence by
 using industrial espionage, bribery, theft or electronic


 eavesdropping, or communicate knowingly false
 information about a competitor or its products or services."


Change and Communication
New rules and Compliance Department overhaul


500 Compliance Officers hired
Compliance hotline and external reporting system


Training
To play video: click Pause button in bottom left corner of


 Prezi, then click Play button on bottom left corner of
 YouTube video 


Compliance Helpdesk
Continuous Evaluation


Employee Survey
Incentives


Prevent-Detect-Respond
Vigilance and Integrity


Italy
http://www.npr.org/2012/05/01/151745671/companies-can-


recovery-from-bribery-scandals
Early History


Second World War
Scandals and Corruption


Bribery, Culture, Management, Policy
Images


Images and videos are used solely for educational







 purposes. We do not own the rights to any videos or
 images found within this presentation. No copyright


 infringement is intended.
(13),(14)
(15),(16)


Frontline/World: The Victims of Corruption (V2)
(22),(23),(24)
(25),(26),(27)


(29)
(30),(31),(32)


(32)
(32)
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(33),(34)
Compliance - Peter Y. Solmssen at the Hannover Messe


 2012(V5)
Made in Germany | Siemens: No Leniency for Executives


 (V4)
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(38)
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From: Mike Grella
To: john.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: Public Comments to FRA DEIS: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 2:32:08 PM
Attachments: Boat Count Report.pdf
Importance: High


This report should be considered along with the earlier submittal, this date, from the Jupiter Inlet
 District.
 
Mike Grella, AICP, CDM
Director, Jupiter Inlet District
 


From: Kenneth R. Craig [mailto:KCraig@Taylorengineering.com] 
Sent: Monday, November 24, 2014 2:10 PM
To: Mike Grella
Subject: Boat Count Report
 
Mike,
 
Here you go. Let me know if you want any changes.
 
Thanks,
Ken
 


Kenneth R. Craig, P.E.
Vice President, Coastal Engineering
 


10151 Deerwood Park Blvd.


Bldg. 300, Suite 300


Jacksonville, FL 32256


Phone (904) 731-7040


Direct (904) 256-1334


Fax (904) 731-9847


Mobile (904) 472-9811
 


This message may contain confidential information. If you have received this message by mistake, please inform the sender
 by sending an e-mail reply. At the same time, please delete the message and any attachments from your system without
 making, distributing, or retaining any copies. Although all of our e-mail messages and any attachments are automatically
 virus scanned upon sending, we assume no responsibility for any loss or damage arising from their receipt and/or use.


 



mailto:mgrella@jupiterinletdistrict.org

mailto:john.winkle@dot.gov

http://taylorengineering.com/
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Loxahatchee River Railroad Bridge Boat Count Project 



Project Summary 



Introduction 



 The Jupiter Inlet District Board of Commissioners seeks to better understand the level of boating 



traffic at and around the Loxahatchee River Railroad Bridge. The impetus for this derives from a plan by 



All Aboard Florida – Operations LLC (AAF) to develop passenger rail traffic between south Florida and 



Orlando. Impacts from this project include a projected additional 32 trains (made up of both 



northbound and southbound trains) crossing the Loxahatchee River. These trips will result in additional 



bridge closings and subsequent impacts to navigation. The Loxahatchee River Railroad Bridge Boat 



Count Project (Project) seeks to accurately count the number of boats passing through the bridge during 



daylight hours. The project is also collecting ancillary data associated with bridge operations. 



 



Equipment 



 The Project involves collecting and analyzing time lapse 



video of the Loxahatchee River Railroad Bridge draw span opening 



during daylight hours over a one year period. The centerpiece of the 



video system is a Brinno TLC 200 TimeLapse HD Video Camera 



(Figure 1). The relatively inexpensive camera is powered by 4 



standard AA batteries and records data directly to removable SD 



format memory cards (32 GB max). Table 1 displays customized 



settings applied throughout the 



Project after some minor 



experimentation early in the process. 



The capture rate defines how 



frequently the camera records a 



frame of video – in this case every 20 



seconds. The capture rate was first estimated based on the camera positions and expected vessel speed 



through the field of view. Trial and error during the initial deployment confirmed that 20 seconds is the 



appropriate value. The camera automatically stitches sequential images together to produce an AVI 



Figure 1. Brinno TLC 200 TimeLapse HD 
Video Camera inside ATH110 Weather 
Resistant Housing 



Table 1. Standard Camera Settings 



Parameter Setting 



Capture Rate 20 seconds 



AVI Frame Rate 5 fps 



Band Filter None 



LED Display On 



Output Resolution 1280x720 pixels 



Time & Date Set On 



Low Light Off 



Time Stamp On 



Image Quality Best 



Firmware V 1.00.0 and V 1.02.3 
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format video file. All data are stored on the 32 GB SD card. The combination of capture rate, 4 AA 



batteries, and 32 GB of storage yield an average deployment of approximately 32 days. 



  Each camera was protected by a double layer of weather 



resistant housing. The first layer involved placing the camera inside an 



ATH110 Weather Resistant Housing (Figure 1). Next, the Project team 



developed a custom housing made from standard 4” PVC fittings to 



provide additional protection from the elements and to facilitate 



mounting (Figure 2).  The combined weather protection has provided 



excellent results to date.  



 At the suggestion of the JID board, the Project includes two 



camera per deployment. The cameras are installed on JID’s channel 



markers #1 and #2 immediately west of the bridge location (Figure 3). 



Each PVC housing is secured to the channel marker piles via two hose 



camps (Figure 4). The external housings have been painted to blend with 



the piles in an effort to deter vandalism.  



 



Figure 3. Camera positions relative to bridge 



 



Maintenance 



 On average every 28 to 32 days, a Project field team services the cameras. Arriving by boat, the 



field team first secures the boat to the pile, loosens the top hose camp, and moves the PVC housing to 



the boat. There they remove the camera from the two housings, install 4 fresh AA batteries, and swap 



Figure 2. Custom 4" PVC housing 



Marker #1 



Marker #2 



Approximate Camera 



View Orientation 
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out the SD memory card with a newly formatted blank card. 



They confirm that the camera operated correctly by checking 



that the SD card contains recorded data. The field team 



recalibrates the camera’s internal date and time, examines the 



camera’s lens and internal housing for any signs of clouding 



(treating with Rain-X when warranted), and begins recording 



video. They replace the camera in the housings and return the 



housing to the channel marker pile ensuring the correct field of 



view is maintained. The same procedure then occurs at the 



second camera. Finally, before leaving the scene, the field crew 



runs the boat through a slow back and forth pattern within the 



cameras’ field of view. This portion of the video provides a 



reference for video processors since the dimensions of the field 



crew’s boat are known. 



 



Video Processing 



 With the SD memory cards in hand, a quick quality 



control procedure occurs. The check involves opening each file 



to identify the timestamp associated with the first frame of the video. The file is subsequently renamed 



to help identify the location and time period associated with the data. An example of the filename 



convention is: 



“MM_YYYY-MM-DD_HHMMSS.AVI” 



where MM stands for the channel marker holding the camera (M1 or M2), YYYY-MM-DD is the year, 



month, and day associated with the first frame of the video (e.g., 2014-06-08), and HHMMSS is the time 



stamp of the first frame (e.g., 062152  06 = hour (24 hr clock), 21 = minutes, and 52 = seconds).  



 Video processing results in vessel data entry into a spreadsheet. Reviewers proceed frame-by-



frame through the videos and record an entry for each boat observed. Jet skis, kayaks, and 



paddleboards, as well as boats not passing through the draw span of the bridge are ignored. Entries 



include the date/time, direction of travel, estimated vessel length, and estimated air draft. On heavy 



traffic days, determining the sequence of boats passing through the bridge requires careful processing 



as multiple vessels can appear in a single frame.  



 In addition to the boat data, the cameras also record bridge operations. At each bridge closure, 



reviewers record the date/time stamps of a) the first movement of bridge closure, b) the first frame 



showing the passing train (if any), c) the last frame of the passing train (if any), and d) the first frame of 



the bridge opening. Both the opening and closing operations consistently run between 80 and 100 



seconds (assumed average of 90 seconds). In some instances, the bridge will close without a train 



crossing. These closures appear to facilitate maintenance operations on the bridge.  



 Finally, the cameras are set to operate during daylight hours. Each day as the sun sets, the 



cameras enter sleep mode to conserve both battery power and memory space. Tests activating the low 



light function of the camera during evening hours proved ineffective. Often when the camera either 



Figure 4. Installed camera housing 
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enters or comes out of sleep mode the bridge is in the down position. Reviewers record only observed 



data, so the beginning bridge motion (at dawn) or ending bridge motion (at dusk) may not be visible on 



the video and are therefore omitted from the spreadsheet. Such entries include a note describing the 



scene. 



 



Data Processing 



 Periodically, the raw data are transferred to a master spreadsheet for further processing and 



statistical analysis. The master spreadsheet contains the entire vessel and bridge operation record. 



Several tabs calculate summary statistics for the period of record such as the number of boats for each 



hour of the day for all days in the record. Several histograms present data on the distribution of boats by 



hour, by boat length, and by air draft. Taylor Engineering presents a series of summary charts to the JID 



board monthly.  



 



Period of Record 



 Data collection began during the afternoon of January 14th, 2014. Therefore, the first full day of 



data collection was Wednesday, January 15th, 2014. As noted above, data are recorded only during 



daylight hours. To date, the period of record is continuous with two exceptions. The first data gap 



resulted from camera failure between Thursday May 8th and Tuesday May 13th, a total of 6 lost days. The 



second data gap occurred between Wednesday, August 13th and Tuesday, September 2nd, a total of 21 



lost days. Table 2 presents the current period of records as of the date of this report. Plans call to collect 



and process data through January 2015 to produce a total period of record covering a full year with the 



exception of the data gaps mentioned above. 



Table 2. Period of Record 



Start Stop Total Days 



January 15, 2014*  May 7, 2014 113 



May 14, 2014 August 12, 2014 91 



September 3, 2014 September 30, 2014 28 



October 1, 2014** January 15, 2015** 107 



*  First full day of data 



**  Planned period of record pending 
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ANALYSES – BOAT COUNTS 



Total Boat Counts 



 As noted above, the period of record (to date) covers the time frame from January 2014 to 



September 2014. Table 3 and Figure 5 present the total boats counted during each month. Notably, the 



months of January, May, August, and September include fewer than the maximum possible days. As 



such, the average boats per day totals (Figure 6) represent a normalized presentation of the data.  



Table 3. Total Boats Counted per Month 



Month Days 
Total 
Boats 



Counted 



Average 
Boats 



per Day 



Jan-14 18 1,964 109.1 



Feb-14 28 6,073 216.9 



Mar-14 31 7,220 232.9 



Apr-14 30 7,979 266.0 



May-14 25 7,791 311.6 



Jun-14 30 8,318 277.3 



Jul-14 31 8,782 283.3 



Aug-14 12 3,462 288.5 



Sep-14 28 4,457 159.2 



 Total 56,046  



 



 



Figure 6. Monthly Average Boats per Day 



 July 2014 represents the peak month for total number of boats counted (8,782) while May 2014 



produced the highest average number of boats per day (311.6). Interestingly, the summer months 



appear to experience higher boat traffic than the fall and winter months. This runs counter to the 
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Figure 5. Total Boats Counted per Month 
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seasonal population variation where south Florida counties see a large influx of residents and vistors 



during the winter months – commonly referred to as snowbird season. 



 



Boats per Day of Week 



 The following discussion considers the data in terms of the day of week. As noted in Table 4 and 



Figure 7, the weekends constitute the peak traffic days while weekdays show considerably lower 



averages. Sundays are the highest traffic days with an average of 546.7 boats per day passing under the 



bridge. Saturdays also typically see high traffic levels with an average of 438.8 boats per day. Fridays and 



Mondays are generally much lower than the weekend days while Tuesdays, Wednesdays, and Thursday 



produce the lowest recorded traffic levels. Notably, the lowest average number of boats for any given 



day of the week is 116.3 on Tuesdays.  



Table 4. Boat Count Statistics by Day of Week 



Day of the 
Week 



Total Boats 
Counted 



Count Average Maximum Minimum 
Standard 
Deviation 



Sun 18,042 33 546.7 961 226 170.9 



Mon 5,411 33 164.0 1,022 53 166.4 



Tues 3,954 34 116.3 217 16 50.3 



Wed 3,991 34 117.4 262 19 59.0 



Thurs 3,965 33 120.2 271 2 71.4 



Fri 6,201 33 187.9 519 49 104.3 



Sat 14,482 33 438.8 864 114 179.5 



Grand Total 56,046 233 240.5 1022 2  



 



 



 



Peak Traffic 



 Month 



 Day 



 Hour 



 



 



 



Table 5 provides a list of the 34 highest traffic days within the period of record. Each of these 



days experienced at least 500 boats passing through the bridge. Similiarly, 49 days experienced at least 



400 boats, 61 days had over 300 boats, 91 days had over 200 boats. In fact 162 of the 232 full days with 



data experienced traffic equal to or greater than 116 boats. 
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Figure 7. Average Boats Counted by Day of Week 











 



7 
 



Interestingly, the Memorial Day weekend (Saturday 



May 24th through Monday May 26th) produced the three 



highest traffic days recorded to date. Combined, this three-



day holiday weekend saw 2,847 boats pass through the 



bridge. 



 



Boats per Hour 



Table 6 below summarizes hourly data for each of 



the 9 months in the period of record. Figure 8 shows the 



distribution of all traffic recorded based on the hour of the 



day. The distribution follows a typical bell shape with the 



peak during the 2PM to 3PM hour. Traffic tends to build 



steadily during the early morning hours with a broad peak 



at mid-day from about noon to 4PM or so. Traffic levels 



tend to fall off rapidly afterwards dwindling to very light 



levels just before dark.  



Furthermore, a review of individual hours within 



the record reveal that during 195 separate hours traffic 



equaled or exceeded 60 boats – the equivalent of 1 boat 



per minute passing through the bridge. Similarly, 50 times 



the traffic level equaled or exceeded 90 boats in an hour – 



equivalent to 1.5 boats per minute. Finally, during 5 



separate hours the traffic level reached or exceeded 120 



boats – the equivalent of 2 boats per minute passing 



through the bridge. 



Notably, the data have been corrected to account 



for both Daylight Savings and Standard Time in 



conformance with the local practice. 



 



Table 5. Highest Traffic Days Recorded 



Rank Date 
Boats 



Counted 



1 Mon 5/26 1,022 



2 Sun 5/25 961 



3 Sat 5/24 864 



4 Sun 4/6 833 



5 Sun 4/27 822 



6 Sat 4/26 683 



7 Sun 5/4 682 



8 Sun 8/10 674 



9 Sun 7/20 670 



10 Sun 3/9 656 



11 Sun 3/23 656 



12 Sat 7/12 653 



13 Sun 6/22 652 



14 Sun 5/18 644 



15 Sun 6/15 641 



16 Sat 4/19 634 



17 Sat 7/19 634 



18 Sat 7/5 633 



19 Sun 6/8 629 



20 Sun 3/2 624 



21 Sat 6/28 621 



22 Sat 8/2 612 



23 Sun 2/2 611 



24 Sun 2/16 604 



25 Sun 7/27 601 



26 Sun 7/13 572 



27 Sun 3/30 567 



28 Sat 4/5 562 



29 Sun 2/23 557 



30 Sun 9/28 554 



31 Sat 4/12 536 



32 Fri 7/4 519 



33 Sat 6/21 513 



34 Sun 9/14 500 



 











Table 6. Hourly Boat Traffic Distribution



To
ta



l B
o



at
s



M
o



n
th Total 



Boats/Day
5:00 6:00 7:00 8:00 9:00 10:00 11:00 12:00 13:00 14:00 15:00 16:00 17:00 18:00 19:00 20:00



Avg/hr 0.6 2.1 3.4 5.5 7.4 9.6 13.8 15.3 16.5 15.9 11.6 9.7 1.8



Max/hr 2.0 7.0 8.0 12.0 18.0 24.0 55.0 57.0 74.0 75.0 42.0 36.0 6.0



Min/hr 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0



n 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 18 18 18 18



StdDev 0.8 1.9 2.4 3.7 5.8 8.3 14.3 15.8 20.1 19.4 12.1 10.1 2.0



Avg/hr 1.0 2.2 5.0 7.5 10.0 15.2 20.7 30.8 33.6 35.3 33.6 26.9 20.2 9.0



Max/hr 1.0 7.0 13.0 16.0 34.0 38.0 56.0 100.0 105.0 108.0 92.0 78.0 55.0 16.0



Min/hr 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.0 1.0 0.0 1.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 1.0 1.0 0.0



n 1 28 28 28 28 28 28 28 28 28 28 28 28 28



StdDev 2.1 3.7 4.2 6.3 10.2 13.9 26.2 28.6 28.8 24.3 20.4 12.3 4.4



Avg/hr 0.7 3.8 5.2 7.9 11.4 18.3 23.7 29.9 32.1 31.6 24.6 20.0 14.3 12.8



Max/hr 4.0 12.0 12.0 20.0 39.0 62.0 93.0 103.0 106.0 110.0 80.0 61.0 42.0 33.0



Min/hr 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.0 0.0 1.0 3.0 2.0 5.0 2.0 0.0 1.0 1.0 1.0



n 31 31 31 31 31 31 31 31 31 31 31 31 31 23



StdDev 1.0 3.4 3.0 5.3 9.4 17.8 22.4 29.0 30.1 30.3 23.3 17.4 11.1 9.9



Avg/hr 0.0 2.1 5.1 6.4 9.1 11.7 19.5 24.9 31.2 33.4 32.7 27.5 25.5 18.6 16.0 2.3



Max/hr 1.0 10.0 24.0 15.0 26.0 33.0 67.0 111.0 130.0 134.0 121.0 102.0 97.0 49.0 51.0 13.0



Min/hr 0.0 0.0 1.0 1.0 0.0 2.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 1.0 3.0 2.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.0



n 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30



StdDev 0.2 3.0 5.2 3.7 6.0 9.4 16.3 24.2 33.0 33.1 31.1 27.3 23.7 14.3 12.6 3.3



Avg/hr 0.0 4.2 5.2 7.4 10.8 15.7 23.5 27.9 33.8 37.1 35.7 34.0 28.7 24.4 17.6 5.6



Max/hr 1.0 18.0 22.0 22.0 41.0 56.0 95.0 112.0 109.0 134.0 121.0 104.0 108.0 74.0 59.0 16.0



Min/hr 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0



n 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25



StdDev 0.2 5.2 6.0 5.5 9.0 15.2 26.3 29.8 33.2 40.0 39.4 36.2 30.6 21.5 14.0 4.7



Avg/hr 0.4 4.1 6.0 9.3 11.2 15.2 21.0 27.7 33.0 33.1 33.2 27.0 19.9 15.9 12.8 7.4



Max/hr 3.0 20.0 23.0 17.0 28.0 46.0 74.0 80.0 94.0 93.0 99.0 97.0 67.0 42.0 38.0 29.0



Min/hr 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.0 0.0 3.0 4.0 1.0 7.0 6.0 5.0 4.0 1.0 2.0 0.0 0.0



n 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30



StdDev 0.8 5.2 6.1 4.3 7.6 10.7 18.5 25.1 27.1 26.8 28.1 22.6 15.8 11.6 11.0 6.9
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Table 6. Hourly Boat Traffic Distribution



To
ta



l B
o



at
s



M
o



n
th Total 



Boats/Day
5:00 6:00 7:00 8:00 9:00 10:00 11:00 12:00 13:00 14:00 15:00 16:00 17:00 18:00 19:00 20:00



Hours Starting



JA
N



U
A



R
Y



1
,9



6
4



 



Avg/hr 0.0 4.1 7.9 10.1 12.1 17.5 22.8 26.7 31.8 31.2 28.6 24.8 23.2 18.6 15.0 8.7



Max/hr 0.0 15.0 26.0 27.0 38.0 38.0 67.0 83.0 99.0 88.0 97.0 73.0 71.0 65.0 40.0 27.0



Min/hr 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 1.0 1.0 2.0 1.0 3.0 0.0



n 31 31 31 31 31 31 31 31 31 31 31 31 31 31 31 31



StdDev 0.0 4.1 6.7 6.5 7.6 11.4 18.8 23.6 29.5 23.8 26.0 21.5 19.2 13.9 10.4 7.5



Avg/hr 0.0 4.2 5.3 7.3 11.8 16.3 25.0 28.8 31.8 34.8 33.3 27.2 23.1 18.1 16.9 4.8



Max/hr 0.0 12.0 12.0 14.0 25.0 34.0 52.0 82.0 85.0 78.0 95.0 77.0 69.0 41.0 37.0 17.0



Min/hr 0.0 0.0 1.0 0.0 1.0 2.0 10.0 6.0 8.0 12.0 4.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0



n 12 12 12 12 12 12 12 12 12 12 12 12 12 12 12 12



StdDev 0.0 3.6 3.6 4.5 7.5 9.8 16.4 24.7 22.1 23.4 28.3 23.4 20.7 13.2 11.3 5.5



Avg/hr 0.7 3.3 5.3 7.6 9.5 14.0 15.9 18.1 18.5 16.9 15.2 13.9 12.4 8.0 0.1



Max/hr 2.0 10.0 13.0 23.0 34.0 53.0 73.0 70.0 79.0 67.0 61.0 55.0 43.0 19.0 1.0



Min/hr 0.0 0.0 1.0 2.0 1.0 2.0 1.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 1.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.0



n 28 28 28 28 28 28 28 28 28 28 28 28 28 28 28



StdDev 0.7 3.3 3.5 5.0 8.2 14.9 17.9 19.4 23.2 20.1 15.4 13.1 9.7 6.2 0.3
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Figure 8. Histogram - Boat Distribution by Hour (daylight hours) 



 



Boat Length Distribution 



 Figure 9 presents a histogram of the recorded boat lengths for the period of record. Boat length 



estimates fall within 5 ft range bins and cover boats less than 20 ft, 21 to 25 ft, 26 to 30 ft, 31 ft to 35 ft, 



and greater than 35 ft. Approximately 46% of all recorded boats fall within the less than 20 ft category 



with progressively fewer boats in each of the subsequent larger bins.  



 Notably, boat length plays only a very minor role when considering the navigability of the river 



in the vicinity of the Loxahatchee River Railroad Bridge. 



 



Air Draft Distribution 



 Air draft (Figure 10) plays a key role when addressing local navigability and the impact of bridge 



operations on boat traffic. Air draft estimates focus on the highest fixed segment of a boat. Boats with 



outriggers, bimini tops, and antennae are recorded as if these movable features have been lowered. 



Conversely, T-tops, radar domes, and center console setups are generally fixed features and frequently 



represent the highest fixed point on a boat.  
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Figure 9. Histogram - Distribution by Length (daylight hours) 



 



 



Figure 10. Histogram - Distribution by Air Draft 
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The air draft distribution shows two peaks – a large peak for boats with air draft less than 5 ft 



and a smaller peak for 7-8 ft air draft boats. The less than 5 ft air draft boats represent slightly less than 



50% of all boats counted. These boats are generally low profile and lack a T-top or other permanent 



superstructure. Technically, these boats have the ability to pass through the bridge when closed, 



however we have observed many instances where captains of these smaller boats have been hesitant to 



attempt passing with the bridge down presumably due to clearance concerns.   



Figure 11 provides the cumulative distribution of all boats counted based on the estimated air 



draft. Given the bridge’s current vertical clearance is reportedly 5 ft, 27,879 (49.7%) boats counted in 



the period of record can pass the existing bridge when closed. Table 7 presents the additional number 



and percentage of boats capable of passing the bridge with a given, hypothetical additional vertical 



clearance. The table also presents the gross number of additional boats and the percentage increase in 



total boats counted when compared to the existing condition.  



For example, if the bridge was hypothetically raised to provide an additional 5 ft of vertical 



clearance, a total of 54,444 boats could pass under the bridge when closed. This is 26,565 boats more 



than the existing condition. Similarly, 97.1% of all boats counted could pass under the bridge when 



closed. This represents an increase of 47.4% of the total boats counted. These numbers assume captains 



piloting boats with air drafts near the bridge clearance value will pass when closed.  



 



 



Figure 11. Cumulative Distribution by Air Draft 
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 Table 7. Number and Percentage of Counted Boats Capable of 
Passing Bridge with Additional Vertical Clearance  



 



Bridge Vertical 
Clearance 



Total Boats 
Capable of Passing 



Increase  from 
Existing Condition 



Percentage of 
Boats Capable of 



Passing 



Percentage 
Increase from 



Existing Condition 



Existing 27,879  49.7%  



Raise 1 ft 30,640 2,761 54.7% 4.9% 



Raise 2 ft 39,154 11,275 69.9% 20.1% 



Raise 3 ft 50,766 22,887 90.6% 40.8% 



Raise 4 ft 53,582 25,703 95.6% 45.9% 



Raise 5 ft 54,444 26,565 97.1% 47.4% 



Raise 6 ft 55,063 27,184 98.2% 48.5% 



Raise 7 ft 55,240 27,361 98.6% 48.8% 



Raise 8 ft 55,604 27,725 99.2% 49.5% 



Raise 9 ft 55,706 27,827 99.4% 49.6% 



Raise 10 ft 55,819 27,940 99.6% 49.8% 



 



 



ANALYSES - BRIDGE OPERATIONS 



Closings per day 



 Video files provide documentation of bridge operations in addition to boat traffic. Reviewers 



record four distinct times during each closing. The first time recorded corresponds to the first 



movement of the closing bridge – this indicates the beginning of a closing cycle. The second recorded 



time corresponds to the first frame that a freight train appears on video. The third recorded time 



corresponds to the last frame that the freight train is visible. In the event that the bridge closed without 



a freight train crossing, the second and third times are omitted. Finally, the last time recorded 



corresponds to the first opening movement of the bridge.  



 Frequently, as the camera is either waking up in the morning or closing down in the evening 



(based on ambient light conditions) the bridge will be in mid-cycle. In the mornings this manifests as the 



bridge down when the camera turns on – as such reviewers cannot record the beginning of the cycle in 



such conditions. Similarly, at dusk as the camera shuts down the bridge may be closed. As such 



reviewers may miss some of the train arrival/departure or bridge opening times. Importantly, at all 



times reviewers record only those bridge operations visible on the video. 



Table 8 provides summary statistics of the bridge operations recorded to date. Notably, the 



average length of time the bridge is down when a train crosses is slightly over 20 minutes. Table 8 



describes the three components making up this cycle time – the lead time, train crossing, and lag time.  



The average closing time drops to just over 19 minutes when considering all closings.  
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Table 8. Bridge Operations Summary Statistics 



Statistic 
Closing Lead 



Time 
Train Passing 



Lag Until 
Opening 



Total Time 
Obstructed 



(Train) 



Total Time 
Obstructed  



(All Closings) 



Count 785 818 813 769 1019 



Average 0:15:04 0:03:24 0:02:01 0:20:08 0:19:09 



Std Dev 0:10:14 0:05:00 0:04:22 0:12:37 0:13:12 



Max 4:26:20 1:14:57 1:04:43 4:59:20 4:59:20 



Min 0:02:37 0:00:00 0:00:40 0:04:00 0:01:20 



 



With these data, the following criteria may be determined based on the time differences 



between observations: 



 Closing Lead Time – time between train arrival and first closing movement of the bridge 



 Train Passing – time between first and last frames with train visible 



 Lag Until Opening – time between bridge’s first opening movement and last visible train 



frame 



 Total Time Obstructed (Train) – time between bridge’s first closing and first opening frame 



when a train crossed 



 Total Time Obstructed (All Closings) – time between bridge’s first closing and first opening 



frame regardless of whether a train crossed 



 



Table 9 provides a breakdown of bridge 



operations based on the day of the week. To 



date, the highest total closure time occurs on 



Thursdays. The longest average time closed per 



closure occurs on Tuesdays. These midweek 



days correspond to the lowest boat traffic 



levels observed. Conversely, Sunday 



experiences the least amount of closure time 



and the highest boat traffic levels in the period 



of record.  



Figure 12 provides a graphical representation of 



total bridge closure time per day (daylight 



hours only). This is the sum of all closures 



during any given day. The overall average 



closure time per day across the entire period of 



record is 1:29:17.  



  



Table 9. Bridge Closing Statistics by Day of Week 



Day of 
Week 



Total Closure 
Time 



(hh:mm:ss) 
Count 



Average Time 
Closed per 



Closure 
(hh:mm:ss) 



Sun 15:24:29 57  0:16:13 



Mon 57:28:44 179  0:19:16 



Tues 65:13:12 193  0:20:17 



Wed 55:14:10 183  0:18:07 



Thurs 69:35:27 225  0:18:33 



Fri 47:46:53 180  0:15:56 



Sat 36:00:20 137  0:15:46 



 346:43:15   
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Figure 12. Total Bridge Closure Time per Day (daylight hours) 



 



NAVIGABILITY 



 The following issues affect the overall navigability of the Loxahatchee River in the vicinity of the 



railroad bridge.  



 



Bridge Opening Width 



 The draw span opening of the Loxahatchee River Railroad Bridge is approximately 37 ft wide. 



Given the typical boat size operating in and around the river, prudence dictates one way traffic between 



the bridge fenders to ensure safety. However, on many occasions simultaneous two way traffic occurs. 



This can easily create an unsafe condition as maneuverability is extremely limited between the fenders. 



Additional width within the crossing would provide significant safety improvements to the existing 



condition. 



 



View 



 The combination of the railroad bridge superstructure, the Alternate A1A bridge superstructure 



and the orientation of the Intracoastal Waterway (ICWW) channel and Loxahatchee River channel 



produce difficult conditions for boaters to see the state of boat traffic on the opposite side of the bridge. 



Boaters traveling north on the ICWW wishing to enter the Loxahatchee must perform a hard turn to port 



to pass through the draw span. The view to the west leading up to the turn is almost entirely blocked by 



the railroad bridge. Similarly boaters traveling south on the ICWW must make a hard turn to starboard 
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to enter the Loxahatchee. The view during this operation is blocked by the bridge abutment and fender 



system.  



 The Loxahatchee River channel makes a slight change in alignment due to the orientation of the 



fender system and draw span. This alignment shift results in difficult viewing conditions leading up to 



the bridge crossing. Just as traffic on the east side of the bridge has difficulty viewing oncoming traffic 



from the west, the same can be said for boaters traveling east. 



 



Currents 



 The bridge is subject to tidal fluctuations that result in peak surface currents in the 2 to 4 feet 



per second (fps) range. During ebb conditions boaters traveling with the current from the west must 



commit to passing through the bridge opening as the likelihood of reversing course after entering 



between the fenders is problematic. Similarly, flood currents require boats traveling from east to west 



to commit to the maneuver with little hope of reversing course once begun. When taken together with 



the view limitations, local currents negatively affect navigability. 



 



Depths 



 Water depth has the potential to impact navigability of the area. However, the previously 



mentioned tidal currents help to maintain a fairly consistent water depth in and around the bridge 



opening. With the limitation on height (from the fixed Alternate A1A bridge) and beam (by the draw 



span width) the existing depths appear sufficient to handle the existing boating population. 



 



Traffic levels 



 As detailed throughout this study, boat traffic levels at the bridge are quite high. The boating 



traffic clearly peaks during weekends and drops precipitously during weekdays. Similarly, the traffic 



appears to peak during the warmer spring/summer/fall months and drops during the winter months.  



 



Concluding Comment 



 Critically, all of the navigability issues addressed above exist today. The addition of up to 32 



additional bridge closures will only increase the danger to boaters in the area.  



















From: John Stortz
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: aaf
Date: Sunday, November 9, 2014 10:53:40 AM


 To Whom it May Concern,
 
I am opposed to the All Aboard Florida usage of the rail lines for this new private venture. I
 have always understood that progress is inevitable, and that things will always be in a state  of
 flux...sometimes for the better, sometimes for the worse. 
 
Couldn't you spend just a bit more money and route the railroad over to the interstate and
 run it up by the highway where there are fewer people, less impact. Doesn't the quality of life
 for tens of thousands matter? I know the cost would be more, but in the years to come, it
 would seem to me to be the better option for a variety of reasons. 
 
john stortz
808 se ocean ave
stuart, fl 34996
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From: James Blank
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Thursday, November 6, 2014 5:57:49 AM


Gentlemen,


The potential social, business and environmental impact of this project has been extensively
 discussed, but one issue has been glossed over; financing.  The project is to be financed with a
 1.6 billion dollar federally guaranteed loan.  That means if the project fails, tax payers make
 good on the loan.


So, a private corporation gleans all the benefits with zero financial risk.  A great deal for the
 corporation, a bad deal for the country; opt out!  If the deal is to continue it, and the risk of
 failure, must be financed by private investors.


James Henderson
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From: Glenn Tuley
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida expenses to those who can"t use it.
Date: Friday, October 10, 2014 9:57:30 PM


Counties that have high speed passenger rail, but no passenger train stations should be able to 
tax the fares of passengers traveling through their county (a couple of dollars) to pay for 
increased safety level required for grade level crossing maintenance.


Glenn Tuley
1991 Alma Drive
West Melbourne, FL 32904-6201



mailto:glenn@tuley.us
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From: Steve Rosen
To: Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@dot.gov; Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil;


 David.Keys@noaa.gov; Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil; Allan.Nagy@faa.gov; James.Christian@dot.gov;
 Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov; Mueller.Heinz@epa.go; John_Wrublik@fws.gov;
 Charles_Kelso@fws.gov; roger@rogerhedgecock.com; Karen Harrington; Tom Mounce
 (tom@blueoceanpress.com); thegeezer3@aol.com


Cc: President@whitehouse.gov; CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov; Bill@BillNelson.senate.gov;
 Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com; Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov; GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com;
 MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov


Subject: All Aboard Florida high speed train from Ft. Lauderdale to Orlando, FL
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 7:52:14 PM


Dear sirs:
 
As a lifelong Florida resident, I would like to ask you to DENY funding for this boondoggle waste of
 money project. Trust me, there are no long lines of individuals waiting to travel back and forth to
 Orlando. This political joke will cost taxpayers millions of dollars in subsidies just as the no-longer-
talked-about, big political project, the Tri County Rail system that covers three south Florida
 counties.
 
Politicos touted this as the BIG SOLUTION to eliminating traffic congestion on the interstates just like
 they are claiming this All Aboard Floriduhhh will do.
 
It won’t. Just like Tri County Rail, this ridiculous All Aboard Florida will NEVER pay for itself and like
 Tri-Coounty Rail will end up being forever subsidized by taxpayers.
 
These systems have limited use for the few destinations they serve. The only way to make these
 things cost effective is to demolish the entire corridor between South Florida and Orland and rebuilt
 the entire area based on this rail system. This is how New York and other cities have done it. They
 built the city around the transportation system.
 
The idiots in Floriduhhh want to do it backwards. It won’t EVER work and it will NEVER pay for itself.
 
Please do NOT spend hard earned taxpayer dollars on this White Elephant project so politicians can
 pat themselves on the back. If they want this, let them borrow money with THEIR SIGNATURES ON
 THE LOANS. Watch how fast the project is cancelled because they KNOW it will NEVER pay for itself.
 
Years ago, a bullet train was proposed for the same route that would have cost billions of taxpayer
 dollars. Thank goodness Gov. Rick Scott refused the Federal funding or taxpayers in this state would
 have been held hostage indefinitely to pay for this monstrosity of a political “toy”
 
Thanks very much for your consideration,
 
Dr. Steve Rosen
Davie, Florida
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From: Lewis Clark
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Public Comments
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:57:59 PM
Attachments: IRMC- All Aboard FL.pdf


Please find attached public comments from Indian River Medical Center in Vero Beach, Florida.
 
 
Sincerely,
Lewis Clark, Jr. | Vice President
Marketing, Corporate Communications & Digital Media
Indian River Medical Center
1000 36th Street
Vero Beach, FL 32960
 
(772) 567-4311 x 1070 Office
(386) 235-5109 Cell
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From: heybrina@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: against aaf
Date: Tuesday, October 7, 2014 12:14:26 PM


I am writing to express my outrage and indignation over the way AAF has handled the environmental
 impact statement  on ALL ABOARD FLORIDA.WE NEED AN INDEPENDENT STUDY FOR THIS TO BE
 RECOGNIZED AS legitimate. I do not accept the fox guarding the hen house.The environment on this
 proposed route will be damaged. Wildlife will be killed at record numbers. I am speaking for all the wildlife
 in my beautiful neighborhood....quiet....serene.....Please reconsider this proposed easterly route....GO
 WEST! Sincerely,
Sabrina barden
107 riverview dr
Jensen beach fl
34957
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From: rakonda.gray.ctr@dot.gov on behalf of FRAPA@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: "ALL ABOARD FLORIDA" REWARDS NAZI SIEMENS IN HOLOCAUST
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:29:38 PM


 
 


Rakonda Gray
Administrative Assistant
Communications and Legislative Affairs
VESA Health and Technology
US Department of Transportation
1200 New Jersey Ave., SE
Washington, DC 20590
Direct Line: 202-493-1355
Mobile: 202-236-4580
Rakonda.Gray.CTR@Dot.Gov
 


From: defendjerusalem@mindspring.com [mailto:defendjerusalem@mindspring.com] 
Sent: Monday, October 06, 2014 12:52 PM
Subject: "ALL ABOARD FLORIDA" REWARDS NAZI SIEMENS IN HOLOCAUST
 
 


 


Subject: "ALL ABOARD FLORIDA" REWARDS NAZI SIEMENS IN HOLOCAUST 


 


 
Dear Commissioner Trudie Infantini:


Below is a statement from you regarding concerns about "All Aboard Florida".


Below that is our statement to the CEO of "All Aboard Florida" and their bringing Siemens to run their trains.


Siemens was one of Germany's worst and corrupt and vile companies in the Holocaust and enclosed is a tragic history of their role in slave
 labor, gas chambers and a host of horrors they participated in, in the Holocaust.


Since March 2013, we've asked "All Aboard Florida" NOT to use either French or German companies that participated in this mass murder
 of 7 million Jews and millions of others.


AAF has refused to even talk about it, covering up for their involvement with Siemens which is a slap in the face to all of Florida and all of us
 taxpayers to reward this Nazi past and present corruption policies.


I will be addressing the Brevard County Commission on Oct. 21, between 10:30 AM and Noon, to get a resolution to stop Siemens
 participation as well as the deception of AAF itself that goes to the heart of all the other issues that AAF, that can't be trusted on any level.


Your support for a resolution on this matter would be most important to back your own reservations as well as to consider these issues of
 Siemens and not rewarding them for their heinous participation in the Holocaust.


"From All Aboard Auschwitz to All Aboard Florida", we must not give $billion contracts to the criminals and who ignored their own victims.


I eagerly await your response to this issue.


We've also asked and will make this issue visible at the Governor's Debate at Broward Community College at 5 P.M. on Oct. 15, 2014, in Ft.
 Laud.


No company that participated in the Holocaust and still needs to compensate survivors should be allowed to do business in Fla..


These train issues are also key in the states of Maryland and New York.


Yours in Shalom,


Bob Kunst
Pres., Shalom International
305-864-5110
www.defendjerusalem.net
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
-----------------------------------
> Subject: [SpaceCoastPatriots] Comm. Trudie Infantini: AAF rail plan raises red flags.
> To: wesurroundthemmerrittisland-list@meetup.com
> Date: Thursday, October 2, 2014, 9:05 AM
> Florida Today:Guest column: All Aboard Florida
> rail plan raises red flagsCounty Commissioner Trudie Infantini,
> Guest columnist5:22 p.m. EDT October 1,
> 2014 45CONNECT 2TWEETLINKEDIN 13COMMENTEMAILMOREHave you
> heard about All Aboard Florida (AAF), a subsidiary of
> Florida East Coast Industries (FECI)?AAF is
> planning high-speed, passenger rail service from Miami to
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> Orlando via the East Coast corridor, including Brevard
> County. AAF officials talk of a three-hour adventure. Sound
> good?The plan is to run 32 trains a day, at speeds as
> high as 110 miles per hour from Miami to Cocoa, then west
> through Brevard alongside State Road 528 to the Orlando
> airport.How many trains a day are too many?
> AAF and FECI say they can do whatever they want on the rail
> lines they own. But what mechanism is in place to protect
> the public from 32 trains increasing to who knows how many,
> 100, 200 passenger and freight trains running through the
> county?This activity could virtually cut off the east from
> the west parts of town, impede emergency services and reduce
> commerce due to the relentless flow of trains. And will the
> rail cars move from passenger to the more lucrative and
> consistent freight when revenue falls short of
> expectations?A ridership study performed for AAF in
> 2012 projected annual revenue at $145 million. Yet, the
> private loan interest is 12 percent or $192 million
> annually. Therefore, it is reasonable to predict, based on
> AAF's study, additional revenue will have to come from
> somewhere. Is freight the answer?The
> expansion at the Panama Canal will be a game changer for the
> mega container ships transporting cargo. Freight travel will
> automatically increase on the coastal tracks as a result of
> the expansions at the Port of Miami and the Panama Canal.
> Will this additional freight pass through the center of the
> state on the existing track to get to Orlando? Or, will it
> travel on the newly renovated and expanded track running
> along the heavily populated coast?Risk and
> liability are a concern. Although FECI may not have plans
> for AAF to convert from passenger service, it plans to
> invest $1 billion for its 400-acre rail yard in Miami-Dade
> County called South Florida Logistics Services. This freight
> facility is likely the most financially lucrative of
> FECI's business ventures.Is this the reason for the
> major improvements to the track? Additional hazardous
> materials, crude oil or other dangerous cargo could soon be
> added to our rails with greater frequency.Since
> SunRail commuter trains began service in the Orlando area in
> May, there have been four vehicle-versus-train collisions.
> Regardless of fault, driver impatience and high-speed rail
> do not mix. SunRail trains travel approximately 65 to 79
> mph.What precautions will be taken to prevent the risk
> to pedestrians and vehicular traffic when All Aboard Florida
> trains are traveling at 110 mph? The training necessary to
> handle a high-speed rail passenger accident are clearly
> different from what is needed to respond to a low-speed
> freight incident.My suggestion is to upgrade the
> existing track in the center of the state. The upgrades will
> prevent the high-speed passenger train and additional
> freight from being transported in the densely populated
> coastal region. All Aboard Florida has no plans to add stops
> in Brevard County on its Miami-to-Orlando route. Potential
> tourists will be "fast-passed," as if at a theme
> park, through our county en route to Orlando. Therefore,
> there is no point in going through Brevard
> County.So many questions remain unanswered. Who has the
> authority to say how many trains are too many? Uninterrupted
> frequency of trains flowing along the coastal track will
> diminish commerce and back up traffic. Underperforming
> passenger service may push freight service as the financial
> life-saver of the company. The trains' speed may result
> in fatal vehicle-versus-train collisions.The
> frequency and speed of the passenger and freight train
> service, as well as the content and increased volume of
> cargo, are my biggest concerns.Infantini
> represents District 3 on the Brevard County
> Commission. 45CONNECT 2TWEETLINKEDIN 13COMMENTEMAILMORE
> Sent from my iPad
 
 


 


"All Aboard Florida" Rewards Nazi Siemens in Holocaust


 
 


 


Mike Reininger
Pres. and CEO
"All Aboard Florida"


How Could You?


Shalom International had 20 rallies in the last two months to support Israel and to oppose Hamas/ISIS and all Islamic Nazis. We rallied in
 Coral Gables, Pinecrest, Ft. Laud., Boca Raton, Buffalo, Rochester, NYC at UN, at the White House and also spoke to 20 media in this
 process.  Next week will be our 700th rally/event and over 2250 news media since Oct. 2007 and 850 rallies and 3500 media since 1989,
 including going to 31 'death camps' and doing major events at 13 of them.


When I got back to S. Fla., we discovered that "All Aboard Florida's" picking of Siemen's to supply your trains, was truely one of the most
 contemptible and low class rewards you could have made to the very Nazis and their role in the Holocaust and Floridians are going to pay
 for it and be implicated in this disaster.
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No wonder you cowardly avoided our letters in March of 2013 on this very issue. The conspiracy was already in with your collaboration.


"FROM HITLER TO HAMAS/ISIS AND 'ALL ABOARD FLORIDA", THE HOLOCAUST CONTINUES".


Siemens was one of the most corrupt companies then and today and its role in the gas chambers, slave labor and a host of crimes against
 humanity and the Jewish people, its production of VI and V2 rockets and role with U-Boats and how many houndreds of thousands of lives
 it cost is beyond contemptible politics to reward this outrage.


Seven million Jews were exterminated. A gas chamber was just found near Sobibor death camp in Poland, this Sept. 2014, also enclosed. 


Over 60 millions were killed in WWII, but neither Germany, nor Europe were deNazified and so the sweeping anti Semitism today across
 Europe is how the Holocaust began in the first place.


And you pick one of the worst German companies and offenders in the Holocaust to run "All Aboard Florida". What a slap in the face to all of
 Siemens and Hitler's victims.


The very Arab/Muslim Nazis aligned with Hitler to "Kill All Jews" are the very enemies Israel and America and this planet are facing today.


The lesson of the Holocaust was that the Jews were expendible and still are and then all were vulnerable and 1938 is being repeated by
 those very forces in the UN, EU, Vatican and Obama/Hillary/Kerry siding with the terrorists committed to killing all 'infidels' and "All Aboard
 Florida" now is funding and rewarding the very companies complicit with the slave labor of 14millions worked to death or led to the gas
 chambers they built and used and exterminated so very many millions in the worst crime in history.


Germany's "Final Solution Of The Jews" was industrialized mass murder and Siemens was one of the leading companies behind it, you've
 chosen for "All Aboard Florida" and is really "All Aboard Auschwitz."


"FROM ALL ABOARD AUSCHWITZ TO ALL ABOARD FLORIDA" YOU ARE GUILTY OF THIS HORROR IN ALLOWING THE CRIMINALS
 TO BE REWARDED AND NOT PAYING THEIR DUES TO THEIR VICTIMS."


SIEMENS with $104billion in revenues offered $12millions to survivors in it's 'generous gesture of good will' and 'deepest regrets.' This is
 the group that Hitler addressed at its factory in Nov. 1933 denouncing Jews and "All Aboard Florida" rewards a contract with Siemens and
 its mass murder history with 400 satellite plants as part of this Holocaust and hundreds of thousands of slaves and lives taken.


There were 42,500 places of mass murder that the Nazis did  in their killing spree. The mass murderers were allowed to escape and then
 given pensions by the German and others. The same happened to the slave labor companies of which Siemens was the worst of the worst.
Today, the 'death camps' are the world's largest Jewish cemeteries with giant crosses on Jewish graves, the Holocaust itself trivialized and
 the these sacred grounds commercialized. At Dachau, near Munich, where 40,000 were murdered and the Germans deny the use of the
 gas chamber, which was used, McDonald's was handing out flyers where burgers and fries could be purchased.
At Auschwitz, where millions were murdered, 90% Jews, there is a post office, crosses, disco, banking, restaurants at this extermination
 camp where Siemens was a key player. Of course, only a good Nazi would have an appetite after going through Auschwitz/Birkenau.


The survivors were ignored. In 2014 Germany offered $1billion to Ghetto Survivors that only goes back to 1999 while ignoring the previous
 50 yrs. So much for Germany caring about any of it. Only 3 cents on a dollar has ever been compensated to survivors. In the U.S. there are
 125,000 survivors with half below the poverty level and struggling, again and again.


Enclosed is testimony in Congress this Sept. 2014, in case anyone thinks the issue isn't of concern today. Obama offers the survivors $15
 million, while giving $2billion to Hamas and Fatah, both committed to Israel's destruction and in total violation of U.S. Code Title 18: "No
 Material Support to Terrorists."


On the eve of Yom Kipper, praying for atonement for 5775 yrs. and our "Covenant with G-d" to this land that millions of Jews were
 slaughtered for, the world again is attacking Judaism and demanding that Israel give up this "Covenant" and to divide itself and Jerusalem,
 Jewish for 3000 yrs. and give it to the very Arabs with Hitler to "Kill All Jews" and who danced in the streets after '9/11'. There is no end to
 attacking Jews, Judaism, Israel and "All Aboard Florida" has now added its agenda to this ever going crisis.  


The murderers know that they can get away with it and now the world is paying for it Big Time.


They kept bashing Jews and Israel and ignored that the very Islamic and German Nazis they allowed to be horrid.... would become a threat
 to themselves and now may well be too late as it was in 1938, when no one thought the Nazis would survive and they did and it swept
 Europe and around the world and is still a threat we all face.


In the last 4 yrs., Shalom International has helped in 15 events for Holocaust Survivors Foundation, USA, against Allianz Nazi Insurance
 that owes Survivors $2billion. Allianz insured the death camps and all the Nazi horror and has stolen policy monies to do golf tournaments
 in Boca Raton and elsewhere, while ignoring the survivors.


This is the German conscience. Also enclosed is a company associated with Allianz also suffering major losses.


In today's monies, the Nazis stole over $320billions let alone 7 million Jewish lives, including 1 1/2 million Jewish children.


One of the leaders in stealing Jewish companies and offering pennies on the dollar was Siemens. This process was called "Aryanization"
 and again "All Aboard Florida" is in collusion with this outrage and grand theft besides the mass murder.


Over 2000 German companies participated in the Holocaust and "All Aboard Florida" chose one of the worst to partner with. It is beyond
 explanation or excuses.


But when you sell your soul to the Devil, only more negatives can take place.


There is no forgiveness for what Siemens did and no country or organization can make amends.  Siemens has yet to fully compensate
 survivors and children for all times or to even offer explanations for its participation in the Holocaust on so very many levels.


Look at all the lives lost with  Germany bombing England and Antwerp with the hundreds and thousands of V1 and V2 bombs made by
 slave labor in camps run by Siemens or the millions of lives lost in response.


Look at all the ships sunk by 1500 U-Boats that slave labor with Siemens helped to build, besides using the hair of Jews and others
 exterminated in gas chambers and then burned. Over 75,000 lives lost here.


There is no way to add up all of the pain, suffering, torture, horror and mass murder that was trivialized by Germany, EU, Allianz, Siemens







 etc. and now "All Aboard Florida"......covering it all up.


We will now take our protest to the  state, nation and world to stop this outrage.


No company that participated in the Holocaust should be getting $billion contracts and who have yet to compensate survivors which is just
 one of the issues, let alone the immorality of it all.


The criminals get rewarded while their victims are still losing.


SHAME ON "ALL ABOARD FLORIDA".  


Bob Kunst
Pres., Shalom International
305-864-5110
www.defendjerusalem.net


------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------


 
       


 


Subject: Check out AOL.com Article - Archaeologists find hidden gas chamber in concent 


Click here: AOL.com Article - Archaeologists find hidden gas chamber in concentration camp
 


 


Subject: Many More Reasons to oppose "ALL ABOARD FLORIDA"-No French or German Trains in Holocaust that didn't compensate
 Survivors 


We sent this by e-mail to the website of Florida Not On Board:


We wrote (them"All Aboard Florida") in March and April, not to have French or German trains that participated in the Holocaust and didn't
 compensate survivors. They have ignored us on these issues or Allianz German insurance that owes survivors $2.5billion and refuse to
 even meet with survivors. Please call me at 305-864-5110 and we can send you all the letters we have put out to a number of key people
 from  Gov. Scott, to both U.S. Senators, to members of Congress and your State Sen. Negron as well as Federal Rail Administration.  This
 issue of $billion contracts given to those who participated in mass murder and no compensation to survivors is not just a Fla. issue but in
 NY, MD, Calif. and a national crisis of cashing in.  Please let us know how we can help you. Bob
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Subject: Many More Reasons to oppose "ALL ABOARD FLORIDA"-No French or German Trains in Holocaust that didn't compensate
 Survivors 


Dear Joseph Szabo, Administrator, Federal Rail Administration


Sir:  We are very concerned with any policy that is allowing $Billion contracts to any French and German Rail Company that participated in
 transporting millions of Jews to the death camps in the Holocaust and have yet to compensate any of the survivors or heirs.


We tried to reach "All Aboard Florida" in March and April to respond and they could care less and have ignored us completely.  If they are
 this immoral, who can trust them on any level and this isn't just about 'free enterprise' but the values of this nation not to support the
 criminals, but to cater to their victims.


We need a national policy that any French, German, etc. railroad company that participated in the Holocaust..... MUST compensate
 survivors and heirs in perpetuity, before any company can do business in the U.S..


This is basic decency and please tell us we can achieve such an action for the Federal Rail Administration that will oversee "All About
 Florida" and how we can help you.


Enclosed are letters to "All About Florida", they never responded to and to others also involved with this issue.


We look forward to hearing from you in this emergency.


Yours in Shalom,



http://www.defendjerusalem.net/

http://www.aol.com/article/2014/09/20/archaeologists-find-hidden-gas-chamber-in-concentration-camp/20965314/?icid=maing-grid7%7clegacy%7cdl7%7csec1_lnk2%26pLid%3D532866





Bob Kunst
Pres., Shalom International
305-864-5110
www.defendjerusalem.net


I am also sending this to yvette.taylor@dot.gov who is administrator of Region 4, which includes Florida and this project.
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------


Sherlean Purvis and Michael Kenny-Congressman Murphy


Dear Sherlean: Very nice talking with you today and below are the many issues in other letters that reflect our concerns regarding "All
 Aboard Florida" and what Congressman Murphy can do about it, which we also outlined in our letter to Congresswoman Frankel.


"All Aboard Florida"'s indifference to our concerns on French and German Trains that were used to transport millions of Jews to their deaths
 and never compensated the Holocausr survivors, reflects the immorality and dishonesty of this company, which should sound the alarm to
 anyone doing business with them.


How do we help the victims instead of the criminals?  That is the issue.


Please give this to Michael Kenny and we are happy to help Congressman Murphy to pursue the issues below on a national level.


Looking forward to your early response.


Yours in Shalom,
Bob Kunst
Pres., Shalom International
305-864-5110
www.defendjerusalem.net


-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Dear Felicia Goldstein -Rep. Lois Frankel:


Very nice talking with you today and I appreciate your telling me that if "All Aboard Florida" can't get U.S. tax dollars that China will
 back them as they have the rights for the project itself.


There are times when free enterprise needs to also be responsible. When GM, Chase, Ford, IBM participated with Hitler in the
 Holocaust, do they have an obligation to compensate survivors and heirs?  When Audi mentions last week, they had 20,000 slave
 laborers in the Holocaust and not a dime in compensation, is that to be ignored or responsibility to be dealt with?


With 125,000 survivors in U.S. and 1/2 below poverty level and 20,000 in Fla., what are we to do about any of this with Germany,
 France,etc. owing $Billions and ignoring the survivors and heirs and what is Congress doing about any of it? Rewarding the
 criminals and to hell with their victims?


This is what Congresswoman Frankel can do about it. Take a leadership role for this national issue. French and German trains are
 not just for Fla., but for NY, MD, Calif, and across America with companies who participated in the Holocaust getting $Billion
 contracts while not compensating survivors and heirs. This is criminal.


1. No company can do business until these issues are resolved and that includes other countries regarding investments, pensions,
 annuities, etc.


2. No company can do sports etc. until Holocaust survivors and heirs are compensated in perpetuity.


3. Teach the Holocaust nationally in every state so as not to repeat the past. Recently, 54% of the world has no clue, while
 antisemitism is unleashed around the world again.


4. Allow Holocaust survivors to sue Allianz etc. who owe $2.5billion to survivors while doing golf tournaments in Boca Raton.
 American Jewish Congress and Anti-defamation League belong to Claims Conference and have lobbied Congress against
 investigating the abuse and grand theft of $57millions from Survivors, in just this one case. Survivors are ONLY group in America
 not allowed to sue. Why?


5. All Floridians are picking up the tab for "All Aboard Florida" and yet the trains won't even stop there. Using French and German
 trains is more insult to injury and is  immoral. 


These are not complicated issues and leadership is the missing link to take these moral issues and implement policy.


"All Aboard Florida" reflect the immorality of the company that can't be trusted on any level.


Please let us know how we can help you.


Yours in Shalom,
Bob Kunst
Pres., Shalom International
305-864-5110
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Subject:  Many More Reasons to oppose "ALL ABOARD FLORIDA" 


Dear Michelle McGovern- Sen. Nelson's Office:


Very nice talking with you today and we need action for the situation is out of control and we'll gladly help.


I know Sen. Nelson is concerned about the "All Aboard Florida" Project and we want to add our concerns on dealing with an
 untrustworthy company who can't even respond to the issues we addressed to them regarding not using French and
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 German trains that participated in the Holocaust of shipping millions of Jews to the death camps,but refuse to compensate
 Holocaust Survivors. The death camps were insured by Allianz, who does golf tournaments in Boca Raton with the
 $2.5billion they owe survivors and yet they refuse to compensate survivors from death benefit policies Allianz and others
 sold.  Why can't the survivors sue Allianz and others? Why doesn't Congress support the survivors instead of those who
 committed the mass murders that Germany gives pensions to and ignores the survivors until they will all be dead? There
 were 42,500 mass killing spots of Jews.  The figure is 7 million Jews killed not 6 million.


We have helped to organize 15 protests against Allianz in Boca Raton with the Holocaust Survivor Foundation, USA and
 NYC in the last 4 yrs. Since 1989, we have done nearly 900 rallies/events and been to 31 death camps and have done
 over 3500 media. Our latest rally was in Jerusalem on May 26, 2014, when Pope Francis was at Yad Vashem and we were
 asking for everything stolen in Holocaust and for 1500 yrs. to be returned to the Jewish community, to open the books on
 Hitler's Pope and the Vatican Bank and 'rat line', that helped thousands of Nazis killers to escape including 30,000 to
 Argentina; to stop commercializing the 'death camps', the world's largest Jewish cemeteries and sacred grounds and return
 them to the Jewish nation, while the Pope was equating the barrier wall Israel set up to keep out terrorists, with the Warsaw
 Ghetto where 400,000 Jews were sent to be exterminated at Treblinka. The Pope also called the Mufti of Jerusalem, his
 'brother.' Two years ago, this Mufti called for 'killing all Jews' and the Mufti before him was part of the Holocaust with Hitler
 to 'kill all Jews.'


It is all connected and time is running out on all of it. We are all in great danger once again.


The Obama administration offers $15millions for 125,000 Holocaust survivors, with 1/2 below the poverty level, while giving
 $2billion to Fatah/Hamas committed to Israel's destruction and in total violation of Title 18 of U.S. Code on giving any
 'material support to terrorists'. 


The Obama administration taps everyone's phone and read everyone's email to 'stop terrorism', yet gives up 5 major
 Taliban terrorists, with bloody hands for thousands of deaths, for one American 'we don't leave behind' yet 30%-70% of the
 homeless are Veterans who are also dying because of neglect at the VA hospitals. Was this American a diserter or worse,
 a collaborator? 


This is the same administration that said along with Hillary in 2011, that Assad of Syria was a 'reformer' and now 200,000
 dead and 9 million refugees.  This is the same administration that dumps on the Jewish religion and the Jewish people's
 Covenant with G-d for 5000 yrs. and Jerusalem, Jewish for 3000 yrs., that Obama wants to divide and give to the very
 Arabs aligned with Hitler to 'kill all Jews' and still do, while dancing in the streets after '9/11'. Without the Old Testament,
 there is no New Testament or Koran. The War Against Jihadist Nazis isn't over, nor will it be unless America wakes up and
 stops Iran from getting its nukes with those negotiations falling apart, among so many others. Obama supports Allianz and
 not the survivors.


The Claims Conference, which is supposed to give survivors what piddling compensation Germany was offering, stole, in
 just one case of abuse, $57million that belong to survivors, yet Congress
supports the Claims Conference over the survivors.


Why is America rewarding those who committed the Holocaust instead of their victims?


Our position in letters below to a number of people of concern and to "All Aboard Florida" is that a company that can't even
 respond to the issues we raised, is dishonest and can't be trusted and we'll gladly testify in Congress for a national policy
 that doesn't allow any company that participated in the Holocaust to do business in the U.S., until they have fully
 compensated survivors and heirs.


These monies are what Germany, France and others owe but have been ignored waiting for the survivors to die off and to
 our national shame.


We hope that Sen. Nelson will move on these issues on care, compensation, committments and no business with those
 who participated in the Holocaust and didn't and won't compensate. These are key moral issues that must be addressed.


I eagerly await your response and to meet with the Senator to address these emergency issues.


Yours in Shalom,
Bob Kunst
Pres., Shalom International
305-864-5110
www.defendjerusalem.net
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Subject: Many More Reasons to oppose "ALL ABOARD FLORIDA" 


This was sent today from me to Sen. Rubio's office via his web site.


Sen. Rubio:
There are thousands of Holocaust Survivors in Fla. with 1/2 of them below the poverty level. Nationally, there are 125,000
 survivors. While Germany gave pensions to mass murderers they ignored the survivors and where is America in all of this?
We asked "All Aboard Florida" not to use French/German trains that participated in Holocaust but have refused to
 compensate survivors and heirs. "All Aboard Florida" hasn't the honesty to even respond to this crisis. This is a national
 disgrace to reward $billions to those who shipped Jews to the Death Camps, insured by Allianz who do golf tournaments in
 Boca Raton, but won't meet with survivors they owe $2.5billion to, among other issues. No contracts for any company
 involved in Holocaust who refused compensation for slave labor or any of the other horrors that destroyed 7 million Jews
 and others. A national policy would make a major difference since these issues are part of transportation issues in Md., NY,
 Fla., Calif. etc.. Every public official needs to address this emergency. Would appreciate your staff calling me about this
 and what we can do to testify and help in this policy.
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Subject: More Reasons to oppose "ALL ABOARD FLORIDA" 


Dear Ms. Delaney, Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council:


Very nice talking with you today and I'm enclosing our letter  to Sen. Negron and letter to "All Aboard Florida" and other key
 letters regarding this company, we can't trust, Allianz and the Holocaust.
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If they'll ignore these issues of concern we presented, this shows a great lack of honesty and not worth doing business with.
 If they would ignore the Holocaust and French and German trains that participated in it, as well as Allianz Insurance for all
 aspects of what needs to be insured, let alone travel insurance, than how can anyone do business with them on any level?


We understand that those not getting any benefits, but are paying for it in many ways, have to be concerned with what
 doesn't smell right to begin with.


$Billion contracts with those companies with an active role in the Holocaust and shipping Jews and others to the 'death
 camps', insured by Allianz, is giving the Nazis a victory, we cannot support on any level.


I understand that the TCRPC is concerned with land use and right of way and environmental issues among many others,
 but all of these issues also have to be using insurance as protection for all involved, should this project be actualized. 


So for the record, the enclosed information is for your Council to also consider these issues.  NY and Maryland are also
 dealing with these issues.


Since "All Aboard Florida's" arrogance, in their mode of operations to completely ignore us, we are not supporting their
 project.


Thank you for your kind attention to our concerns.


Yours in Shalom,
Bob Kunst
Pres., Shalom International
305-864-5110
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Ms. Delaney received the info and is sending me her AAF file as well. Bob
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Subject: NO FRENCH/GERMAN TRAINS IN THE HOLOCAUST FOR ALL ABOARD FLORIDA AND NOW OUR
 OPPOSITION TO ALL ABOARD FLORIDA. 


Dear Sen. Joe Negron of Stuart, Fla.


You questioned "All Aboard Florida" seeking $1.5billion taxpayer
 backed federal loans for this so-called 'privately' funded project.


We are also questioning the integrity of Mr. Reininger and "All
 Aboard Florida", who have ignored our requests concerning not
 purchasing either French or German trains that participated in the
 Holocaust,as well as not using Allianz insurance that owes
 Holocaust Surviviors $2.5billion and won't even meet with them or
 even publish names of death benefit policies they stole from the
 survivors, while using those monies for Golf Tournaments in Boca
 Raton, we have protested against these last four years.


We wrote  to "All Aboard Florida", in March 2014 and then again in
 April and have been completely ignored and no response at all
 about our concerns or demands for 'justice'.


This tells us a lot about the company and those in charge.


We are asking for your help to make sure that any company that
 participated in the Holocaust and has ignored survivors and heirs
 in perpetuity, regarding compensations, is not getting huge
 contracts or even being allowed to do business in Fla.; is being
 funded with tax-payers grants; is being invested in through
 pensions or annuities, but is held accountable for the mass murder
 and atrocities they participated in and allow the survivors to keep
 on struggling.


There are 125,000 survivors in the U.S. and 1/2 of them are below
 the poverty line, which means this special needs group also adds
 to the tax payers with Medicade and other services, which the
 French and German governments and companies should be
 paying since they actively participated in this mass murder of 7
 million Jews; enslaved 14 millions that worked them to death and
 led to the gas chambers and that so many mass murderers were







 allowed to go free and Germany even giving pensions to these
 murderers while ignoring their victims, still struggling to survive.


Florida is home to many thousands of these survivors (20,000) and
 to ignore their pleas for justice only adds to the nightmare they
 have already endured, while aiding the very forces of evil that
 America lost 400,000 to stop. We just remembered the 70th
 Anniversary of 'D-Day' and yet so much still needs to be resolved
 and why we write you to stand with us on these issues.


A letter below is directed to a State Senator in Maryland who is
 behind such legislation. We have also included letters on Allianz
 and Norwegian Cruise Lines using Allianz travel insurance and still
 no reply from them either.


We aren't picking on you Senator, as we will also address these
 issues in the Governor's race and all members of the Fla.
 Legislature as well as members of Congress, the Federal Rail
 Administration, the U.S. Coast Guard and the Treasure Coast
 Regional Planning Council and other Planning Councils.


We have  heard nothing from those running for Gov. and that too is
 a tragedy. Why is any of this morality a difficulty for anyone?


Our model isn't to keep rewarding the criminals, but to support their
 victims and to stop repeating the same mistakes that led to the
 Holocaust and with a major rise in antisemitism in Europe again,
 this is no time to forgive and forget, but hold everyone accountable
 and responsible.


We look forward to hearing from you on this urgent matter.


I would be happy to meet with you on all of this. We are meeting
 with the German Consul in Miami this Thurs. on these matters. 


Yours in Shalom,


Bob Kunst
Pres., Shalom International
305-864-5110
www.defendjerusalem.net


     ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
------------------------------


Subject: NO
 FRENCH/GERMAN
 TRAINS IN
 THE
 HOLOCAUST
 FOR ALL
 ABOARD
 FLORIDA
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Mike
 Reininger
 Pres. and
 CEO of
All Aboard
 Florida:
 
Dear Mr.
 Reininger:
 
Since 1989,
 Shalom
 International
 and Defend
 Jerusalem
 have done
 810
 rallies/events
 and 3500
 media to
 fight
 Nazism,
 terrorism
 and anti-
semitism and
 to bring
 'justice' to
 Holocaust
 Survivors.
 We also
 support
 Keeping
 Israel and
 Jerusalem
 United and 
 we promote
 our 5000 yr.
 "Covenant"
 with G-d
 who gave us
 this
 'Holyland'
 and  not be
 divided and
 given to the
 very Arabs
 alligned with
 Hitler to "Kill
 All Jews",
 who  now
 cowardly
 deny the
 Holocaust and
 who danced
 in the
 streets after
 '9/11'. No
 small
 undertaking.
 
I've enclosed
 3 letters
 below
 regarding
 these issues
 and
 campaigns
 we are
 involved
 with that are
 all related. 
 
Should







 German,
 French and
 other
 Governments
 and
 Corporations
 from those
 countries,
 that
 participated
 in the
 Holocaust,
 be allowed
 to do
 business in
 the U.S.
 who  have
 failed to
 compensate
 Holocaust
 Survivors
 and heirs,
 for their
 Crimes
 Against the
 Jewish
 people and
 other
 victims?
 
Would All
 Aboard
 Florida want
 to be
 smeared by
 association
 and
 profiteering
 from the
 Holocaust?
 
Rewarding
 the criminals
 instead of
 supporting
 their victims
 is the issue
 here.
 
How is it
 possible for
 any
 corporation
 to make
 money with
 any
 company
 that actively
 participated
 in the
 extermination
 of 7 million
 Jewish men,
 women and
 1 1/2 million
 Jewish
 children?
 
All Aboard
 Florida has
 an ambitious
 program to
 link up
 Miami and







 Orlando with
 a high
 speed rail
 system,
 which we
 support.
 
What we
 don't
 support and
 will oppose,
 is allowing
 SNCF
 French
 Railroad,
 which
 deported
 78,000 Jews
 to the 'death
 camps'  in
 the
 Holocaust,
 getting your
 contract for
 this rail
 system, or
 its
 subsidiary,
 Keolis
 Transit and
 rewarding
 them for
 their
 participation
 in this mass
 murder.
 
The French
 were willing
 to turn over
 their Jews
 and Jews
 from Europe
 who had
 escaped to
 France, over
 to the
 Germans,
 who hadn't
 even asked
 for them at
 this
 point, but
 would eventually
 go to the
 extermination
 camps,
 while SNCF
 has refused
 to open up
 this terrible
 history of its
 past, let
 alone to
 compensate
 Survivors or
 their heirs,
 to their own
 disgrace
 and anyone
 doing
 business
 with them.
 







Rewarding
 them with
 multi-$Billion
 contracts
 only adds
 insult to
 injury and is
 a black eye
 for Florida
 and what
 you are
 trying to
 accomplish
 with All
 Aboard
 Florida. This
 is a no-win
 situation for
 SNCF's
 criminal
 behavior,
 denials and
 ignoring
 what must
 be
 addressed.
 
Isn't there a
 Made In
 America
 train and
 engine
 system that
 you could
 look at or
 anyone else
 to deal with,
 to
 accomplish
 your goals,
 without
 trivializing
 the
 Holocaust
 and all of its
 victims?
 
Just this
 week, the
 French
 returned 3
 paintings
 stolen in the
 Holocaust to
 its owners or
 representatives,
 among the
 many
 thousands
 of art works
 stolen.
 Germany
 last year,
 kept secret
 over 1500
 art works
 stolen and
 found in
 2012.
 
All we are
 asking, is
 that any
 country







 participating
 in the
 Holocaust or
 corporations
 from that
 country, not
 be rewarded
 for their
 treacherous ,
 treasonous
 and
 murderous politics
 and that
 they have a
 moral
 responsibility
 to pay
 Survivors
 and heirs, to
 provide
 home care
 and
 education to
 the youth on
 the
 Holocaust,
 especially
 with the out
 of control
 anti-
semitism on
 the rise all
 across
 Europe
 today,
 again.
 
Allianz
 German
 Insurance is
 another
 example of
 a company
 to stay away
 from in
 terms of
 travel
 insurance,
 or any
 insurance, for
 your
 operation.
 They alone,
 owe
 Holocaust
 Survivors,
 $2.5billion
 they stole
 and as
 much as
 $20billion
 owed to
 Survivors
 from other
 insurance
 companies
 that reneged
 on their
 policies they
 sold to Jews
 and then the
 Jews were
 shipped off
 to the death







 camps.
 Allianz is the
 20th largest
 company in
 the world,
 yet cowardly
 refuses to
 list the
 names of
 those they
 sold policies
 to. Allianz
 insured the
 Nazis and
 their
 Holocaust
 and the
 'death
 camps' and
 Hitler's
 Economics
 Minister was
 Allianz'
 CEO.
 
If the issue is
 to forgive
 and forget,
 then what
 prevents the
 next
 Holocaust?
 What is the
 point if there
 is no
 'justice'?
 
If the model
 is that a
 company
 can get
 away with
 mass
 murder, than
 why wouldn't
 any crook or
 killer do the
 mayhem
 they do,
 without any
 remorse or
 hesitation?
 
There is
 much at
 stake today,
 not just in
 the past
 horrors we
 must not
 repeat, but
 in how we
 are going to
 survive in
 the future. It
 isn't by
 embracing
 those Nazis
 and
 collaborators
 such as
 SNCF and
 subsidiaries.
 







We would
 like to meet
 with you
 about this as
 soon as
 possible and
 discuss
 what can be
 done on a
 host of
 issues
 relating to
 this before
 we put a
 whole
 campaign
 together to
 oppose
 SNCF/Keolis
 getting your
 business.
 
Yours in
 Shalom,
 
Bob Kunst
Pres.,
 Shalom
 International
Defend
 Jerusalem
305-864-
5110
www.defendjerusalem.net


 
 
 
 


 


------------------
------------------
------------------
------------------
------------------
------------------
------------------
------------------
------------------
------------------
------------------
------------------
------------------
--


Dear Bob,
Our efforts
 with NCL have
 not concluded
 with their very
 correct
 apology.
I am working
 with an anti-
discrimination
 lawyer and
 below you will
 find his last
 message to
 NCL.
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Jack
 
Ms.
 Mathews,
 
I write
 further to
 my last E-
mail
 inquiring
 whether
 Norwegian
 Cruise
 Lines
 intends to
 fully
 refund
 those
 Israeli
 passengers
 who
 suffered
 the
 indignity
 of being
 prevented
 from
 disembarking
 in Tunis
 while
 gentile
 passengers
 were
 permitted
 to
 disembark.
 
If there
 were any
 non-Israeli
 Jewish
 passengers,
 they, too,
 would
 have a
 claim
 against
 Norwegian
 Cruise
 Lines for
 racial
 discrimination. 
 In Shaare
 Tefila
 Congregation
 v. Cobb,
 481 U.S.
 615
 (1987),







 the
 Supreme
 Court, per
 Justice
 White
 writing for
 a
 unanimous
 Court,
 held that
 Jews are
 a race for
 purpose of
 civil rights
 statutes.
 In
 addition,
 the law is
 well
 settled
 that a
 member
 of an
 affected
 class has
 standing
 to present
 a claim for
 discriminatory
 treatment
 of like
 members
 of the
 affected
 class.
 That
 means
 Jewish
 passenger
 would
 have a
 claim
 against
 Norwegian
 for its
 capitulation
 to
 Tunisian
 authorities
 regarding
 fellow
 Jews from
 Israel
 prevented
 from
 disembarking
 in Tunis.
 







The court
 in Walker
 v. Carnival
 Cruise
 Lines, 107
 F.Supp.2d
 1135,
 1145
 (N.D.Cal.2000)
 emphasized
 “[t]he
 value
 society
 places
 upon
 eradicating
 discrimination
 and
 ensuring
 civil rights
 plaintiffs
 … have
 their day
 in Court.”
 
Hence, my
 question:
 will
 Norwegian
 refund
 ticket
 costs to
 Israeli
 victims?
 
Sam
 
From:
 shalominternational
 [mailto:shalominternational@mindspring.com]
 
Sent:
 Wednesday,
 March 12, 2014
 10:47 PM
To: zzzz-allianz-
samuel
Cc: zzz-lipskar
Subject:
 Shalom
 International/Defend
 Jerusalem
 Thanks and
 Challenges to
 NCL
 


 


Kevin
 Sheehan


CEO
 Norwegian
 Caribbean
 Lines
c/o



mailto:shalominternational@mindspring.com





 publicrelations@ncl.com


 
Dear
 Mr.
 Sheehan:


 
Shalom
 International/Defend
 Jerusalem
 wishes
 to
 congratulate
 NCL in
 taking
 action
 to
 cancel
 cruises
 to
 Tunisia,
 which
 refused
 entry to
 Israeli
 nationals
 who
 were
 passengers
 on the
 Norwegian
 Jade.
 
You
 were
 quoted
 in
 today's
 Miami
 Herald,3/12/14,
 as
 saying:
 "We
 want to
 send a
 strong
 message
 to
 Tunisia
 and
 ports
 around
 the
 world
 that we
 will not
 tolerate
 such
 random
 acts of
 discrimination
 against
 our
 guests"."We
 are
 outraged
 by this
 act and
 the fact
 that we
 were
 not
 notified
 in
 advance
 of this
 practice.
 We
 apologize
 sincerely
 to our
 guests
 who
 were
 afffected
 and
 want
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 them to
 know
 that we
 have
 taken
 the
 appropriate
 action
 in
 response."


 
We
 appreciate
 your
 direction
 in this
 matter
 and
 your
 offering
 complimentary
 trips to
 those
 affected and
 wish to
 urge
 such
 consideration
 for
 other
 accute
 matters
 in this
 letter to
 you.
 
1.
 Recently
 the
 Norwegian
 YMCA
 decided
 to
 boycott
 Israel
 and to
 blackmail
 Israel
 into
 dividing
 Jerusalem,
 Jewish
 for
 3000
 yrs. and
 the
 "Holyland",
 that has
 been
 Jewish
 for
 5000
 yrs.
    and
 give it
 to the
 very
 Arabs
 alligned
 with
 Hitler to
 'kill all
 Jews'
 and
 who
 danced
 in the
 streets
 on
 '9/11'.
 
   This
 "Eternal
 Covenant" is
 what G-
d Gave







 the
 Jewish
 people;the
 land the
 League
 of
 Nations
 gave
 the
 Jewish
 people
 in the
 1920s and
 millions
 of Jews
 were
 murdered
 for.
 Since
 NCR is
 one of
 Norway's
 leading
 corporations,
 we
 would
 urge
 your
 efforts
 to stop
 this
 level of
 discrimination,
 that is
 the
 same
 level of
 hatred
 that
 was
 offered
 by
 Tunisia
 and on
 the
 same
 issues.
 Without
 the Old
 Testament,
 there is
 no New
 Testament
 or
 Koran. 
 Boycotting
 Norway
 and
 corporations is
 in
 discussion.


 
2. The
 Letters
 below
 to
 Sen.Carter
 Conway
 in
 Maryland
 and to
 Mark
 Williams
 of PGA
 Tours,
 reflects 
 very
 critical
 issues
 of
 corporations
 like
 Allianz
 German
 Insurance
 that
 owes







 Holocaust
 Survivors
 $2.5billion
 on
 policies
 they
 sold to
 Jews
 and
 then
 stole
 the
 monies
 from
 them,
 being
 allowed
 to do
 business
 and golf
 tournaments
 and
 reneging
 on their
 committments
 to
 honor
 those
 policies.
 Allianz
 insured
 the
 'death
 camps'
 and
 Nazi
 Holocaust,
 but
 have
 been
 unwilling
 to even
 meet
 with the
 survivors,
 release
 lists of
 names
 they
 sold
 policies
 to and
 are
 blocking
 to allow
 the
 survivors
 to even
 sue. 
 Allianz
 is the
 20th
 largest
 corporation
 in the
 world
 and its
 CEO
 was
 Hitler's
 Economics
 Minister.


 
     What
 concerns
 us is
 that
 NCL is
 selling
 travel
 insurance
 from
 Allianz
 who
 refuses
 to meet







 its
 obligations
 to the
 Holocaust
 Survivors.


 
     Is
 there
 no one
 else
 you can
 use
 regarding
 travel
 insurance?


                                                                                                                                                               
 ;                        
 Will you
 use
 your
 influence
 on
 Allianz
 in terms
 of
 NCL's
 statement
 on
 discrimination,
 that you
 won't
 do
 business
 with
 Allianz
 until
 they do
 what is
 morally
 right in
 this
 matter.
 
    
 Other
 insurance
 companies
 involved
 in
 stealing
 from
 Holocaust
 Survivors
 and
 heirs
 totals
 $20billions.


 
3. There
 are
 500,000
 Survivors
 globally
 and
 125,000
 in U.S.,
 90,000
 in Israel
 and
 here in
 S. Fla.
 we
 have
 very
 many
 thousands,
 1/2
 living
 below
 the
 poverty
 level
 and
 desperately
 in need







 of help.
    We'd
 like to
 meet
 with
 you on
 all of
 the
 above,
 how
 NCL
 can
 help the
 Holocaust
 Survivors
 regarding
 health/dental/psychological
 and
 home
 care,
 retirement
 settlements, as
 part of
 your
 charitable
 contributions
 programs and
 also
 how we
 can
 educate
 the
 world
 and all
 ports of
 call for
 NCL,
 on the
 Holocaust
 and the
 dangerous
 rise in
 anti-
semitism
 sweeping
 across
 Europe
 again
 and
 influenced
 again
 by the
 same
 anti-
semitism,
 anti-
Israeli
 politics
 just
 experienced
 in
 Tunisia.
 
We
 eagerly
 await
 your
 response.


 
 
-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------







-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------
----- 
From:
 shalominternational
 
Sent:
 Mar 11,
 2014
 3:39
 PM 
To:
 joan.carter.conway@senate.state.md.us
 
Cc: mb 
Subject:
 Survivor/Shalom
 International
 Protest
 Against
 Allianz 


Dear
 Sen.
 Carter
 Conway:


 
We wish
 to
 congratulate
 you on
 your
 very
 important
 SB754,
 in
 holding
 corporations
 accountable
 for their
 participation
 in the
 Holocaust
 and
 mass
 murder
 and yet
 to
 compensate
 either
 survivors
 or heirs
 70 yrs.
 later,
 only
 adding
 insult to
 injury
 none of
 us
 should
 be
 rewarding.


 
Enclosed
 is some
 info on
 Allianz
 Nazi
 Insurance,
 which
 owes
 survivors
 $2.5billion
 and
 won't
 even
 release
 the
 names
 of those
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 holding
 policies
 with
 them.
 The
 entire
 insurance
 industry
 owes
 $20billions
 to the
 survivors
 and
 perhaps
 you
 might
 consider
 adding
 this to
 your bill
 somehow.
 Allianz
 insured
 the
 Nazis,
 the
 'death
 camps'
 and
 Hitler's
 Economic
 Minister
 was the
 Pres. of
 Allianz. 
 
Today,
 Allianz
 is 20th
 largest
 corporation
 in the
 world
 and still
 treats
 the
 survivors
 like
 garbage.
 
 
Please
 let us
 know
 how we
 can
 work
 with
 you.
 Perhaps,
 another
 issue is
 to make
 sure
 that no
 state
 pensions
 etc. go
 towards
 these
 companies,
 until
 they
 finally
 do what
 is right
 by the
 survivors
 and
 heirs. 
 
Yours in
 Shalom,


Bob
 Kunst
Pres.,







 Shalom
 International


305-
864-
5110
www.defendjerusalem.net


-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------
-----------
------


Subject:
 Survivor/Shalom
 International
 Protest
 Against
 Allianz 


Mark
 Williams:
 This
 story
 was
 also in
 today's
 Miami
 Herald
 and
 also will
 in
 Jewish
 Journal
 in S.
 Fla.
 with
 many
 thousands
 of
 readers
 as part
 of this
 campaign.
 Will
 send
 you
 more
 info.
 Putting
 the Golf
 Cart
 and
 profits
 over
 the
 lives of
 Holocaust
 Survivors
 is bad
 business
 and
 immoral. Bob


Subject:



http://www.defendjerusalem.net/





 FW:
 Survivor/Shalom
 International
 Protest
 Against
 Allianz 


Chuck,
 
The
 Holocaust
 Survivors
 Foundation
 USA
 protested
 Allianz
 and
 AAA
 again
 on the
 final
 round
 of the
 golf
 tournament
 this
 past
 Sunday.
 Below
 the
 photo,
 there is
 an
 article
 about
 the
 protest
 published
 in the
 Jewish
 Journal,
 a
 popular
 newspaper
 among
 South
 Florida
 Jewish
 people,
 including
 the
 “snowbirds”.
 I can’t
 guess
 how
 many
 are
 AAA
 members
 or have
 family
 and
 friends
 who
 are,
 but the
 word is
 already
 spreading.
 Jewish
 people







 are
 accustomed
 to anti-
Semitism
 and all
 too
 often
 overlook
 incidents.
 But
 they
 are
 very
 sensitive
 to
 issues
 involving
 the
 Holocaust
 and
 won’t
 tolerate
 abuse
 of
 survivors.
 Those
 who
 condone,
 collaborate
 or
 enable
 companies
 like
 Allianz
 will
 carry
 the
 stain of
 that
 relationship
 for a
 very
 long
 time.
 
Ron
 Dolinsky
 
From:
 shalominternational
 [mailto:shalominternational@mindspring.com]
 
Sent:
 Tuesday,
 February
 11,
 2014
 1:20
 AM
To: nj
Cc: ny-
ava
Subject:
 Survivor/Shalom
 International
 Protest
 Against
 Allianz
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Survivors
 seek
 $2.5
 billion
 in
 Holocaust-
era
 debts
 from
 Allianz
 


Protesters outside the Broken Sound Golf Course in Boca Raton on Feb. 3, protesting the Allianz Golf
 Tournament. Local activists believe Allianz, a German insurance company which was involved with the
 Nazis during World War II, still owes much more in insurance claims to Holocaust survivors and
 descendants of those who perished in the Holocaust. (Staff photo/Janeris Marte / February 3, 2014)


By
 Randall
 P.
 Lieberman,
 Staff
 Writer
 
4:45
 p.m.
 EST,
 
February
 10,
 2014
Holocaust
 survivor
 Jack
 Rubin
 is
 still
 waiting
 for
 
Allianz
 to
 make
 a
 fair
 deal.


Rubin,
 85,
 of
 
Boynton
 Beach,
 is
 an
 executive
 board
 member
 of
 the
 Holocaust
 Survivors



http://www.sun-sentinel.com/florida-jewish-journal/news/palm-beach-county-news/fl-jjps-allianz-0212-2-20140210%2c0%2c7789231%2cprint.story

http://www.sun-sentinel.com/topic/economy-business-finance/allianz-ag-holding-ORCRP000561.topic
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 Foundation
 USA,
 which
 has
 organized
 a
 protest
 of
 the
 Allianz
 Golf
 Tournament
 in
 
Boca
 Raton
 every
 year
 for
 the
 past
 four
 years.
 The
 protest
 is
 to
 convince
 Allianz
 to
 pay
 back
 all
 of
 the
 proceeds
 of
 unpaid
 Holocaust-
era
 insurance
 claims
 to
 Jewish
 Holocaust
 survivors
 and
 descendants
 of
 Jewish
 Holocaust
 victims.


Rubin
 led
 about
 a
 dozen
 protesters
 outside
 the
 Broken
 Sound
 Golf
 Course
 on
 Monday,
 Feb.
 3,
 on
 the
 first
 day
 of
 the
 tournament,
 an
 official
 PGA
 Champions
 (50
 and
 older)
 Golf
 Tour
 event
 held
 every
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http://www.sun-sentinel.com/community/news/bocaraton?track=tax-bocaraton





 year
 at
 Broken
 Sound.
 On
 Sunday,
 Feb.
 9,
 on
 the
 event's
 final
 day,
 there
 were
 close
 to
 40
 protesters.


Rubin
 said:
 "We
 Holocaust
 survivors
 are
 getting
 old.
 We're
 tired
 of
 coming
 out
 here
 every
 year.
 We
 want
 Allianz
 to
 sit
 down
 with
 us
 and
 finally
 make
 us
 a
 fair
 deal
 for
 what
 we
 are
 owed."


Added
 Holocaust
 survivor
 Moric
 Jusovic,
 85,
 of
 
Delray
 Beach:
 "A
 lot
 of
 the
 survivors
 are
 dying
 off
 or
 getting
 too
 weak
 to
 come
 out.
 It
 seems
 like
 it
 is
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 Allianz's
 goal
 to
 just
 wait
 until
 we
 die
 off.
 What
 they
 are
 doing
 is
 so
 unfair.
 They
 say
 they
 are
 paying
 all
 legitimate
 claims,
 but
 they
 have
 the
 audacity
 to
 ask
 for
 documents
 which
 are
 impossible
 to
 produce."
Allianz,
 a
 German
 insurance
 company,
 does
 not
 deny
 it
 owes
 insurance
 claims
 to
 Jewish
 Holocaust
 survivors,
 and
 descendants
 of
 Jews
 who
 were
 killed
 in
 the
 Holocaust,
 for
 insurance
 policies
 purchased
 by
 European
 Jews
 during
 
World
 War
 II.
 The
 only
 question
 is:
 Has
 the
 company
 paid
 its
 fair
 share
 of
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 what
 it
 owes?


As
 part
 of
 a
 statement
 released
 by
 Allianz
 spokeswoman
 Sabia
 Schwarzer,
 she
 said:
 "Allianz's
 history
 and
 involvement
 in
 
Nazi
 Germany
 has,
 with
 the
 company's
 full
 support,
 been
 very
 well
 documented,
 particularly
 in
 Gerald
 D.
 Feldman's
 groundbreaking
 book,
 'Allianz
 and
 the
 German
 Insurance
 Business
 1933-
1945.'
 This
 book,
 published
 back
 in
 2001,
 also
 details
 the
 work
 of
 the
 company
 in
 settling
 claims
 in
 the
 post-
war
 period.
 While
 we
 cannot
 undo
 any
 aspect
 of
 our
 company's
 history,
 we
 can
 learn
 from
 it
 and
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 work
 to
 make
 sure
 the
 horrors
 of
 the
 Holocaust
 are
 never
 again
 repeated."


Schwarzer
 also
 said
 that
 Allianz
 continues
 to
 pay
 its
 fair
 share
 of
 what
 it
 owes.
 However,
 the
 protesters
 all
 disagreed,
 and
 an
 independent
 source
 said
 that
 Allianz
 had
 paid
 at
 most
 three
 percent
 of
 what
 it
 owes
 on
 Jewish
 Holocaust-
related
 claims.


Sidney
 Zabludoff,
 an
 economist
 who
 worked
 for
 the
 White
 House,
 
CIA
 and
 
Treasury
 Department
 for
 more
 than
 thirty
 years,
 said
 by
 phone:
 "Upon
 retirement
 in
 1995,
 I
 was
 part
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 of
 the
 International
 Commission
 on
 Holocaust-
era
 Insurance
 Claims,
 which
 focused
 on
 issues
 related
 to
 the
 restitution
 of
 Jewish
 assets
 stolen
 during
 the
 Holocaust
 era.
 I
 was
 the
 principal
 analyst
 for
 the
 Jewish
 claims.
 I
 figured
 out
 the
 worth
 of
 all
 the
 portfolios
 held
 by
 the
 European
 insurance
 companies.
 In
 today's
 value,
 Allianz's
 share
 of
 the
 Jewish
 claims
 would
 be
 about
 $2.5
 billion,
 yet
 they've
 paid
 out
 only
 about
 $50
 million."


The
 rest
 of
 Schwarzer's
 statement
 reads:
 "Allianz
 has
 been
 active
 in
 settling
 the
 insurance
 claims







 of
 Holocaust
 victims
 and
 their
 families
 ever
 since
 the
 end
 of
 the
 Second
 World
 War,
 both
 in
 cooperation
 with
 the
 Allied
 and
 German
 governments
 and,
 more
 recently
 —
 together
 with
 the
 U.S.
 and
 Israeli
 governments,
 the
 Jewish
 Claims
 Conference
 and
 others
 —
 through
 the
 International
 Commission
 on
 Holocaust-
era
 Insurance
 Claims
 (ICHEIC).
 To
 this
 day,
 Allianz
 continues
 to
 pay
 any
 verifiably
 unsettled
 claims,
 whether
 submitted
 directly
 or
 through
 the
 New
 York
 State
 Holocaust
 Claims
 Processing
 Office,
 which
 has
 taken
 the
 lead
 in
 investigating
 and
 processing
 claims
 and
 advocating







 for
 claimants
 since
 ICHEIC
 completed
 its
 work
 in
 2007.


Protester
 David
 Dubbin,
 of
 
Boca
 Raton,
 said
 Schwarzer's
 statement
 is
 disingenuous.


"I
 ask
 you
 how
 many
 death
 certificates
 were
 issued
 by
 the
 Nazis
 and
 how
 many
 Jews
 were
 allowed
 to
 bring
 their
 insurance
 papers
 to
 the
 concentration
 camps,"
 David
 Dubbin
 said.
 "The
 answer,
 of
 course,
 is
 none.
 When
 Allianz
 says
 verifiable
 claims,
 they
 are
 holding
 out
 for
 original
 papers,
 which
 is
 how
 they
 are
 getting
 away
 with
 not
 paying
 the
 full
 number
 of
 claims
 they
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 should.
 They
 should
 publish
 a
 list
 of
 all
 their
 European
 policy
 holders
 during
 the
 war
 and
 let
 any
 descendants
 collect
 who
 can
 show
 proof
 of
 identity."


Samuel
 Dubbin,
 of
 Miami,
 David's
 brother
 and
 the
 counsel
 to
 the
 Holocaust
 Survivors
 Foundation
 USA,
 added:
 "In
 2011,
 the
 protests
 received
 a
 lot
 of
 press
 coverage
 and
 the
 protests
 put
 pressure
 on
 Allianz.
 Wolfgang
 Ischinger
 [Allianz's
 global
 head
 of
 government
 relations]
 agreed
 to
 come
 here
 to
 South
 Florida
 and
 talk
 to
 the
 Holocaust
 survivor
 leadership
 on
 his
 next
 trip
 to
 the







 United
 States.
 A
 few
 months
 later,
 he
 reneged.
 We
 encourage
 Ischinger
 to
 finally
 address
 our
 Holocaust
 survivors
 and
 show
 Allianz's
 commitment
 to
 honoring
 its
 insurance
 contracts."


The
 survivors
 pointed
 to
 a
 2011
 letter
 the
 Foundation
 faxed
 to
 Ischinger
 to
 request
 what
 Allianz
 could
 do
 to
 settle
 the
 situation
 more
 fairly:


"Allianz
 still
 needs
 to
 come
 clean
 with
 complete
 disclosure
 of
 policy
 holder
 information;
 to
 make
 payment
 of
 claims
 at
 fair
 value
 (not
 the
 10%
 value
 approved
 by
 ICHEIC);
 to
 support
 full
 legal
 rights
 for
 Holocaust







 survivors
 and
 their
 heirs;
 and
 to
 contribute
 immediately
 significant
 resources
 to
 assist
 Holocaust
 survivors
 in
 need,
 not
 through
 the
 Claims
 Conference,
 but
 via
 agencies
 known
 and
 respected
 by
 grass-
roots
 survivor
 leaders."


Samuel
 Dubbin
 said
 the
 survivors
 were
 not
 satisfied
 with
 Ischinger's
 2011
 response
 letter,
 as
 it
 did
 not
 directly
 respond
 to
 any
 of
 the
 Foundation's
 concerns.
 However,
 the
 survivors
 did
 expect
 he
 would
 honor
 a
 commitment
 to
 meet
 with
 them
 in
 person,
 which
 was
 never
 fulfilled,
 so
 they
 will
 continue
 to
 protest
 Allianz
 until
 Ischinger
 meets







 with
 the
 survivors
 and
 reaches
 an
 acceptable
 agreement.


The
 
Jewish
 Journal
 will
 follow
 up
 with
 both
 sides
 to
 see
 if
 Ischinger
 agrees
 to
 meet
 with
 the
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FW: Thursday's House Foreign Affairs Subcommittee Hearing
Robert Kunst
4:48 PM
Cc: Robert Kunst


 
 


Chairwoman Ros-Lehtinen’s opening remarks:


___________________________________________________________________________________________


Survivors Continue to Endure Hardships Long After the Atrocities of the
 Holocaust; Congress and the U.S. Government Must Do More to Ensure They


 Receive Their Long Overdue Justice, Says Ros-Lehtinen


(WASHINGTON) – U.S. Rep. Ileana Ros-Lehtinen (R-FL), Chairman of the Middle East and North
 Africa Subcommittee, made the following statement today at a joint Middle East and North Africa and
 Europe, Eurasia, and Emerging Threats Subcommittee hearing entitled, “The Struggles of Recovering
 Assets for Holocaust Survivors.” Statement by Ros-Lehtinen:
“This is a hearing we never should have to hold, yet it is a topic that must be addressed, as Holocaust
 survivors around the world continue to suffer injustices of the past and their needs and well-being go
 neglected. 
 I want to acknowledge our late Congressman, the Chairman of this Committee, Tom Lantos, whose
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 painting adorns the wall, a Holocaust survivor with whom I worked closely during his time here on the
 committee. 
 Six million Jews were murdered at the hands of the Nazis during the Holocaust and millions more
 suffered unspeakable atrocities committed against them and their loved ones. All of their properties and
 belongings were stolen, as the Nazis deported them to ghettos and concentration camps, where most of
 them died of starvation, exhaustion, torture or in gas chambers.
 The toll the Holocaust has taken on survivors is unimaginable and it is unforgiveable, but we cannot
 forget that it takes a tremendous toll on the second generation as well, as we will hear from our brave
 witnesses.
 Today there are less than half a million survivors of humanity’s darkest period, with nearly half of all
 Survivors worldwide living at or below the poverty level. And it is painful to see those who have suffered
 so greatly continue to struggle day in and day out – as if they had not suffered enough.
 And with the average age of Holocaust survivors estimated at 82, time is truly running out for us to bring
 them some form of justice, some kind of closure so that they can live out the rest of their days in dignity
 and comfort. I believe that more can and must be done.
 Holocaust survivors are barred—barred—from suing in federal courts those insurance companies that
 failed to pay out Holocaust-era policies. At the very minimum – given that no money can ever replace
 the experience of suffering under the Nazis – at the very minimum, we should let the survivors and their
 families have their day in court.
 Another avenue for the survivors was the International Commission on Holocaust Era Insurance Claims
 (ICHEIC), which closed in 2007 – no matter how many times they say, it’s never closed. This system was
 flawed due to problems with accountability and oversight which led to—listen to this—84% of the claims
 being rejected. 
 These survivors and their families need to be made whole; and this is why it is vital for Germany and
 other nations to fulfill their obligations, and for insurance companies that have been running out the
 clock in a deliberate attempt to avoid paying out rightful claims, to be held accountable and to finally
 pay for what they owe these survivors.
These countries and these greedy insurance companies owe these survivors. This is what is rightfully
 theirs and what has been denied to them for decades, forcing them to relive this atrocity over and over
 again. And it is not just these insurance companies and foreign governments that have let our Holocaust
 Survivors down, we need to take a closer look at what more our own Government, the United States
 Government, can be doing as well. 
 As a Member of Congress who represents Holocaust survivors, I hear from my constitutions that we in
 Congress must do more; folks like Joe Sachs, like David Mermelstein, folks we will hear from today, they
 tell me that all the time. I have heard repeatedly concerns from some of my constituents regarding the
 failure, the deception, the lies of the Claims Conference and how, though this is intended to help
 survivors receive fair compensation, it has been an impediment in the process. 
 Just like so many other senior citizens, Survivors need extensive medical care. They are likely to have
 greater health needs than the general population and are more likely to face a number of certain
 illnesses such as chronic depression, cognitive impairments, osteoporosis, post-traumatic stress
 syndrome. It is therefore vital for survivors to receive the financial, medical and social support that so
 many so desperately need. 
 Struggling to make ends meet and still fighting to correct the injustices of the past, it is important to hear
 from Holocaust Survivors and their relatives as they share their stories and the daily struggles that they
 face as they seek to live out the remainders of their lives in security and dignity – is that too much to
 ask?
 ICHEIC has let Holocaust survivors down no matter how the members of ICHEIC spin this, so it is up to
 us in Congress to step-up and help the survivors. 
 Thank you and I’m looking forward to hearing from our witnesses, and I’d like to point out that we have
 a person in the audience who is very interested in this, I’m sorry if I don’t pronounce your name
 correctly, Yael Fuchs, who’s the Assistant Attorney General, Charity’s Buru of the State of New York
 Office of the Attorney General. Thank you very much and they’ve been closely following the plight of
 Survivors and want to seek justice for them.
 And with that I turn to a fighter for Holocaust Survivors and from his early days as college activist and
 even before, Congressman Ted Deutch. Thank you Ted.” 
#####
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Samuel J. Dubbin, P.A.


Dubbin & Kravetz, LLP


1200 Anastasia Avenue


Suite 300


Coral Gables, Florida 33134


(305) 357-9004


(305) 815-8060 (cell)


(305) 371-4701 (fax)


sdubbin@dubbinkravetz.com


 


From: Sam Dubbin


 


All:


 


Yesterday’s hearing was very successful.   Rep. Ros-Lehtinen and Rep. Deutch were both
 enthusiastic after the hearing about preparing a letter to the German government demanding
 full support for survivors’ needs, and promised to get to work on it next week. 


 


Some of the video is included in this link to the website.  I am also attaching the witnesses’
 prepared statements.


 


http://foreignaffairs.house.gov/hearing/joint-subcommittee-hearing-struggles-recovering-assets-
holocaust-survivors 


 


Many thanks to Jack, Klaire, Dr. Barbara Paris, and Ivar’s daughter Genie Lieberman for all of
 their effort and hard work.   I also want to thank those of you who contributed statements and
 letters to be included in the hearing record, which we will work with the Committee on next
 week. 


 


 


 


Subject: IMPORTANT NEWS -- House Foreign Affairs Subcommittee Hearing on September 18


 


Dear All:
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As you know, we have been trying for several months to have a hearing in the U.S. House of Representatives on the broad range of issues affecting
 survivors and their families, with an emphasis on the needs of indigent survivors and the lack of sufficient funding from Germany to provide the care
 survivors and their families need.   The hearing will take place on Thursday, September 18, at 3 PM, in Room 2172 of the Rayburn House Office
 Building, the main Foreign Affairs Committee room.    We owe a tremendous debt of thanks to Congressmen lleana Ros-Lehtinen and Ted Deutch,
 Chairman and Ranking Member of the Foreign Affairs Subcommittee on the Middle East and North Africa, who pressed the Committee Chairman and
 Parliamentarian to give the survivors and their families a voice on these vital issues.    I encourage everyone from the Maryland-DC-VA area to try to
 attend this hearing, and bring as many survivors, family members, and supporters as you can. 


 


Here is the lineup of witnesses:  


Jack Rubin, HSF Executive Committee Member, will address survivors’ needs and inadequacy of current funding and systems, and Germany’s failure to
 take full responsibility for the needs of survivors in their final years.   Jack is on the survivors’ advisory committee of the Jewish Family and Children’s
 Services of Palm Beach County.


 


Barbara Paris, M.D., is the Vice-Chair Medicine & Director of Geriatrics at Maimonides Medical Center, Brooklyn NY.  Her practice is substantially devoted
 to the care of Holocaust survivors, and who also treats and interacts with many adult 2Gs as well.   She is also the daughter in law of survivors.


 


Klaire Firestone, President of the “Second Generation,” in Los Angeles, and a member of the Coordinating Council of Generations of the Shoah
 International (GSI), to address the broad range of issues affecting survivors and their families.


 


Genie Lieberman, daughter of HSF Executive Committee Member Ivar Segalowitz z’l, will talk about Ivar’s efforts to recover the insurance policies sold by
 Allianz and its affiliates to his family members, whose names appeared on the ICHEIC web site, yet Allianz and ICHEIC denied everything and left Ivar – like
 tens of thousands of survivors  and heirs – without any remedy.   She will also speak on behalf of her brother Ralph.   


 


Thanks to all of you who helped in numerous ways to advance this important hearing.   Now, even more work is needed.   I am encouraging all of you,
 with your children, grandchildren, and friends, to make sure that there is broad dissemination of the survivors’ and families’ point of view, using as many
 of the modern communications tools and media as we possibly can.  I have heard from some of you about this already, which is very encouraging.   
 Whatever ideas you have are welcome. 


 


Sam
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Pimco may suffer over $200B in outflows: Deutsche
Deutsche Bank research argued that each 100 billion euro in outflows is equivalent to around 9 percent of third party


 assets under management (AUM), which reduces Pimco's parent company Allianz (XETRA:ALV-DE)'s earnings by


 around 2 percent.


 


> >
> >Does the Holocaust Still Matter?
> >Does the Holocaust Still Matter?
> >Crucial lessons for humanity to remember always.
> >by Rabbi Emanuel Feldman
> >
> >One rule of thumb by which to measure the significance of the Holocaust is that it clearly matters to the enemies of the Jewish people –
 so much so that many would like to blot out its memory entirely.
> >
> >They are impatient with us: Why do you Jews dwell on the Holocaust? Why not forget it and go forward? The very same mindset that
 was not disturbed while six million were butchered now resents our remembering those same six million. Forget about it, they say, and
 move on. What good does it do to keep remembering it?
> >
> >There are a number of reasons for these attempts to blot out and even to deny the Holocaust: 
> >
> > Its memory gives spiritual strength to the Jewish people. 
> >
> > It undergirds the existence of the State of Israel. 
> >
> > It creates sympathy for the Jewish people. 
> >
> > It makes heroes of the Jewish people who were able to live through such tragedy and not only survive but flourish. 
> >
> > Because the deniers refuse to face the dark potential that lies within mankind and within themselves. 
> >
> > And, perhaps primarily, because once the Holocaust is forgotten, their own complicity in it – at the very least by their silent acquiescence
 – will also be forgotten, and they will feel exonerated.
> >
> > But the Holocaust matters very much because of the many lessons that are derived from this black period in history.
> >
> > Man is not born good. He becomes good by learning there is another beside him and an Other above him. 
> >
> >Among these lessons is the fact that evil and unwarranted hatred are a reality that exists in our world. The human being has an infinite
 capacity for evil that, left unchecked, can destroy the world. The view that goodness is a built-in and natural quality in mankind is not only
 Pollyannaish, it is dangerous and untrue.
> >
> >The Torah itself tells us that the "impulse of man's heart is evil from his youth" (Gen 8:21). Man is not born good. He has to become good
 – by forging his character, by bending his baser instincts, by learning that there is another beside him and an Other above him.
> >
> >The Holocaust shows what can become of human beings when they permit the beast within them to control them.
> >
> >It teaches us that we must be alert to the existence of evil, both in others and in our own selves. Once we are aware of its reality, we can
 work to uproot it. The mitzvot of the Torah are designed to help the spiritual qualities within us dominate the beast within.
> >
> >Further, we learn from this tragedy that to be silent in the face of evil is to acquiesce in it, encourage it, and help it grow strong. History
 teaches us that evil triumphs when good people remain silent. But when good people rise up against evil, evil will ultimately perish and the
 good will prevail.
> >
> > Never doubt the evil intentions of tyrants. 
> >
> >By appeasing Nazi Germany in the 1930's, by turning a blind eye toward its policies of discrimination, hatred, and ultimately the
 wholesale murder of Jews, the so-called free world encouraged the Nazis to continue their evil ways – with the result that not only were six
 million Jews brutally killed, but countless others destroyed, and untold human suffering engendered. We made the mistake of not believing
 what they were saying. Early on, they stated precisely what their plans were. The world should not have been surprised.
> >
> >One should never doubt the evil intentions of tyrants. Today, when we hear talk about destroying Israel and driving her people into the
 sea, it would be folly to discount it.
> >
> >From the Holocaust we also learn that evil, hatred, and anti-Semitism are not always the result of ignorance, but that even a highly
 educated, cultured, and sophisticated society can fall under the sway of evil. Germany was a leader in science, art, education, literature,
 philosophy, music – but none of this cultural superiority was a guarantee against the cruelty and bestiality that marked its behavior. The
 guards at Auschwitz listened to Bach while their victims were gassed to death.
> >
> >The Holocaust underscores a curious fact: whenever we find great evil in the world, it is invariably directed against the Jewish people.
 The worst tyrants in history have one goal in common: to destroy the Jews. Stalin and Hitler of the last century are only the most recent
 entries in the endless exhibition of virulent anti-Jewishness. Somehow, the enemies of freedom, peace, love, goodness, and morality have
 also been the enemies of the Jews.
> >
> >Why do tyrants unleash their fury against the Jews? Because there is within Judaism a certain sense of sanctity and Godliness whose
 very existence is a challenge to the very essence of tyranny. Hatred of the Jew is actually hatred of God and the morality, ethics and self-
discipline that He – through the Torah – has tried to introduce into the world.







> >
> >A people is judged not by its friends but by its enemies. Though it is most painful, the Jews bear the enmity of the world's tyrants with
 pride and courage. For this enmity only demonstrates that the Jew represents a different scale of values in the universe, and constitutes a
 formidable challenge to the dominion of evil.
> >
> >Thus the Holocaust matters very much. Remembering it not only honors the martyrs who fell in the cause of the Jewish people, it also
 underscores the awareness that despite its ravages, we still flourish as a dynamic people. And this fortifies us and strengthens our faith in
 God's promises about the eternity of the Jewish people.
> >
> >Memory is an integral aspect of being alive, the glue of one's self-identity. Memory is also an integral element in the life of a people, for a
 people that forgets its past has no future.
> >
> >How much more so is this true of the Jews, who for most of history had no land, no flag, no armies, no protection. We had only our
 Torah, our God – and our national memory.
> >
> >Because the Jews are a people that remembers, we never forgot our origins. "If I forget thee, O Jerusalem, may my right hand fail..."
 says King David (Psalms 137:5). We never forgot Jerusalem, we never forgot our history. Had we forgotten, we would long ago have
 ceased to exist as a people. Wherever we wandered in our exile, our prayers have been directed towards Jerusalem. We do not forget, and
 even at the moments of our greatest joy – at our weddings – we shatter a glass to remind ourselves that as long as our Temple is not
 rebuilt and restored, our happiness is incomplete.
> >
> >Even today, when we approach the remaining vestige of our ancient Temple, we rend our garments like those in mourning. And we have
 special days of fasting to mark the various stages of Jerusalem's destruction – not because we wish to dwell on our past sadness, but
 because we know what happens when a people forgets its past. It is the Jewish national memory that partially explains the mysterious
 survival of our people despite all odds against it. That memory is an integral part of Jewish existence is seen by the frequency of its use in
 the Bible. The term zikaron, "remembrance", appears over 20 times in the Five Books of Moses, and there are over 300 variations of the
 term zachor, "remember," in the Bible.
> >
> > The Holocaust reminds us of certain truths that, if forgotten, can destroy civilization. 
> >
> >So vital is it not to forget evil, that of the many commandments dealing with remembering, one of the most emphatic is the requirement to
 remember the tribe of Amalek who tried to destroy Israel in its wanderings in the Wilderness.
> >
> >Why is it so crucial not to forget Amalek and to blot out its memory? Because Amalek represents the epitome of evil, the force that seeks
 to destroy every vestige of God in the universe, including the carriers of God's teachings, the Jewish people. We are bidden never to forget
 this and to battle against it in every generation (Exod. 17: 14-16; Deut. 25:17). The spirit of Amalek still lives, and it was certainly its spirit
 that gave strength to the perpetrators of the Holocaust.
> >
> >Get Aish.com's Free Email Updates.
> >
> >The Holocaust reminds us of certain truths that, if forgotten, can destroy civilization. And it reminds Jews that the purpose of the Torah is
 to change man from a beast and transform him into a human being, and that only in connecting with God can evil be pre-empted in the
 world.
> >
> >We forget it at our peril.
> >
> >For more articles, visit Aish.com's Holocaust Studies section.
> >
 


 
 
 


 


 


 


Sign on gate into Auschwitz main camp reads "Arbeit Macht Frei"
Ravensbrück Concentration Camp:


> History & Overview







> Ravensbrück: Table of Contents | Timeline of Persecution | Photographs
> Print Friendly and PDF


> 
> 
> 


> Ravensbrück was a concentration camp for women, which had 34 satellite divisions. Located alongside Lake Schwedt, about 50 miles north of
 Berlin, Ravensbrück opened on May 15, 1939, and, three days later, the first group of 867 women arrived from Lichtenburg in Saxony, a


 fortress that had been used as a women's camp from March 1938 until May 1939. The first prisoners were mostly of German anti-fascists, either
 Social Democrats or Communists — some coincidentally Jewish, and Jehovah's Witnesses. A high wall with electrified barbed wire enclosed the


 women in the camp.
> 


> Ravensbrück housed Jews, Gypsies, Poles, Russians, Ukrainians, Germans and prisoners of other nationalities. Designed to accommodate 6,000
 prisoners, the number of inmates grew from 2,000 in 1939 to 10,800 in 1942. Between May 1939 and June 1944, an estimated 43,000 women were


 brought to Ravensbrück. During the next nine months, an estimated 90,000 more came. The most serious overcrowding occurred after the
 evacuation of Auschwitz in January 1945, when an unknown but significant number of Jewish women arrived at Ravensbrück. Toward the end


 of the war, transports from Auschwitz and other camps in the East increased the population to its maximum, some 32,000 women.
> Human Statistics


> 
> The prisoners were organized into categories, each with a distinctive colorcoded triangle, as well as by nationality. Political prisoners (including


 resistance fighters and Soviet prisoners o fwar) wore red triangles; Jehovah's Witnesses wore purple triangles; “asocials” (including lesbians,
 prostitutes, and Gypsies) wore black triangles; and criminals (common criminals or those who broke Nazi imposed laws) wore green triangles.
 Jewish women wore yellow triangles, but if they were also political prisoners, they wore a red triangle and yellow triangle that formed a Star of


 David, or a yellow stripe on top of the red triangle. A letter within the triangle signified the prisoner's nationality.
> 


> Exact statistics are impossible to obtain, because the Nazis burned many records before they fled. The camp memorial’s estimated figure of
 132,000 includes about 48,500 Polish women, the largest national group imprisoned in the camp. There were 28,000 women from the Soviet


 Union, almost 24,000 from Germany and Austria, nearly 8,000 French women, and thousands from other countries in Europe. There were even
 British and American women imprisoned at the camp. While no exact records are available, an estimated twenty percent of the total population


 was Jewish — more than 20,000 women.
> 


> Some of the Ravensbrück prisoners arrived at the camp with their children or gave birth there. The statistics on the arrival of children and the
 birth of babies are incomplete and we will never know the full extent of the horrors inflicted on children and newborns. Most of the newborns


 only lived briefly and then were murdered by the Nazi doctors and nurses. The ledgers suggest that 882 children were deported to Ravensbrück.
> 


> Camp Life
> 


> In the camp's early days, conditions were hygienic and the prisoners were issued clean uniforms. By the end of the war, conditions had
 deteriorated significantly. Barracks built for 250 women later housed 1,500 or 2,000, with three to four to a bed. Thousands of women did not


 even have part of a bed, and were lying on the floor, without even a blanket. When 500 Jewish women arrived from Hungary in the fall of 1944,
 they were placed in a huge tent with a straw floor and died in masses. A plague of lice and danger of disease from the water made life in the


 barracks even more unbearable.
> 


> The women were awakened for roll call by 4:00 a.m. Before roll call, as many as 500 women stood in the latrine around three “toilets” with no
 doors. After standing outside until everyone was accounted for, they drank their imitation coffee and went off to work. They returned to their
 assigned barracks for their noontime soup and again in the evening, when the soup was repeated, On Sundays the women were not required to


 work, and socialized in the barracks or outside to the limited extent possible.
> 


> The regime was strict, punishment was inflicted, and harsh labor was required. Solitary confinement in the dark and airless prison cells of the
 “Bunker,” the usual punishment for acts considered sabotage or resistance, was often accompanied by severe beatings or other torture. Other
 routine torture methods included attacks by SS dogs. In addition to the “Bunker,” there was a barrack separated from the camp by a fence,


 which served as a punishment block. SS Reichsführer and Head of the German Police, Heinrich Himmler, ordered whippings beginning in April
 1942. A prisoner categorized as a criminal carried out the orders, and received extra rations. The camp doctor was required to be present at


 each punishment, to confirm it had been carried out. Himmler later ordered whipping to be used only as a “last resort.”
> 


> Slave Labor
> 


> The major private firm that used slave labor at Ravensbrück was the Siemens Electric Company, today the second largest electric company in
 the world. In a separate camp adjoining the main one, Siemens “employed” the women to make electrical components for V-1 and V-2 rockets.


> 
> Ravensbrück was one of the Nazi's main depositories for confiscated clothing and furs, and had an SS-owned factory for remodeling leather


 and textiles, a subsidiary of Dachau Enterprises, There was also a tailor shop that made the prisoners' striped uniforms and uniforms for the SS,
 and fur coats for the Waffen-SS and the Wehrmacht, In another shop the prisoners wove carpets from reeds. Women also did outside work,
 such as construction of buildings and roads. They were used like animals, with twelve to fourteen of them pulling a huge roller to pave the


 streets,
> 


> Some of the women worked in camp administration and some worked outside the camp, for example, in the nearby town of Fürstenberg. Those
 too old or disabled to perform other duties knitted for the army or cleaned the barracks and latrines, The women usually worked for twelve


 hours a day, under conditions of extreme exploitation.
> 


> Medical Experimentation
> 


> Beginning in 1942, medical experiments were performed on the inmates; some women were infected with gas gangrene or bacterial
 inflammations, while others were forced to receive bone transplants and bone amputations. Other experiments involved sulfonamide and
 sterilization techniques. Pregnant Jewish women were sent to the gas chambers, while abortions were performed on non-Jews. The most


 infamous experiments used Polish women as “guinea pigs” to simulate battlefield leg wounds of German soldiers. Most of these women died or
 were murdered afterward, and those who survived were crippled and disfigured. .


> 
> Between 1942-1943, Ravensbrück served as a training camp for 3,500 female SS supervisors who went on to maltreat, torture, and murder


 women in other camps.
> 


> Prisoners that were sentenced to death in 1942 were sent to separate institutions or death camps. Some women, including those incapable of
 work and Jewish political prisoners, were gassed at a euthanasia center set up in the psychiatric facility of Bernberg. By 1943, a crematorium


 was built at Ravensbrück, near the camp for minors, which housed about 1,000 girls.
> 


> Slave Labor
> 


> Another 70,000 prisoners were brought to Ravensbrück in 1944, most of whom were transferred to the 70 subcamps, although the main camp
 housed 26,700 female prisoners in that year. An estimated 106,000 female prisoners passed through Ravensbrück by 1945.







> 
> The Nazi's utilization of slave labor to win the war resulted in Ravensbrück’s expansion into a virtual empire of slave labor subcamps.


 Products that were manufactured by women in these subcamps included aircraft components, weapons, munitions, and explosives.
> 


> Conditions varied from camp to camp, depending on the size of the camp, changing circumstances as World War II progressed, and the
 disposition of the personnel in charge. In addition to the Siemens Electric Company, other prestigious and known companies that employed slave
 labor in Ravensbrück's sub-camps included AEG and Daimler-Benz. More than 55 years after the end of the war, Siemens and other companies


 were finally beginning to agree to accept responsibility and pay some compensation to their former slave laborers from Ravensbrück.
> 


> Gas Chambers
> 


> In February 1945, a gas chamber was constructed at Ravensbrück and, by April 1945, between 2,200 and 2,300 were killed in the gas chamber.
 The majority of those killed by gas in the camp were Hungarian, mostly Jewish, then Polish, then Russian. Women prisoners working as scribes
 counted a total number of 3,660 names on lists for “Mittwerda;” the Nazi code name for the gas chamber. However, since some of the transports
 went directly from the satellite camps to the gas chamber, the number of women murdered in the camp's gas chamber is estimated to be 5,000 to


 6,000.
> 


> The so-called “youth concentration camp” Uckermark, less than a mile from Ravensbrück, was sometimes the conduit to the gas chamber. The
 SS used this adjacent camp for old, sick, and weakened women who had been selected as “unable to work;” and were sometimes given poisonous
 “white powder.” Women who were sentenced to death for acts such as espionage at times were shot in a special corridor between buildings, and


 other women received lethal injections.
> 


> In March 1945, an evacuation order was given to the inmates of Ravensbrück and 24,500 prisoners were sent to Mecklenburg. In early April
 1945, 500 prisoners were handed over to the Swedish and Danish Red Cross and 2,500 German prisoners were set free.


> 
> In the summer of 1945 [sic - probably 19431], Heinrich Himmler issued a directive to create brothels in concentration camps. Eighteen to


 twenty-four women were taken from Ravensbrück to each camp where a brothel was established. The women were all “volunteers.” They were
 promised they would have to work for six months.


> 
> The prisoners could do little to fight back against their captors, but they did engage in various forms of spiritual resistance, such as holding
 classes in language, history, and geography classes; improvising theater and music; drawing the reality of camp life; and sharing recipes and
 preparing imaginary meals, Through such activities, the women helped each other survive. While there could not have been armed resistance
 under the circumstances of Ravensbrück, there was sabotage during production of rocket components at the Siemens factory, There were also
 efforts by prisoners who worked in the offices to keep secret records of arrivals, punishments, and deaths, During the early years of the camp,


 there was even a secret newspaper.
> 


> Liberation
> 


> The Soviets liberated the camp on April 29-30, 1945, and found approximately 3,500 extremely ill prisoners living at the camp; the Nazis had
 sent the other remaining women on a death march. It is estimated that 50,000 women died at Ravensbrück, either from harsh living conditions,


 slave labor or were put to death.
> 


> Count Folke Bernadotte, vice president of the Swedish Red Cross, had convinced Himmler to allow the International Red Cross to rescue some
 prisoners from Ravensbrück and other camps and bring them to Sweden, The Swedish Red Cross was first allowed to rescue Scandinavians on


 March 5, followed by women from France, Poland, and the Benelux countries.
> 


> Through the intervention of the Swedish section of the World Jewish Congress, Bernadotte requested that Jewish prisoners also be sent to
 Sweden. Himmler agreed, and between April 22 and April 28, about 7,500 women — an estimated 1,000 of them Jewish — were liberated from


 Ravensbrück. They were then ferried from Copenhagen to Malmö in neutral Sweden, Once there, they received clothing, food, and medical
 attention and were then sent to recuperate in different locations. Afterward, most of the non-Jewish women returned to their homelands. The


 Jewish women sought out surviving family members in their former homelands, but most immigrated to Israel or the Americas, and some settled
 in Sweden.


> 
> 


> Jadwiga Dzido shows her scarred leg to the court at the Doctors Trial, while expert witness Dr. Alexander explains the nature of the medical
 experiment performed on her at Ravensbruck.


> War Crimes Trials
> 


> Trials for the people charged with war crimes at Ravensbrück were held in Hamburg, in the British Zone. Many of the war criminals were
 doctors and nurses who participated in the medical experiments. Dorothea Binz was the brutal SS head overseer of Ravensbrück from August


 1943 until April 1945. She received a death sentence and was executed at the Hameln Prison on May 2, 1947. Irma Grese was a “graduate” of the
 Ravensbrück training camp, who was sentenced to death by hanging and executed in 1945 for her crimes at Auschwitz. Hermine Braunsteiner


 Ryan, a guard and supervisor of guards at Ravensbrück, Auschwitz, and Majdanek entered the United States after World War II and was
 extradited to Germany in 1981 by the Immigration and Naturalization Service.


> 
> The camp was generally off limits for visitors from the West until after the Berlin wall fell in November 1989. The original barracks were razed
 by the Soviet Army after World War II, and new barracks were built for the Soviet troops stationed in the camp until 1993. They were there as
 part of the Soviet Union's Cold War antimissile program. During this time, the former SS headquarters, punishment block, and crematorium
 housed memorial exhibits. After the reunification of Germany, the camp's site was refurbished and readied for the April 1995 ceremonies that
 marked the fiftieth anniversary of liberation. Although the lake looks picturesque, it contains the women’s ashes from the camp crematorium’s


 three ovens.
> 


> Sources: Center for Holocaust and Genocide Studies; Holocaust. Israel Pocket Library, Jerusalem: Keter Books, 1974; Kogon, Eugen. The
 Theory And Practice Of Hell. NY: Berkley Publishing Group, 1998, p. 135; Encyclopedia Britannica; Encyclopedia of the Holocaust; Simon


 Wiesenthal Center Online.
> 


> 1Heinrich Himmler developed an idea to provide hardworking prisoners with incentives in the camp system. He expressed his thoughts in a
 letter to Otto Pohl of the SS Economic Division on March 5, 1943: “I consider it necessary to provide in the most liberal way hard-working
 prisoners with women in brothels.” Pohl, in turn, directed these instructions to commandants such as Rudolf Höss at Auschwitz. Brothel


 vouchers were to be issued only to prisoners of special value—and certainly not to Jews. (Source: Nuremberg Trial Proc
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------


 Siemens at Buchenwald



https://blu177.mail.live.com/ol/





 


 


 


Jewish slave laborers in the Buchenwald
 concentration camp near Weimar, 16 April 1945.


 Second row, seventh from left is Elie Wiesel.
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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Siemens retreats over Nazi name


German engineering giant Siemens has hastily
 abandoned plans to register the trademark


 "Zyklon", the same name as the Zyklon B poison
 gas used in Nazi extermination camps, BBC News


 Online has learnt. 
A year ago, Bosch Siemens Hausgeraete (BSH), the
 firm's consumer products joint venture, filed two


 applications with the US Patent & Trademark Office
 for the Zyklon name across a range of home


 products, including gas ovens. 
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Siemens should know better... This is a major, major
 scandal 


 
Dr Shimon Samuels


Simon Wiesenthal Center  
Jewish groups have condemned the move, in


 particular because Siemens used slave labour
 during the Nazi period. 


"We are very sorry if this trademark application has
 caused any offence," Bosch Siemens


 spokeswoman Eva Delabre told BBC News Online,
 confirming that the firm had never used and had
 now no intention of using the name in the US. 


Last month, UK sports goods maker Umbro
 apologised after complaints that it named one of its


 sports shoes Zyklon. 


Name blame 


Zyklon B, originally an insecticide, was widely used
 in gas chambers in the latter stages of the Nazi


 Holocaust. 


 
Siemens already uses the Zyklon name in Germany


 


The word Zyklon means "Cyclone" in German, and is
 already applied to some Siemens vacuum cleaners
 in its home market. It uses a technology similar to
 the bagless "cyclone" vacuum cleaners pioneered


 by UK inventor James Dyson. 







But while the name may have been chosen
 innocently, it was condemned as insensitive by


 observers. 


"Siemens should know better because it was
 directly complicit in the use of slave labour," said
 Dr Shimon Samuels, head of the European arm of


 the Simon Wiesenthal Center, a Jewish human
 rights organisation. 


"This is a major, major scandal." 


Hasty retreat 


A reader had alerted BBC News Online to the Zyklon
 trademark application. 


When BBC News Online queried Bosch Siemens
 about its plans for the Zyklon product range, the


 company quickly made an about-turn, saying that
 "today BSH has begun taking the necessary steps
 to withdraw its trademark applications" for Zyklon. 


Compensation claims 


Like many other large German firms, Siemens is now
 involved in plans to compensate victims of the Nazi


 regime. 


The German Government is still working on ways to
 deliver about £3.5bn in reparations to victims and


 their families. 


Efforts to distribute compensation have been







 complicated by a mass of private lawsuits, mainly in
 US courts, alleging use of slave labour and other


 forms of profiteering from the Holocaust. 
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SIEMENS-WERKEN / SIEMENS FACTORIES


Play video
Siemens Products: Ravensbrück, Buchenwald
 and Auschwitz Concentration Camps.The
 Crematorium ovens at Buchenwald still bear
 the Siemens name .
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From: kunstforcongress@hotmail.com
CC: kunstforcongress@hotmail.com


Subject: Holocaust and Siemens
Date: Mon, 15 Sep 2014 21:37:04 -0400


Siemens


Siemens was a leading corporate
 participant in Hitler’s “death through work


 program;” with slave labor factories at the following
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 death camps: Auschwitz, Buchenwald, Flossenberg,
 Gross Rosen, Mauthausen, Neuengamme,


 Ravensbruck, & Sachsenhausen
In late 1944, at the height of World War II, Siemens’
 total workforce of 244,000 included 50,000 people
 who had been put to work against their will. The
 overall number of people who served as forced
 labor at Siemens during the war years was even


 higher.
The major private firm that used slave labor at


 Ravensbrück was the Siemens Electric Company,
 today the second largest electric company in the
 world. In a separate camp adjoining the main one,


 Siemens “employed” the women to make electrical
 components for V-1 and V-2 rockets. The women


 usually worked for twelve hours a day, under
 conditions of extreme exploitation. Women also


 worked at some of the most difficult tasks,
 including construction. They were used like


 animals, with twelve to fourteen of them pulling a
 huge roller to pave the streets,


In addition to the profitable business of working
 people to death at Nazi concentration camps,


 Siemens did quite well in the so-called
 “Aryanization Program,” which was essentially the


 expropriation of Jewish businesses for resale at
 bargain basement prices to approved German


 companies
Siemens general director during the Holocaust,
 Rudolf Bingel, was one of the senior German


 business leaders active in the notorious
 Himmlerkreis, the Circle of Friends of Reichsfuhrer


 SS Heinrich Himmler. The companies represented in
 Himmler’s circle became pacesetters in


 Aryanization, exploitation of concentration camp







 labor, seizure of foreign companies in the occupied
 territories, and similar business ventures that


 depended on SS cooperation.
The National Socialist economy and the war years


 (1933 – 1945)
Siemens


Corporate history: They admit that “ Siemens’ total
 workforce of 244,000 included some 50,000 people


 who had been put to work against their will. The
 overall number of men and women who served as
 forced labor at Siemens during the war years was,


 however, higher”
Exhibition:


The Nazi Era
Forced Labor


Siemens
Presentation: Siemens – An Examination of Ethics


 and Responsibility
Prezi


Slave Labor
Center for Holocaust and Genocide Studies


University of Minnesota
Siemens opens Nazi camp file
The Jewish Chronicle Online


Siemens follows V.W.’s lead in starting slave
 laborers fund


JTA
YouTube Video:


SIEMENS FACTORIES
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SIEMENS: Monopoly with Sinister Nazi Past


Posted on April 17, 2013 by rtuc


German monopoly Siemens AG. 
Siemens, headquartered in Munich and operating in
 190 countries, is moving its entire energy research


 operation from Ontario to its existing office in
 Calgary. The provincial agreement with Siemens fits


 well with the government’s plans to tie university
 research more closely to the needs of the


 monopolies — Siemens is already researching
 oilsands emissions. The agreement also aligns with
 Alberta’s “International Strategy,” part of which is
 to further sell out the province by increasing direct


 foreign investment.
After the signing, Lukaszuk praised Siemens as a


 company with “reputation” and “profile” but
 carefully omitted the content of that reputation and


 profile. In 2007 and 2008, Siemens was hit with
 multi-million dollar fines for price fixing and bribery.


 On a much more sinister note, in the 1930s,
 Siemens helped fund the rise of the Nazi Party and


 the secret rearmament of Germany. During the
 Second World War, Siemens backed the Hitler


 regime in return for lucrative contracts, contributed
 to the aggressive war effort and participated in the
 “Nazification” of the economy. Siemens had many
 factories in and around notorious concentration


 camps to build electric switches for the military. In
 Auschwitz, tens of thousands of prisoners worked
 in a Siemens factory that supplied the camp with
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 electricity.
During the final years of the war, Siemens moved its


 manufacturing to regions unaffected by Allied
 bombings. By the end of the war, Siemens was
 operating almost 400 alternative or relocated


 manufacturing plants, which supplied electrical
 parts to concentration camps. Malnutrition and
 death were common in the camp factories. The


 factories were created, run, and supplied by the SS,
 which under Himmler’s command was responsible
 for crimes against humanity during World War II, in


 conjunction with company officials. During this
 time, Siemens used forced and slave labour at
 Ravensbrück concentration camp and in the


 Auschwitz subcamp of Bobrek, among others.
After 1945, Hermann von Siemens, head of the
 company, was charged with war crimes. The


 charges were later dropped and he was reinstated
 to help the Anglo-American imperialists rebuild
 Germany as a bulwark against the Soviet Union,
 which had led the world’s people in defeating the
 Nazis. Recent events have reawakened Siemens’


 Nazi past. In 1998, Siemens was forced to set up a
 special fund to pay millions of dollars in


 compensation to people used as slave labourers
 during the Nazi era. In 2002, public opinion forced


 Siemens to abandon its plan to register the
 trademark “Zyklon” for a new line of products


 including gas ovens, the same name as the poison
 gas — Zyklon B — used to exterminate prisoners in


 Nazi death camps.
--------------------------------------------------


————–
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Ravensbrueck.


The major private firm that used slave labor at
 Ravensbrück was the Siemens Electric Company,
 today the second largest electric company in the
 world. In a separate camp adjoining the main one,


 Siemens “employed” the women to make electrical
 components for V-1 and V-2 rockets.


During the second World War, Siemens supported
 the Hitler regime, contributed to the war effort and
 participated in the “Nazification” of the economy.


 Siemens had many factories in and around
 notorious concentration camps[8][9] to build
 electric switches for military uses.[10] In one


 example, almost 100,000 men and women from
 Auschwitz worked in a Siemens factory inside the


 camp, supplying the electricity to the camp.


A series of depositions, trials, and appeals brought
 to light the conduct of Siemens during the Nazi


 regime. Contemporary scholars have been
 uncovering some of the atrocities of Siemens


 during this time, including forced and slave labor at
 Ravensbrück and in the Auschwitz subcamp of


 Bobrek, among others. Additionally, the company
 supplied electrical parts to concentration camps


 and death camps. The factories had poor working
 conditions, where malnutrition and death were


 common. Also, the scholarship has shown that the
 camp factories were created, run, and supplied by


 the SS, in conjunction with company officials,
 sometimes high-level officials. [11]


---------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------


--------------







West German Industry and the Challenge of the Nazi
 Past, 1945-1955


Author(s): Wiesen, S. Jonathan
Reviewer(s): Stallbaumer-Beishline, L. M.


Published by EH.Net and H-Business (June 2002) 
S. Jonathan Wiesen, West German Industry and the


 Challenge of the Nazi Past, 
1945-1955. Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina


 Press, 2001. xvi + 329 
pp. $39.95 (cloth) ISBN: 0-8078-2634-0. 


Reviewed for H-BUSINESS and EH.NET by L. M.
 Stallbaumer-Beishline, Associate 


Professor of History, Bloomsburg University of
 Pennsylvania 


How do businessmen or corporate executives come
 to terms with accusations of 


criminality? S. Jonathan Wiesen (Assistant
 Professor at Southern Illinois 


University at Carbondale) raises this question in his
 study of West German 


industry’s publicity and public relations efforts in
 the first decade after the 


Second World War. Because industrialists were
 reinventing their public image as 


entrepreneurs (“Unternehmer”), it is assumed that
 they were repressing memories 


of the Nazi past. However, Wiesen convincingly
 illustrates that industrialists 


were pre-occupied with the Nazi past by going
 behind the scenes to discover how 


they developed their public relations tactics through
 such venues as industrial 
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organizations, publications, and trade fairs. While
 Wiesen is primarily 


interested in formal, institutional behavior, he also
 scrutinizes the endeavors 


of individual industrialists. He raises questions of
 universal importance about 


the place of morality in corporate behavior and how
 memory can be engineered 


and promoted. 
To illustrate the urgency, indeed obsession, felt by


 industrialists to explain 
their Nazi past, Wiesen cites the example of the


 German electrical firm, 
Siemens & Halske. The company’s managing board,


 although surrounded by the 
ruins of war in July 1945, composed manuscripts to


 explain its corporate 
behavior. Why the urgent need? Siemens wanted to


 deny war crime allegations 
being leveled against it by the Allied powers and to


 remind the public of the 
significant role that the company would play in the


 reconstruction of Germany. 
By analyzing how the manuscript was drafted and


 edited, Wiesen reveals a number 
of rationalizations offered by many industrialists:


 they were simply doing 
business, held no political views (yet attempted to


 resist Nazi policies), 
could not avoid using forced labor, and at least in


 the case of Siemens, 
“worker friendly.” (p. 38) Wiesen is critical of


 Siemens’s behavior, yet places 
it in the context of its time and demonstrates the


 urgent need that the Siemens 







directorate felt to explain its Nazi past. 
The bulk of Wiesen’s monograph is devoted to how


 industry came to promote a 
collective identity in order to soften Allied


 occupation policies, to improve 
its public image with domestic and foreign trading


 partners, and to check the 
growing power of organized labor. Initially, these


 attempts were ad hoc 
responses to immediate needs. For example, heavy


 industry supported the 
creation of the so-called Industry Office, that was


 devoted to the collection 
and organization of documents that could be used


 by German defendants in Allied 
tribunals and in denazification procedures. Yet,


 Wiesen also demonstrates that 
industrialists were sensitive to charges of crude


 apologetics as evidenced by 
his examination of Ruhr industrialists’s cautious


 attitude towards the 
publication of August Heinrichsbauer’s


 Schwerindustrie und Politik. 
The more significant development in promoting


 collective identity was the 
decision of the Bundesverband der Deutschen


 Industrie (BDI or Federation of 
German Industry) and the Bundesvereinigung


 deutscher Arbeitgeberverbande (BdA 
or Federation of German Employwers’ Associations)


 to fund the public relations 
organization that eventually became known as the


 Deutsches Industrieinstitut 
(DI, later renamed the Institut der Deutschen


 Wirtschaft). The first director 







of the DI was Fritz Hellwig, who was one of the “new
 breed of image makers” 


that included in its ranks, Fritz Berg, Carl
 Hundhausen, and Herbert Gross, all 


of whom promoted American business concepts of
 publicity and public relations. 


In its numerous publications, references to the Nazi
 past were intended to 


portray the businessman as a victim of the
 totalitarian regime. The Di’s 


tactics proves that it was tacitly admitting the
 damage done to its reputation 


during the Nazi era. Far from ignoring the Nazi past,
 the DI acknowledged its 


existence and in response was putting forth the
 image of the businessman as 


Unternehmer and the “unsung hero of industrial
 capitalism.” (p. 118) How the DI 


and other publicists promoted this image (e.g.
 through trade fairs and 


publications) and its efforts to woo organized labor
 through the promise of a 


middle-class standard of living is then examined in
 subsequent chapters. 


While the DI formally represented industry, it did not
 preclude individual 


firms from attempting to improve their public
 images. For example, Wiesen 


explores two ill-fated publications commissioned by
 Vereinigte Stahlwerke: a 


twenty-fifth anniversary commemorative history of
 the company and a biography 


of Albert Voegler. In each case, Wiesen clearly
 demonstrates in fascinating 


detail that these were crude attempts at “corporate







 whitewash” by describing 
why the volumes were initially conceived, how they


 were edited by those 
involved in the project, and why the initial


 enthusiasm for both works died 
down. A more ambitious project was undertaken by


 Alfried Krupp, in 
collaboration with conservatives in the United


 States, when he was approached 
to subsidize the research and writing of Louis


 Lochner’s Tycoons and Tyrants: 
German Industry from Hitler to Adenauer. Lochner


 essentially portrayed German 
industrialists as embattled businessmen, who


 should now be allowed to rebuild 
Germany through free enterprise. By examining the


 motives behind this project, 
Wiesen again demonstrates that industry was trying


 to reinvent itself, because 
it was pre-occupied with the Nazi past.


Wiesen’s study is a compelling analysis of how West
 German industry’s 


development of public relations was a response to
 the immediate Nazi past. 


Because Wiesen is concerned with formal,
 institutional memory, particularly 


represented by the DI, he uses terms such as
 industry, business, and big 


business interchangeably. Yet the DI represented a
 broad range of companies 


from relatively small family firms to large
 conglomerations, so one is still 


left wondering if the voice of the DI leadership was
 representative. Wiesen 


raises questions about ethics and morality that are







 useful to business 
historians generally. He judiciously points out the


 hypocrisy of 
industrialists’s claims that they were victims of a


 totalitarian regime. 
Moreover, Wiesen’s study points out the need for


 more research on 
twentieth-century German business history: the


 relationship between capitalism, 
fascism, and business ethics. Why did industrialists


 have little or no moral 
compunction in such activities as exploiting forced


 labor or involving itself 
in “aryanization”? Why did conservatives in the


 United States so readily 
identify with their business counterparts in Germany


 after the war? What was 
the impact of West German industry’s attempts to


 reinvent its public image? 
Wiesen hints at the possible impact, but he is


 reluctant to discuss German 
attempts at “coming to terms with the past”


 (Vergangenheitsbewaeltigung) 
because this has only been measured in absolute


 terms of success or lack 
thereof. Rigid standards leave no room for the gray


 areas Wiesen discovered. 
Yet, the concept might still serve a useful heuristic


 purpose. Wiesen’s study 
is a convincingly well-research monograph that


 business and German historians 
will find incredibly useful. 


L. M. Stallbaumer-Beishline is an Associate
 Professor of History at Bloomsburg 


University of Pennsylvania, where she teaches







 modern German history and is 
researching a monograph on the Flick Concern


 during the Nazi era.
Subject(s): Industry: Manufacturing and Construction


Geographic Area(s): Europe
Time Period(s): 20th Century: WWII and post-WWII
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Siemens


Siemens was a leading corporate
 participant in Hitler’s “death through work


 program;” with slave labor factories at the following
 death camps: Auschwitz, Buchenwald, Flossenberg,


 Gross Rosen, Mauthausen, Neuengamme,
 Ravensbruck, & Sachsenhausen



https://blu177.mail.live.com/ol/

http://www.youtube.com/

http://holocaustonline.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/07/siemens.jpg





In late 1944, at the height of World War II, Siemens’
 total workforce of 244,000 included 50,000 people
 who had been put to work against their will. The
 overall number of people who served as forced
 labor at Siemens during the war years was even


 higher.
The major private firm that used slave labor at


 Ravensbrück was the Siemens Electric Company,
 today the second largest electric company in the
 world. In a separate camp adjoining the main one,


 Siemens “employed” the women to make electrical
 components for V-1 and V-2 rockets. The women


 usually worked for twelve hours a day, under
 conditions of extreme exploitation. Women also


 worked at some of the most difficult tasks,
 including construction. They were used like


 animals, with twelve to fourteen of them pulling a
 huge roller to pave the streets,


In addition to the profitable business of working
 people to death at Nazi concentration camps,


 Siemens did quite well in the so-called
 “Aryanization Program,” which was essentially the


 expropriation of Jewish businesses for resale at
 bargain basement prices to approved German


 companies
Siemens general director during the Holocaust,
 Rudolf Bingel, was one of the senior German


 business leaders active in the notorious
 Himmlerkreis, the Circle of Friends of Reichsfuhrer


 SS Heinrich Himmler. The companies represented in
 Himmler’s circle became pacesetters in


 Aryanization, exploitation of concentration camp
 labor, seizure of foreign companies in the occupied


 territories, and similar business ventures that
 depended on SS cooperation.







The National Socialist economy and the war years
 (1933 – 1945)


Siemens
Corporate history: They admit that “ Siemens’ total
 workforce of 244,000 included some 50,000 people


 who had been put to work against their will. The
 overall number of men and women who served as
 forced labor at Siemens during the war years was,


 however, higher”
Exhibition:


The Nazi Era
Forced Labor


Siemens
Presentation: Siemens – An Examination of Ethics


 and Responsibility
Prezi


Slave Labor
Center for Holocaust and Genocide Studies


University of Minnesota
Siemens opens Nazi camp file
The Jewish Chronicle Online


Siemens follows V.W.’s lead in starting slave
 laborers fund


JTA
YouTube Video:


SIEMENS FACTORIES
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--------------     Siemens - Ah, yes. Siemens, more than


 any other company, owes it all to the Nazis.
 Although the company has existed in one form or


 another all the way back to the 19th Century,
 Siemens was in deep trouble after WWI and the
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 Great Depression… that is, until those crazy Nazi
 allowed Siemens to fill its factories full of slave
 laborers from the Camps. After that, Siemens is


 responsible for everything from Germany’s
 Railways, Communications, power generation,


 munitions manufacture, you name it. As
 Cracked.com puts it: “At the height of the Nazi
 terror during the 1940s, it was not atypical for a


 slave worker to build electrical switches for
 Siemens in the morning and be snuffed out in a


 Siemens-made gas chamber in the afternoon.” Even
 the destruction of four fifths of the companies
 factories during WWII was not enough to keep


 Siemens down. Siemens has already been forced to
 settle a major lawsuit in 1998 brought by Holocaust
 survivors, but even with that $1.2 billion price tag in
 2002 Siemens was in the news again, after it tried to


 trademark the term “Zyklon” (which means
 “cyclone” in German) to be used in products such
 as vacuum cleaners (Hmm…) and Gas Ovens (holy


 shit!) in Germany.
---------------------------------------------------------------------------
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Transcript of Siemens: An Examination of Ethics and Responsibility


Siemens: An Examination of Ethics and
 Responsibility
Early History
World War II


Scandal and Corruption
1975-present


Espionage
A Business Built to Bribe


Cash Desks
Conclusion


Corporate ethics policies are only as good as the
 management's commitment to instilling an ethical
 company culture. Siemens has become a global
 powerhouse with 360,000 employees; there are


 bound to be some bad apples, but it is imperative
 that the company move away from keeping all of


 their apples in a "bad barrel" where corruption is a
 rampant way of life. Encouraging ethical behavior


 as they move into the future will insure success and
 mitigate liability.


Complicity, Atrocities, and Siemens's role in the
 Nazi agenda
1930's - 1945


Connecting the world through communication
Improving Transportation


Effects of the First World War
Developing German infrastructure


Advances in transportation (3)
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Devastation of WWI and the rebuilding of the
 company (4)


The dynamo-electric principle (2)


Linking the planet (2)
Factories in Auschwitz, Ravensbruck, and


 Nuremberg concentration camps, among others (5),
 (7)


Lawsuits and court documents reveal extent of
 atrocities (8), (9)


50,000 active Siemens “employees” were working
 against their will in late 1944 (6)


Helped Develop V2 Rocket in 1944
Thousands of military casualties 


Thousands more slave laborer deaths (10)
1945 – Hermann von Siemens


Arrested in 1945 (11) 


Slave Labor Compensation
Established $12M fund for remuneration (12) 
The Siemens-Schuckert Werke (SSW) D.I was


 accepted for production, and on 25th November
 1916 an initial order for 150 machines was placed.
 Production was somewhat tardy, airframes being
 held up for their engines and a later order (21st


 March 1917) for 100 machines was cancelled, as it
 was found that by mid 1917 performance of the
 S.S.W. D I was no longer up to requirements.


http://www.wwiaviation.com/Siemens-
Schuckert.html


Adolf Hitler speaking on Nov 10, 1933 at a Siemens
 plant (V1)


The complaints in multiple lawsuits allege that
 before and during World War II Siemens was a
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 major German corporation manufacturing, among
 other things, electronics and communications


 equipment essential to the ability of the Third Reich
 to wage its war of conquest. The shortage of


 manpower in Germany became acute and in order
 to fill the needs of German industry there was


 developed a system of involuntary forced laborers.
 These slave laborers were drawn from the


 conquered nations, Russian prisoners of war and
 the concentration camps.


This image is of The Shannon Scheme in Ireland.
 Siemens was hired to carry out this large project


 due to its advancements in engineering and
 reputation for success in building large plants.


http://www.asce.org/People-and-
Projects/Projects/Landmarks/Shannon-


Hydroelectric-Scheme/


The relief sought in the Siemens cases is (i) an
 accounting to Siemens' slave laborers for any


 profits or economic benefits derived by Siemens or
 any of its wholly-owned American subsidiaries from


 the knowing, systematic use of slave labor; (ii)
 payment to the slave laborers and their heirs the


 reasonable value of their services to Siemens; (iii)
 compensatory and punitive damages for Siemens'
 knowing use of slave labor and imposing barbaric


 working and living conditions; (iv) impressing a
 constructive trust upon all assets owned or


 controlled by Siemens that are traceable to the
 systematic use of slave labor, together with
 reasonable interest thereon; (v) reasonable


 attorneys' fees and experts' fees; and (vi) costs of
 suit.
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http://www.siemens.com/history/en/news/1209_hermann-
von-siemens.htm


Economy or Genocide?
According to the Wannsee Protocol, death was the


 desired result of Jewish labor, not economic
 productivity. Slaves are expected to obey and work.


 Jews, conceived of in Germany as being evil and
 destructive to the moral and social order, were
 expected to suffer and die. Slaves are to be fed
 adequately and kept healthy, so that they can


 produce. Jews were purposely starved, so that they
 would weaken and die.


Bribery
Contract Tampering


Security Issues
Cartel Accusations


Iran
Siemens led the construction of the Bushehr nuclear


 facility beginning in 1975


Zyklon Trademark
2002 (19)


Zyklon B was the poisonous gas used in Nazi
 extermination camps 


Siemens filed two applications with the US Patent &
 Trademark for products with Zyklon brand 


Product line included home appliances including
 gas ovens 


Siemens retreated once scrutinized for this
 insensitive oversight 
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Athens Olympic Games
2004


After the 1979 revolution Siemens was forced to
 abandon the project due to the sanctions against


 Iran
Siemens used third parties to continue to ship parts


 to Bushehr 


Most recently, Siemens software was targeted by the
 Stuxnet virus in 2010 


Spy Equipment in Iran
-- Nokia Siemens provided Iran with monitoring


 equipment
-- Used to monitor data and voice communications


 for certain words and phrases
-- Activists say the government is using it to crack


 down on dissenters
-- Siemens insists equipment is used for lawful


 intercept


Siemens had a lobbyist that worked closely with the
 Department of National Defence in the past (18).
The Canadian government changed the bidding
 terms to favor Siemens over MIL Systems and


 Fleetway Inc.
Siemens was bidding on a multi-million dollar


 contract to service warships for the Canadian Navy
 (17).


Nigeria
Iraq


UN Oil-For-Food program
Enel is Italy's largest power company and the


 second largest utility listed in Europe by installed
 capacity. The Enel group operates in 40 countries.







In total, 42 Oil for Food contracts were entered into,
 and secret kickback payments of approximately


 $1.7 million were made to Iraqi controlled accounts
 in order to avoid detection by the U.N. Total


 revenues on the contracts were over $124 million
 with profits of approximately $38,226,537. The


 payments were characterized as after sales service
 fees; however, no services were actually rendered.
 The ASSFs were effectively bribes paid to the Iraqi
 regime, which Siemens improperly disguised on its
 books and records by rnischaracterizing the bribes


 as legitimate commissions.
http://www.sec.gov/litigation/complaints/2008/comp20829.pdf


Argentina
2008


2008: Siemens and Argentine subsidiary plead guilty
 to violations of the Foreign Corrupt Practices Act


Bribery accusations in national identity card
 program


Unsavory political alliances


Companies paid $1.15 billion more to settle charges
 brought by SEC and Munich prosecutors


Brazil
2013


Paulo Stark, chief executive of Siemens’ Brazilian
 unit, said in a statement that the company is
 cooperating with anti-trust officials as they
 investigate charges that Siemens and other


 companies formed a cartel that raised the price of
 contracts to build and operate train and subway







 lines between 1990 and 2007.
Brazil Metro in Sao Paulo: 


http://www.smartplanet.com/blog/bulletin/siemens-
accused-of-public-transit-cartel-in-brazil/26687


Germany
2008


The Federal Intelligence Service (BND) had a
 representative on the board at Siemens. 


Siemens became the largest supplier of technology
 like wiretap-proof phones for the BND.


Siemens supplied surveillance and wiretap
 equipment to several other countries, which the


 BND used to its advantage.


The BND potentially had access to codes that would
 let them spy on other countries' networks.


2001
Security system C4I used at Games (20) 


Bribed Greek officers of the government to win
 contract for security at Games (20) 


System did not work properly (21) 


Agreement with Ministry of Defense cost 250 million
 Euro (21) 


Payment Intermediaries
Consultants
Barschecks


Bearer Checks







Slush Funds
Confidential Payment System


Internal Commission Accounts
Securities and Exchange Commission Charges


2011
2011: SEC announces civil bribery charges against 7
 executives, and criminal charges against 6 of them


10 year bribery scheme to win billion dollar contract;
 once contract was canceled, more bribes were paid


 to cover up the initial bribes


Shell companies, Swiss bank accounts, smuggling,
 cover ups


Cleaning House: NPR Interviews Peter Solmssen
Management, Leadership, and Change


Peter Löscher and Peter Solmssen
Business Conduct Guidelines


2009
Monitoring and Enforcement (39)


Investigation


Amnesty
Prosecution


Streamlined organizational structure
Values: Innovative-Excellent-Responsible


Bribery & Corruption
Legal Challenges


Management
Policy


Culture and Commitment
Werner von Siemens


Siemens & Halske Pointer Telegraph (1)







Company Origins
Development of German Infrastructure 


To play video: click Pause button in bottom left
 corner of Prezi, then click Play button on bottom left


 corner of YouTube video 
To play video: click Pause button in bottom left


 corner of Prezi, then click Play button on bottom left
 corner of YouTube video 


To play video: click Pause button in bottom left
 corner of Prezi, then click Play button on bottom left


 corner of YouTube video 
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Siemens Executives Charged in Wrongdoing
Uriel Sharef – A former managing board member at
 Siemens from July 2000 to December 2007. He met
 in the United States with payment intermediaries


 and agreed to pay $27 million in bribes to Argentine
 officials in connection with the DNI contract.
Siemens Executives Charged in Wrongdoing


Andres Truppel –CFO of Siemens Argentina from
 1996 to 2002. He regularly communicated with


 Argentine government officials regarding illicit bribe
 payments and participated in U.S.based meetings


 where bribes were negotiated and promised.
Siemens Executives Charged in Wrongdoing


Stephan Signer –Replaced Bock as Commercial
 Head of Major Projects for SBS and later became


 Head of Business Operations and Finance at
 Siemens IT Solutions and Services. He authorized
 the payment of bribes to government officials in


 Argentina.
Bernd Regendantz –CFO of SBS from February 2002
 to 2004. He authorized two bribe payments totaling


 approximately $10 million on Siemens' behalf.
Carlos Sergi –A former board member of Siemens







 Argentina and a business consultant for Siemens
 Argentina. His primary role was to serve as a
 payment intermediary between Siemens and


 Argentine government officials in connection with
 the DNI contract.


Ulrich Bock – Former Commercial Head of Major
 Projects for Siemens Business Services (SBS) from
 October 1995 to 2001. As the officer responsible for
 the DNI contract, he authorized bribe payments to


 Argentine government officials.
Herbert Steffen –CEO of Siemens Argentina from


 1983 to 1989 and again in 1991, and Group
 President of Siemens Transportation Systems from
 1996 to 2003. Due to his longstanding connections


 in Argentina and Latin America, Steffen was
 recruited by Sharef and met directly with Argentine


 officials and offered bribe payments on behalf of
 Siemens.


Siemens is alleged to have paid $10.3 million to two
 Brazilian officials as part of a vast corruption
 scheme in public contracts with the transit


 authority. (28)
Outside law firm found widespread corruption


 steered out of Germany
"Go where the evidence takes you"


"Tell us the whole story and we will not fire you or
 punish you"


130 people stepped forward with information
People who were caught and did not ask for


 amnesty were fired and prosecuted
Bribery was a big part of the Siemens culture until


 2007


"Clean business is good business"
"The management of Siemens throughout the world







 shall actively foster the widespread distribution of
 the Business Conduct Guidelines and see to it that


 they are implemented."


http://www.siemens.com/sustainability/pool/cr-
framework/business_conduct_guidelines_e.pdf


"Employees may not obtain competitive intelligence
 by using industrial espionage, bribery, theft or


 electronic eavesdropping, or communicate
 knowingly false information about a competitor or


 its products or services."
Change and Communication


New rules and Compliance Department overhaul
500 Compliance Officers hired


Compliance hotline and external reporting system
Training


To play video: click Pause button in bottom left
 corner of Prezi, then click Play button on bottom left


 corner of YouTube video 
Compliance Helpdesk
Continuous Evaluation


Employee Survey
Incentives


Prevent-Detect-Respond
Vigilance and Integrity


Italy
http://www.npr.org/2012/05/01/151745671/companies-


can-recovery-from-bribery-scandals
Early History


Second World War
Scandals and Corruption


Bribery, Culture, Management, Policy
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 purposes. We do not own the rights to any videos
 or images found within this presentation. No


 copyright infringement is intended.
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Frontline/World: The Victims of Corruption (V2)
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(25),(26),(27)
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(33),(34)
Compliance - Peter Y. Solmssen at the Hannover


 Messe 2012(V5)
Made in Germany | Siemens: No Leniency for


 Executives (V4)
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Additional Resources


GRBA 898 Group 1 Fall 2013
D. Bonarigo, A. Collura, B. Erickson, B. Frerichs, R.


 Hinz, E. Johnson, T. Williams
Videos and Sound Recording


Thank you for watching our presentation!
Popular presentations


"If you put it that way"
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From: Virginia May
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 12:36:35 PM


On Long Island my backyard backed up to the LIRR.  When I lived on Hutchinson Island (Stuart), we
 could hear the trains at night and we were delayed often by the trains at crossings.  BUT those trains
 were there before we were and we chose to live near them.
 
This new train will devastate the Treasure Coast.  The idea of a train "flying" through Jensen Beach and
 Stuart makes me shutter.  Kids and animals cross tracks.  I know several families who have lost children
 to trains.  I had a 7th grade boy in my special ed class that would go to the overpass on the LIRR and
 pick up tickets off the tracks.  He wouldn't stand a chance with a high-speed train bearing down on him. 
 
Virginia May
862 Seahouse Dr
Port St Lucie,  FL   34983
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From: Harlley McKean
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida in our community
Date: Monday, September 29, 2014 11:32:04 AM


My wife and I wish to go on record as adamantly opposed to All Aboard Florida’s reprehensible plan to run high 
speed passenger trains through our community  (the Treasure Coast and specifically in Vero Beach)  without even a 
by-your-leave or even the prospects of a stop here in Vero Beach. We are opposed to this ridiculous scheme on 
several grounds:
1) The serenity of our community would be severely affected by the presence of 24 trains a day rumbling through at 
highly dangerous speeds.
2) This presents a great danger to our residents in emergency situations – for those living west of the tracks they will
 periodically be cut off from access to the hospital’s emergency room when seconds often count.
3) We have nary a single overpass by road over the tracks here in Vero Beach, so there is no hope of avoiding a wait
 while these trains pass through.
4) The high speeds at which these trains run through our community will create dangerous situations, for elderly and
 children particularly, who may be in the vicinity of the tracks, either children at play or elderly and disabled people 
attempting to cross the tracks.
5) This company has no regard whatever for the citizenry along the proposed route from Orlando to Miami, aside 
from the affluent few who can actually afford to travel by this route. They have been rude, evasive, and clearly 
malignant in their feelings for the public.
6) Their application for federal funds is ludicrous.  If they insist on pushing this bad idea down our throats, let its 
failure/bankruptcy not be at public expense, at the very least.I hope the various boards and commisions  do a very 
thorough job in investigating these arrogant people. I think the first priority should be to protect the public from 
unscrupulous planning and priorities.
7) Do they have any support for supposing the public is interested in this proposal to the extent of supporting 24 
runs a day? Wouldn’t a better plan be to run 2 each way at first to see if the idea will catch on? What data do they 
have (and can it be verified by an independent body) to support their suppositions?
8) If they truly wanted fast passenger service between Orlando and West Palm Beach, why not take the much more 
direct inner route paralleling Florida’s turnpike between these two cities? I suspect a cost analysis would show that it
 would be no more expensive than the proposed route since less would need to be done for the railroad crossings in 
rural areas (there density is bound to be far less). Certainly the time for the passengers would be far less. Could 
ownership of the railway possibly be a factor in recommending a clearly inferior route?
8) We wonder whether this plan is a mechanism for improving the rails themselves for the projected increase in 
freight due to improvements in the South Florida ports and in the Panama canal. Clearly big increases are coming, 
and we feel that a planned passenger service is sure to fail, invoking a rescue by the people and en passant having 
available an additional set of rails to enable better transit of the freight traffic.
9) The vibration accompanying the high speed trains can be both annoying and destructive.
            Many more objections could be listed but we believe that this outfit  panders to the very wealthy, uses very 
suspicious and evasive techniques in answering their legitimate critics and opponents. Please do side with the 
communities whose life style will be so adversely affected by the proposal before you.
            Thanks for listening!
<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]-->
                                                Sincerely yours.                                           
<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]-->  
                                                Harlley E. and Betsy J. McKean
                                                1496 Shorelands Dr. East
                                                Vero Beach, FL 32963
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From: ashleylorenanderson@gmail.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Public Information Request
Date: Wednesday, October 22, 2014 4:39:48 PM


Hello,
 
I am requesting information regarding the All Aboard Florida - Miami to Orlando Passenger Rail
 Service. I read that all right-of-way has been acquired for this project. Is this correct?
 
Please feel free to contact me if you should need any additional information.
 
Thank you,
Ashley Anderson
912-225-0373
 


This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus
 protection is active.
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From: rakonda.gray.ctr@dot.gov on behalf of FRAPA@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: "NO NAZI TRAINS IN FLORIDA"
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:28:18 PM


Rakonda Gray
Administrative Assistant
Communications and Legislative Affairs
VESA Health and Technology
US Department of Transportation
1200 New Jersey Ave., SE
Washington, DC 20590
Direct Line: 202-493-1355
Mobile: 202-236-4580
Rakonda.Gray.CTR@Dot.Gov


-----Original Message-----
From: defendjerusalem@mindspring.com [mailto:defendjerusalem@mindspring.com]
Sent: Wednesday, October 22, 2014 11:08 PM
Subject: "NO NAZI TRAINS IN FLORIDA"


>Subject: "NO NAZI TRAINS IN FLORIDA"
>
>Driving up from Miami Beach to Melbourne on 10/20/14, an NBC report was on Nazi killers in the Holocaust,
 getting Social Security checks in the U.S. and that the State Department said they could keep those checks, in the
 $millions, if they left the country.
>
>Instead of prosecuting these murderers they were rewarded by the U.S. and paid for by taxpayers.  It didn't make
 Florida Today newspaper.
>
>This was, however, in the papers I gave to the Brevard County Commissioners, who treated me with disdain and
 contempt and allowed me to wait for 6 1/2 hours before I was allowed to speak against "All Aboard Florida"
 picking Siemens, one of the worst German companies in the Holocaust involving massive slave labor, the Death
 Camps, gas chambers and a host of issues that is enclosed. If there was one company they shouldn't have picked it
 was Siemens to run their trains, given all the other choices out there.
>
>But the game was obviously 'rigged' from the beginning.
>
>While I had negotiated to address the commissioners two weeks ago, when I arrived at 8:45AM,  there was a large
 crowd and many with "I'm All Aboard" stickers and some with tee-shirts with the same message.
>
>It turned out that 43 would speak in 3 hours and I was not invited to address my issues on Siemens with this crowd
 or the media there. Talk about the cowards and collaborators on the commission.
>
>K.C. Traylor of Florida Not All Aboard presented 32,000 signatures but the commissioners cared less and
 purposely ignored this grassroots impact to support AAF's desire to sell bonds with this vote and All Aboard
 Florida had brought up students and others from S. Fla. with weak, almost stupid statements on why this $1.6billion
 project should be supported.
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>
>Yet AAF's presentation and approach was mediocre and a zero in terms of a quality presentation and I kept
 thinking how is it possible for this project to have any support when locals asked for more time and research, totally
 ignored by the commission, in pushing all of this that could easily fly back in their faces and Brevard not even
 getting a station, but all the problems and then AAF offering $500,000 for quiet zones, when many more dollars
 will be needed to accomodate it all.
>
>The Commissioners and AAF were an embarassment.
>
>Apparently this commission has that reputation from a number of other issues.  In the 3-2 vote for AAF,
 Commissioner Fisher, who is black, defended that anyone who owns the property (tracks) can do what they want
 with it and a couple of black ministers said this project would mean jobs, which ignores that building a railroad is a
 specialized field and not just anyone is going to get those jobs. As to private property, I would remind Mr. Fisher,
 that in Miami Beach we protected the Art Deco district, now worth $Billions and didn't allow the developers to tear
 it all down for more high rise insanity blocking out the sun.
>
>Commissioner Anderson said his concerns had been met by AAF, but never discussed what they were in this and
 his cover-up.
>"Queen Mary", who is leaving the commission, wanted her vote to be her 'legacy' and selling out the community
 and Fla. will indeed be her 'legacy'. How pathetic.
>
>Commissioner Nelson, who is also leaving, said he wanted the new commission to handle it and Trudie, the one
 commissioner who is more open in her opposition to AAF, was also, I thought much tamer and more timid in her
 questions than in statements previously made in print by her. She too was a disappointment.
>
>When I finally got to speak, on SCG tv, it was after 3P.M. I started with showing my poster: "SIEMENS-FROM
 ALL ABOARD AUSCHWITZ TO ALL ABOARD FLORIDA" and believe me, these commissioners were not
 prepared to deal with the Nazi mass murder reputation of Siemens or that Reininger of AAF, who was at this
 meeting and then left after getting what he wanted, never responded to our request not to use French or German
 trains who had participated in the Holocaust and never compensated survivors and heirs which was sent in March
 and in several other appeals he ignored, showing his lack of integrity and honesty.
>
>His explanations were also just mush while he was stating that the bond holders would be considered before the
 residents of Brevard County or any Florida taxpayer, which I thought any legitimate commissioner would have
 taken issue with on behalf of their constituents.
>
>The whole project stinks and for many reasons that this 'speed train' that will be backed by the taxpayers on behalf
 of those bonds, will somehow mean 32 trains from Miami to Orlando as if this is an extension of Disneyworld's
 Monorail.
>
>I said to the commissioners that the time they let me wait to speak, I could have driven from Miami Beach to
 Orlando and in one more hour, I could have returned, so what was their point in who is going to ride this 'thing'? let
 alone treating me this way.
>
>I advised them that many projects by promoters have been pushed only to have the voters tricked and deceived.
 For example, the 1000 ft. observation tower for Downtown Miami that was voted for and then the developer comes
 back and wants %5-8million from the taxpayers and that was only a couple of weeks ago.
>
>That we could have saved the treasured Orange Bowl Stadium, but instead bought this 'pig in a poke' for
 $700millions and a low class Billionaire and his Pres. telling the community what fools we were for doing it and so
 the boycott for a mediocre team and lousy management and this facility for the Miami Marlins, mostly empty and
 the development in Little Havana they promised, never materialized and more happened for the locals when the
 Orange Bowl Stadium was there.
>
>I had served with Miami-Dade MAPP on transit in the last few years and previously in the 1970's on the issue of
 mass transit and giving over 100 hours to deal with the present Dade County Metrorail system. I had recommended
 its extension to the Miami International Airport way back then and it was ignored and only last year it was finally







 done and cost the taxpayers so many more unnecessary $millions.
>
>Why would the Brevard Commissioners etc. ad nauseum want any legitimate input on a deal already done?
>
>But what can you say to those in public office who only operate from $dollars dancing on their brains and little
 else but the greed that foments so much of the distrust to them on every level of office and from a public that can't
 stand it anymore.
>
>Siemens is so guilty on so many levels of bribery, corruption besides the Holocaust that they have paid in fines
 more than the All Aboard Florida agenda to begin with and why would they be chosen to give Florida this
 reputation of supporting Nazi trains and not compensating survivors and heirs and the same for Allianz also in this
 paper below and also now the Social Security scandal of paying off Nazi killers.
>
>Where does it end?
>
>How can you tell today's youth not to commit murder or rape or be a terrorist, when those who did previously did
 this horror get rewarded and literally get away with murder and then get paid for it no less?
>
>They never learn, but I demanded more than my five minutes and asked these politicos to tell All Aboard Florida
 not to use Siemens and their Nazi past and present awefulness and these commissioners were like deer in headlights
 and stunned that anyone would ask them to behave morally and actually support the victims of Siemens.
>
>I asked them to take a stand that no company in Brevard that participated in the Holocaust and never compensated
 survivors and heirs be allowed to do business and to be a model for this effort for the state.  The look on their faces,
 asking them to be moral, was mindboggling. It was worth the whole experience because the issues are so corrupt
 and so full of it and I know that hitting them with this approach is not one they want to deal with or can deal with.
>
>The rest is all rigged by the same low lifes in public office that can easily be bought off and care less about anyone
 other than themselves.
>
>I want to thank Patti who drove 10 hours from N. Caroline to join and sit with me for over 5 hours and bear
 witness to this whole sham and scam from AAF and the Brevard Commissioners, WHO WERE ALL ABORED AS
 WELL.
>
>Afterwards we ate and talked on how we need a very different approach from the 3 hours of testimonials and
 previous activism to stop this monstrous operation.
>
>"NO NAZI TRAINS IN FLORIDA" and 'SIEMEN: FROM ALL ABOARD AUSCHWITZ TO ALL ABOARD
 FLORIDA" are legitimate issues that AAF and their politicals  cannot answer to and only showing that AAF etc.
 can't be trusted to begin with on any level of this project, if they can't get passed this issue of rewarding the Nazis
 and again attacking their victims with this insult to injury.
>
>We have many thousands of Holocaust survivors in Fla. and they require special needs besides Medicade and why
 isn't Siemens doing their fair share on any level? With half of the survivors below poverty level, this continues the
 crimes against them and humanity.
>
>The Brevard Commissioners or All Aboard Florida or Siemens could care less.
>
>In another tragedy today, 10/22/14, an Islamic Nazi convert kills a soldier at their Memorial to Canadians who
 gave life and limb to stop the Nazis in WWII. This was in Ottawa and the third event since last Friday. On Monday,
 two Canadian soldiers were run over and one killed and that Islamic Nazi connected with ISIS was also killed, as
 was today's attacker.
>
>No mention of security for AAF trains who might well be transporting ISIS all over the place.
>
>Yesterday's event wore me out and obviously another strategy is necessary.
>







>I have been invited to address the Brevard 9/12/.net group at 6:30 P.M.on Nov. 6 at Kol Maschiach
 Synogague,1621 Lake Washington Road in Melbourne and to protest at the Brevard County Commission at Noon
 on Nov. 7, 2014 at this betrayal from them and that we don't want Siemens or any Nazi trains running in Florida or
 Nazi stations either.
>
>Enclosed, is also a list of meetings we will be at to expose and oppose Siemens and All Aboard Auschwitz to All
 Aboard Florida.
>
>What makes this so scandalous is that there are at least 9 bus companies that run daily from Miami to Orlando and
 running from as low as $25 to $54 and maybe other great deals as well.
>
>One can fly from Ft. Laud. to Orlando for $55 or round trip for $80 or so and six airlines with many flights from S.
 Fla. to Orlando.
>
>AMTRAK from Miami to Orlando costs $43 to $95 depending on advanced reservations as well as the airlines.
 AMTRAK goes 79MPH and All Aboard Florida will go 110 MPH for $1.6billion and all that inconvenience and
 host of issues on why folks oppose this project along the East Coast to begin with, when if it should be built at all,
 could go along other existing tracks that are inland or along the Fla. Turnpike, but AAF doesn't want to spend their
 real monies on this.
>
>Renting a car could cost as little as $4.95 a day out of Ft. Laud. and allow the renters all the leisure of having a car
 they will need to get around either in Orlando or Miami and many wonderful spots to visit in-between.
>
>What is All Aboard Florida's point, except that reason isn't the issue when the scam is in and big bucks can be
 made, no matter how many folks it hurts.
>
>Then add insult to injury with Siemens and its Nazi past being rewarded is so disgusting and why would Fla. put
 up with this crap on every level?
>
>Please get this information to your networks, show up at these meetings; help to donate to: "Defend Jerusalem",
 P.O.Box 402263, Miami Beach, Fla. 33140 so that we can order signs and stickers and buttons with the above
 messages. Attend rallies being planned and don't give up, which AAF is depending on and the ONLY way they can
 win.
>
>'NO NAZI TRAINS IN FLORIDA', ISN'T THE CAMPAIGN THAT THE BOND HOLDERS IN NY WANT TO
 SEE AND HEAR FROM THE VAST MAJORITY OF FLORIDIANS WHO DON'T WANT THIS ALL
 ABOARD FLORIDA ABOMINATION.
>
>-----------------------------------------------------------------------
>-----------------------------------------------------------------------
>------------
>
>
>MIAMI October 27, 2014 3:30 PM - 7:00 PM Miami-Dade College - Wolfson
>Campus | James K. Batten Room - 2106 | 300 NE 2nd Avenue Miami, FL
>33132
>
>BROWARD October 28, 2014 3:30 PM - 7:00 PM Broward County Convention
>Center | 1950 Eisenhower Blvd. | Fort Lauderdale, FL 33316
>
>WEST PALM BEACH October 29, 2014 3:30 PM - 7:00 PM West Palm Beach
>Marriott| 1001 Okeechobee Boulevard|  West Palm Beach, FL 33401
>
>STUART October 30, 2014 3:30 PM - 7:00 PM The Kane Center | 900 SE
>Salerno Road | Stuart, FL 34997
>
>VERO BEACH November 5, 2014 3:30 PM - 7:00 PM Indian River State







>College | Richardson Hall | 6155 College Lane| Vero Beach, FL 32966
>
>PORT ST. LUCIE November 6, 2014 3:30 PM - 7:00 PM Port St. Lucie Civic
>Center | 9221 SE Civic Center Place, Port St Lucie, FL 34952
>
>COCOA November 12, 2014 3:30 PM - 7:00 PM Cocoa Civic Center | 430
>Delannoy Avenue | Cocoa, FL 32922
>
>ORLANDO November 13, 2014 3:30 PM - 7:00 PM Wyndham Orlando Resort
>I-Drive| 8001 International Drive | Orlando, Florida, 32819
>
>-----------------------------------------------------------------------
>-----------------------------------------------------------------------
>----------
>
>Subject: "FROM ALL ABOARD AUSCHWITZ TO ALL ABOARD FLORIDA"-WHY?
>
>Dear Sam Dubbin:
>Holocaust Survivors Foundation, USA:
>
>I will be bringing this issue on Social Security checks going to Nazi War killers, as part of my presentation to the
 Brevard County Commission, 2725 Judge Fran Jamieson Way in Viera, Fla. tomorrow, Oct. 21, 2014 from 10Am
 to Noon.
>
>I will have copies of your statement from Haaretz with me, to give to the commissioners and media there as well.
 We are planning on going to at least 12 other commission meetings around Florida to present this case and also the
 checks to the Nazis from Social Security. What an outrage.
>
>Yours in Shalom,
>Bob Kunst
>Pres., Shalom International
>305-864-5110
>www.defendjerusalem.net>-----------------------------------------------
>-----------------------------------------------------------------------
>-----------------------------------
>Subject: U.S. Paid Nazi murderers $millions
>
>Dear All:
>
>
>
>Sam Sokol of the Jerusalem Post just sent me this link to this AP story in Haaretz, below.  He asked for a comment
 and I wanted to send this around and see if any of you are interested in providing a comment.  I am not sure of his
 deadline.
>
>
>http://www.haaretz.com/mobile/1.621643?v=103079500F2F70AFC53AF71C4A0080
>E3 U.S. paid expelled Nazis millions in Social Security, investigation
>finds Payments made to SS guards and war criminals, underwritten by
>American taxpayers, flowed through a legal loophole that gave the Justice Department leverage to persuade
 suspects to leave the U.S.
>
>In this July 28, 2014, photo, Jakob Denzinger looks from his window in
>Osijek, eastern Croatia In this July 28, 2014, photo, Jakob Denzinger
>looks from his apartment window in Osijek, eastern Croatia. / Photo by
>AP
>
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>By The Associated Press
>
>Published 01:33 20.10.14
>
>Dozens of suspected Nazi war criminals and SS guards collected millions of dollars in U.S. Social Security
 benefits after being forced out of the United States, an Associated Press investigation has found.
>
>The payments, underwritten by American taxpayers, flowed through a legal loophole that gave the U.S. Justice
 Department leverage to persuade Nazi suspects to leave the U.S. If they agreed to go, or simply fled before
 deportation, they could keep their Social Security, according to interviews and internal U.S. government records.
>
>Martin Hartmann Martin Hartmann reached an agreement with the U.S.
>Department of Justice in 2007 to return to Germany when it was found
>out he w... / Photo by AP
>
>Among those receiving benefits were armed SS troops who guarded the network of Nazi concentration and death
 camps; a rocket scientist who used slave laborers to advance his research in the Third Reich; and a Nazi
 collaborator who engineered the arrest and execution of thousands of Jews in Poland.
>
>There are at least four living beneficiaries. They include Martin Hartmann, a former SS guard at the
 Sachsenhausen camp in Germany, and Jakob Denzinger, who patrolled the grounds at the Auschwitz camp complex
 in Poland.
>
>Hartmann moved to Berlin in 2007 from Arizona just before being stripped of his U.S. citizenship. Denzinger fled
 to Germany from Ohio in 1989 after learning denaturalization proceedings against him were underway. He soon
 resettled in Croatia and now lives in a spacious apartment on the right bank of the Drava River in Osijek. Denzinger
 would not discuss his situation when questioned by an AP reporter; Denzinger's son, who lives in the U.S.,
 confirmed his father receives Social Security payments and said he deserved them.
>
>The deals allowed the Justice Department's former Nazi-hunting unit, the Office of Special Investigations, to skirt
 lengthy deportation hearings and increased the number of Nazis it expelled from the U.S.
>
>But internal U.S. government records obtained by the AP reveal heated objections from the State Department to
 OSI's practices. Social Security benefits became tools, U.S. diplomatic officials said, to secure agreements in which
 Nazi suspects would accept the loss of citizenship and voluntarily leave the United States.
>
>"It's absolutely outrageous that Nazi war criminals are continuing to receive Social Security benefits when they
 have been outlawed from our country for many, many, many years," said U.S. Rep. Carolyn Maloney of New York,
 a senior Democratic member of the House Oversight and Government Reform Committee. She said she plans to
 introduce legislation to close the loophole.
>
>Since 1979, the AP analysis found, at least 38 of 66 suspects removed from the country kept their Social Security
 benefits.
>
>The Social Security Administration expressed outrage in 1997 over the use of benefits, the documents show, and
 blowback in foreign capitals reverberated at the highest levels of government.
>
>Austrian authorities were furious upon learning after the fact about a deal made with Martin Bartesch, a former SS
 guard at the Mauthausen concentration camp in Austria. In 1987, Bartesch landed, unannounced, at the airport in
 Vienna. Two days later, under the terms of the deal, his U.S. citizenship was revoked.
>
>The Romanian-born Bartesch, who had emigrated to the U.S. in 1955, was suddenly stateless and Austria's
 problem. Bartesch continued to receive Social Security benefits until he died in 1989.
>
>"It was not upfront, it was not transparent, it was not a legitimate process," said James Hergen, an assistant legal
 adviser at the State Department from 1982 until 2007. "This was not the way America should behave. We should
 not be dumping our refuse, for lack of a better word, on friendly states."







>
>Neal Sher, a former OSI director, said the State Department cared more about diplomatic niceties than holding
 former members of Adolf Hitler's war machine accountable.
>
>Amid the objections, the practice known as "Nazi dumping" stopped. But the benefits loophole wasn't closed.
>
>Justice Department spokesman Peter Carr said in an emailed statement that Social Security payments never were
 employed to persuade Nazi suspects to depart voluntarily.
>
>The Social Security Administration refused the AP's request for the total number of Nazi suspects who received
 benefits and the dollar amounts of those payments.
>
>Spokesman William "BJ" Jarrett said the agency does not track data specific to Nazi cases.
>
>A further barrier, Jarrett said, is that there is no exception in U.S. privacy law that "allows us to disclose
 information because the individual is a Nazi war criminal or an accused Nazi war criminal."
>
>The department also declined to make the acting commissioner, Carolyn Colvin, or another senior agency official
 available for an interview.
>
>Rabbi Marvin Hier, the founder and head of the Simon Wiesenthal Center in Los Angeles, said the loophole should
 be closed.
>
>"Someone receiving an American pension could live very well in Europe or wherever they settled," Hier said.
 "We, in effect, were rewarding them. It didn't make any sense."
>
>-----------------------------------------------------------------------
>-----------------------------------------------------------------------
>------------
>
>
>
>Subject: "FROM ALL ABOARD AUSCHWITZ TO ALL ABOARD FLORIDA"-WHY?
>
>Dear Commissioners:
>
>I come to you today for moral and ethical purposes, tragically lacking in "All Aboard Florida" choosing Siemens to
 run its speed trains from Miami to Orlando and Tampa.
>
>Siemens was one of the worst German companies in the Holocaust.  There were 14 millions slaves worked to death
 or led to the gas chambers and Siemens, who Hitler had addressed in 1933 in degrading Jews then, was one of the
 leading slave labor companies with hundreds of thousands in Auschwitz and 400 other facilities.
>
>Their company emblem is still on the gas chambers at Buchenwald where 150,000 were murdered.  Tens of
 thousands more were killed in Ravensbruk where over 250,000 were enslaved and working on VI-V2 rockets and
 UBoats which helped to kill hundreds of thousands additionally. Ravensbruk was a women's death camp, where
 3500 SS women trained; where brothels were shipped to SS everywhere; where death marches took place, where
 clothing and furs from all the seven million Jews the Nazis killed were shipped. The Soviets liberated this camp on
 4/29-30/45 and only 3500 sick were left. Besides gas chambers, medical experiments took place on thousands of
 victims and euthanasia was carried out en masse and Siemens Electric was the #1 user of this madness and horror
 here AMONG THE 400 PLACES THEY RAN.
>
>There were 42,500 places of mass murder in the Holocaust with 500,000 participating in this industrial German
 killing of the Jews and others.
>
>Siemens was a key player with its CEO part of Heinrich Himmler's inner circle, planning the final solution of the
 Jews.







>
>For 55 yrs. Siemens ingored its role in the Holocaust and Auschwitz-Birkenau where millions were murdered; at
 Buchenwald where 150,000 were killed as well as Sashsenhausen and that number at Flossenburg death camp.
>
>In 2002, Siemens even wanted to trademark "Zyklon" for its vacuum cleaner, when "Zyklon B" was the gas that
 murdered millions of Jews and others with. After protests Siemens backed off.
>
>Siemens was key to the 'Aryanization" program of expropriating Jewish properties and profiteering on paying
 pennies to the Deutch Mark in whatever they stole.
>
>Siemens rejected responsibilities for compensation to Survivors and Heirs in 1997 and in 1998 offered less than
 $12millions. Siemens in the #2 largest corporation in the world with $104billions last year. Germany itself offered
 $1billion in 2014,for 'ghetto slaves', but only going back to 1999 and ignoring the previous 50 yrs. and all that
 suffering still.
>
>Holocaust survivors testified before Congress on Sept. 18, 2014 on the plight of 125,000 Survivors in U.S. and
 many thousands in Fla. with 50% below the poverty level that Obama offered $15million to, while giving illegally,
 $2billion to Fatah/Hamas both committed to Israel's destruction. Title 18 prohibits 'material support' to terrorists
 and the latest war with Hamas and Israel was the latest in many horrors from the State Dept.
>
>Now in Oct. 2014, it's revealed how $millions of tax dollars was paid to Nazi killers living in the U.S. with Social
 Security checks and instead of prosecuting them, they were asked to leave. We're talking of 10,000 Nazis war
 criminals here. Out of 8000 who ran Auschwitz-Birkenau, only 50 were put on trial. What happened to the rest who
 were allowed to go free, got paid pensions and these Social Security checks while their victims, the survivors, were
 thrown a bone or ignored completely.
>
>Hitler told everyone what he would do and people denied it till it was too late. Now the cowards deny it ever took
 place and those companies who participated in it are rewarded with $1.5billion in taxpayer backed bonds with "All
 Aboard Florida", who we asked in March of 2013 not to hire French or German train companies that participated in
 the Holocaust and didn't compensate survivors or heirs.  The same issues are key in Maryland and in New York on
 the same issues of German and French trains.
>
>Mr. Reininger of All Aboard Florida, ignored a number of letters we sent. Why didn't he want any resistance to his
 game with Siemens?  There are other train companies around the world to consider. Why Siemens, with its own
 disgusting track record and disgraceful bribary and corruptions practices all over the world and still doing it in
 Argentina,Greece, Brazil and other countries going into the 2003 and later years? What if all that Siemens was
 fined was given to their victims. We're talking over $1.5billion in fines.
>
>What about Siemens in Iran, Iraq and its spy operations, while ISIS is the result of the same Islamic Nazi insanity
 aligned with Hitler to 'kill all Jews' and all Christians, all Hindus, all Bhuddists and each other and all 'infidels'?
 ISIS, Hamas, Hezbollah, Islamic Jihad, Boca Haram, Taliban, Al Qaeda, Muslim Brotherhood,etc. all want all of us
 dead. What is it that we don't get except to keep denying this reality and threat?
>
>Why is any company that was part of the mass killing machine in the Holocaust allowed to do business or do
 sports in Fla. without compensating survivors and heirs? Over 2000 German companies got away with mass
 murder. Allianz Nazi insurance for all the death camps, owes Survivors $2billion in death benefits they stole and
 profiteered with and holds golf tournaments in Boca Raton and won't even talk to the survivors. Shalom
 International has done 15 events with Holocaust Survivor Foundation, USA on these issues and an Allianz
 subsidiary, Pimco, in 2014 just lost over $200billion, while Allianz keeps playing these games against Holocaust
 Survivors.
>
>If we keep rewarding the criminals instead of their victims, why wouldn't there be another Holocaust?
>
>2015 will be the 70th anniversary of the liberation of these death camps and yet antisemitism and hate is again
 racing through Europe; the UN, EU, the Vatican, Obama, are all demanding that Israel deny its "Covenant with G-
d" for 5000 yrs. and millions of Jews were murdered for and give it to the very Islamic Nazis who were with Hitler
 to 'kill all Jews' and still do, besides dancing in the streets after '9/11'. There is no New Testament or Koran without







 the Old Testament. Judaism is 2300 yrs. older than Islam and the world keeps attacking Jews, Judaism, Israel etc.
>
>Iran is building its nukes to destroy Israel and America with and Siemens is part of this new Holocaust. Why?
>
>"Treblinka's Last Witness", will be aired on WLRN in Miami on Oct. 28,2014 and shows where 900,000 Jews
 were exterminated from there and only one survivor. Over 400,000 shipped from the Warsaw Ghetto alone.
>
>We are bearing witness, not only not to forget or to forgive, but not to keep repeating the same insanity that led to
 60million killed in WWII and Siemens a leading and despicable player in all of it.  The worst criminal event in
 history and Siemens was an active part of all of it, so why are they being rewarded and every Floridian, whose tax
 dollars are backing this project, being smeared with this Nazi brush at the same time?
>
>Lack of Morality and Ethics in corporate and political behavior and mass murder and bribing internationally for
 train and other contracts. That is the Siemens story and so why aren't we supporting their victims instead of those
 committing these crimes?
>
>Germany and Europe were never denazified. We are paying the price again today with threats to our very security
 on so many levels.
>
>Why are we supporting Siemens UN's Oil For Food Program where Siemens made over $38 millions with 42
 illegal contracts just in this scandal and this is many times what they offered to their victims in the Holocaust?
>
>Siemens only offered to open its archives in March 2011 on its role in the Holocaust with 2.5 linier miles of files,
 400,000 photos and 3000 films and so what has been described above may be only the tip of the horrors they were
 involved with and now All Aboard Florida wants to reward?
>
>Siemens isn't the victim. Siemens is the criminal, perpetrator and profiteer on everyone's miseries and the 'Final
 Solution Of The Jews."
>
>We are asking this Commission to demand that Siemens not be rewarded this contract when other companies can
 also do the job and that All Aboard Florida, has been so dishonest on this issue, that the question is: can they be
 trusted on this entire project?
>
>Also, take a stand against any company, as they have in Md. and NY, not to allow any company that participated in
 the Holocaust and hasn't compensated survivors and heirs to do any business until these issues are resolved.
>
>I thank you for your kind attention to this appeal.
>
>Yours in Shalom,
>Bob Kunst
>President, Shalom International
>305-864-5110
>www.defendjerusalem.net
>
>We have been to 31 death camps including those mentioned here and for the 50th anniversary of the liberation of
 those camps. We have now done 854 rallies and events and 3550 media since 1989. The poster here: "Siemens-
From All Aboard Auschwitz to All Aboard Florida" appeared at the Fla. Governor's debate on Oct. 15, 2014 at BCC
 and again at the Torch of Friendship, Downtown Miami on Oct. 19, 2014 as we begin a major campaign to expose
 and oppose Siemens and All Aboard Florida.
>
>








From: Mary Ann Curtis
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Monday, November 10, 2014 11:57:02 AM


I live in Stuart and I am opposed to the AAF plans. Traffic is bad enough between the
 Snow Bird season and the existing freight trains coming thru.  Why so many
 scheduled trips per day? Maybe 10 per day would be more acceptable and have less
 of a negative impact on us Treasure Coast residents?  Ideally, the new line should be
 further west!
Mary Ann Curtis
34994
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: all aboard florida
Date: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 9:24:02 AM


 
 
From: Karen [mailto:kdob161@aim.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 8:03 AM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: all aboard florida
 
I am a citizen of Palm beach county, in Jupiter florida. I vehemently oppose this project and know of too
 many people that do not want it. I don't know who is allowing this besides the big spenders but this does
 not benefit this community at all. It effects our environment here in Jupiter. I work in the local hospital so
 now it also going to affect my employer and work environment.Please listen to the voices of the people
 and not the special interest groups that are ruining this county and state. 
Thank you
Karen O'Brien
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From: Donald Rodrigue
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida in our region
Date: Monday, November 10, 2014 8:45:19 PM


Dear Sir or Madam: 
 
I am a resident of Port St. Lucie, located about midway between Fort
 Pierce and Stuart. Our community will be significantly impacted by this
 proposed railway, if indeed up to 32 additional trains pass through the
 area. The urban cores of both Fort Pierce and Stuart are tightly
 compacted downtown districts, which "grew up" along the FEC railroad
 tracks in the days of original passenger train service. In the years since
 passenger rail disappeared, however, the sleepy tranquility of the towns
 have increasingly become their charm, luring both tourists and
 locals alike. Here foot and bicycle traffic is the norm not the exception,
 with pedestrians and bicycles regularly crossing over the FEC tracks. The
 additional of high-speed passenger trains, that would barely even slow
 down since they would not offer a stop, would be like the screaming
 cigarette boats I remember on Sunday afternoons on Miami's Biscayne
 Bay, ripping up the solitude and beauty of what should have been a
 tranquil day behind my condominium overlooking the water. 
 
I wonder if the reason AAF does not want to offer stops in our area is
 because of wanting to keep to their promise of a three-hour trip to be
 time competitive with automobiles and airlines. If that's the case, they
 would be better off utilizing a more high-speed direct route than
 completely avoided our area. If they can afford to put down brand new
 tracks from Orlando to Cocoa, then they can afford to put new ones down
 to reach South Florida without trampling on the tranquil lifestyle of the
 Treasure Coast. 
 
Please carefully consider what this will do to the hard-bought charm of our
 communities.    


Sincerely,


Donald Rodrigue 
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From: jgflorin
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Wednesday, November 19, 2014 9:22:36 AM


November 18, 2014


John Winkle
Federal Railroad Admin.
1200 New Jersey Ave. SE
Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590


Dear Mr. Winkle,


As I thought about writing this letter my initial reaction was simply, “Why bother, the All Aboard Florida rail
 system is already a go”.  Yet, with thousands of us residents of the Florida Treasure Coast being so adversely
 affected by AAF, I knew I had to addd my comments to the vast number of letters and e-mails you have already
 received.


I am a retired business executive, and I will admit my memory isn’t perfect, but I cannot remember an issue that has
 had such universal opposition by the populace.  There are so many negative elements that will impact us.  And I’m
 certain you have heard most of them—safety, the environment, noise, river navigation disruption, leisure boating,
 fishing—both leisure and commercial, the impact on retail business, a potential decline in tourism, daily auto traffic
 delays and certainly emergency vehicle travel delays.  All of the above will be part of our life with the 32 passenger
 trains racing through the Treasure Coast; and then of course we will have the additional 10-20 freight trains that
 will magnify all of these negatives.


I would like to relate one recent experience that illustrates the frustration of so many here on the Treasure coast.  My
 wife and I attended the AAF meeting held here in Stuart in late October.  It was obvious from the meeting format
 that AAF's goal was to simply “snow” us with railroad propaganda—the format used made it impossible for us to
 raise questions or objections; all of which would have resulted in a “No Railroad” backlash from almost 900 people.


After grumbling about the “stacked deck”, I approached one of the individuals manning an improvised booth or
 station.  He was the CEO of the consulting/marketing firm that designed the AAF plan.  I asked him only one
 question—“Can you verbalize one benefit of the railroad to the people of Martin County?”  His response: I’m not
 here to discuss that.”  I said “ I beg your pardon?”  His retort… “I won’t discuss it.”  WOW, such arrogance.


I decided to try the same question on a representative of the railroad who was manning the next station.  His
 answer… “ It will improve rail safety.”  What?  "Isn’t rail safety a relative “given” right now?”  The answer, “It
 will improve.”  I asked the same question to individuals from the railroad manning two subsequent stations —I
 received a history lesson on Henry Flagler without receiving an answer that was a benefit for our community.


Please give our thousands of pleas real deliberation and consideration.  Our welfare here on the Treasure coast
 depends upon your departments REJECTION  of AAF.


Sincerely,


Jack F. Florin
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From: Tom Bieri
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; Kevin Lindsay
Subject: Public comment All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:32:25 AM


I am very opposed to all aboard Florida for several reasons. There will be
 traffic delays at railroad crossings throughout the area. Also there will be
 delays for boaters at waterway crossings that in turn will cause long delays at
 drawbridges causing more traffic delays. Also there will be more noise
 pollution through the neighborhood. All of this adds up to a reduction in
 property value. This project has a very negative impact on the local
 communities that it travels through.
 
Tom Bieri
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Standley, Lisa
Subject: FW: comments on All Aboard Florida project
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:19:18 PM
Attachments: 20141203_let_service to fra_CPA0029 aaf eis comments.pdf


USFW comments.
 
From: Wrublik, John [mailto:john_wrublik@fws.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 03, 2014 1:51 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: comments on All Aboard Florida project
 
Dear Mr. Winkle,
 
Attached please find the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's comments on the Draft
 Environmental Impact Statement for the All Aboard Florida Project.
 
Sincerely


John M. Wrublik
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
1339 20th Street
Vero Beach, Florida 32960
(772) 469-4282
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United States Department of the Interior



FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
South Florida Ecological Services Office



339 20° Street
Vero Beach, Florida 32960



December 3, 2014



John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue
SE Room W38-31 1
Washington DC 20590



Service CPA Code: 2013-CPA-0029
Service Consultation Code: 2013-F-0025



Date Received: September 22, 2014
Project: All Aboard Florida Passenger Rail



Service from Orlando to Miami
Counties: Brevard, Orange, Palm Beach,



Martin, St. Lucie, Indian River



Dear Mr. Winkle:



The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) has reviewed your Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS) dated September 19, 2014, and other information submitted by the Federal
Railroad Administration (FRA) for All Aboard Florida Passenger Rail Service from Orlando to
Miami. The Service’s comments on the DEIS are presented below and are provided in
accordance with the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (Act) (87 Stat. 884; 16 U.S.C.
1531 elseq.).



PROJECT DESCRIPTION



All Aboard Florida LLC (AAF) is proposing to construct and operate a privately owned and
operated intercity passenger railroad system that will connect Orlando and Miami, with
intermediate stops in Fort Lauderdale and West Palm Beach, Florida (Project). To finance the
Project, AAF has applied for $1.6 billion in Federal funds through the FRA’s Railroad
Rehabilitation and Improvement Financing (RRIF) program. AAF proposes to implement the
Project through a phased approach. Phase I would provide rail service on the West Palm Beach
to Miami section while Phase II would extend service to Orlando. Phase I would provide
passenger rail service along the 66.5 miles of the Florida East Coast Railroad (FECR) Corridor
connecting West Palm Beach, Fort Lauderdale, and Miami.



Phase I of the Project includes the construction of three new stations (West Palm Beach, Fort
Lauderdale and Miami), acquisition of five trains, construction of a second track along most of
the 66.5-mile corridor, and 16 new round-trip intercity passenger train trips (32 one-way trips) on
the West Palm Beach to Miami section of the FECR Corridor. FRA and AAF conducted an
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environmental review of Phase Tin 2012 and 2013 and made a finding of”No Significant
Impact” (FONSI). FRA concluded Phase I has independent utility, and could be advanced and
serve a transportation need even if Phase TI were not constructed. Consequently, FRA authorized
AAF to construct the Phase I component of the Project. However, to date, FRA has not
determined if a RRIF loan would be provided independently for Phase I.



Phase II of the Project includes: constructing a new railroad line parallel to State Road (SR) 528
from the Orlando International Airport to Cocoa; constructing a new vehicle maintenance facility
on property owned by the Greater Orlando Airport Authority; adding a second track,
straightening curves, and reconstructing 18 bridges within 128.5 miles of the FEçR Corridor
between West Palm Beach and Cocoa; and additional bridge work along the corridor from Miami
to West Palm Beach. Phase II would add 16 new round-trip intercity passenger train trips
(32 one-way trips) on the new railroad segment and on the FECR Corridor between Cocoa and
West Palm Beach. Maximum operating speeds along the entire corridor would range from 79 to
125 miles per hour (mph), depending upon the location. Operating speeds will be greatest along
the SR 528 corridor where there would be no highway-rail grade crossings.



Construction and operation of AAF passenger train service will include the entire corridor from
Orlando to Miami. Therefore, the FRA produced a DEIS that analyzes the cumulative effects of
completing both phases of the Project. However, because Phase 1 has already been addressed
under the National Environmental Policy Act with a FONSI, it is not reanalyzed in the DEIS.
The DES compares the effects of three action alternatives (Alternatives A, C, and E) and the
“no-build’ alternative. Alternatives A, C, and E present different locations of the 17.5 miles of
new railroad tracks along SR 528 from Orlando to Cocoa (Alternative A - within the existing
SR 528 right-of-way south of the paved travel lanes; Alternative C — along the boundary of the
SR 528 right-of-way south of the paved travel lanes; Alternative E — 100 feet south of SR 528
right-of-way boundary south of the pave travel lanes).



DEIS COMMENTS



Florida scrub-jay



The Project occurs within the geographic range of the threatened Florida scrub-jay (Aphelocoma
coerulescens). Surveys conducted by the consultants for AAF found active territories of Florida
scrub-jays at four localities immediately adjacent to the AAF rail corridor: 1) Helen and Allen
Cruickshank Sanctuary, between Malabar Road and Valkaria Road, and south of Micco Road in
Brevard County; 2) North Sebastian Conservation Area in Indian River County; 3) Savannas
Preserve State Park (SPSP) and a Florida Inland Navigation District site in St. Lucie County; and
4) Hobe Sound National Wildlife Refuge and Jonathan Dickinson State Park in Martin County.
Florida scrub-jays have been observed near and flying across, the track corridor. Moreover, the
Service notes it is likely Florida scrub-jays will occasionally occur within the rail corridor, either
foraging or flying across the tracks. The AAF project will result in passenger trains travelling
past and/or through these territories at 79 to 125 mph, 32 times a day and moving at significantly
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faster speeds than the freight trains currently using the corridor. This increase in rail traffic in
addition to the speed of trains traveling in these areas increases the likelihood that Florida scrub-
jays will be struck by a train and either injured or killed. Although the species may eventually
learn to avoid the trains, the Service finds it likely that injuries or deaths of scrub-jays are
reasonably certain occur as a result of the Project from train collisions. Consequently, the
Service finds the Project is likely to result in adverse effects to Florida scrub-jay. We understand
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) is completing section 7 consultation on the project on
behalf of the FRA (the lead agency for the AAF project). We have contacted the Corps and
recommended they request formal consultation for the Project.



Federally listed plant species



The Project occurs within the geographic range of the endangered fragrant prickly apple (Cereus
eriophorus var fragrans). Specimens of fragrant prickly apple were observed within the existing
railroad footprint SPSP by staff of the SPSP. We recommend a botanical survey of the Project
footprint adjacent to the SPSP be conducted to determine the status of the fragrant prickly apple
and any other federally listed plant species. In addition, we recommend you contact the SPSP to
obtain further information regarding the locations of the observed specimens. The results of
these surveys should be provided to the Service to determine if further consultation on the
fragrant prickly apple or other federally-listed plant species is necessary.



Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed Project and your cooperation in the
effort to protect fish and wildlife resources. If you have any questions regarding our comments,
please contact John Wrublik at 772-469-4282.



Donald (Bob) Progulske
,—~ ~-‘Everglades Program Supervisor



South Florida Ecological Services Office



cc: electronic only
FWC, Tallahassee, Florida (FWC-CPS)
NOAA Fisheries, West Palm Beach, Florida (Brandon Howard)
Corps, Cocoa, Florida (Andrew Phillips)













From: Diane Riggan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida is Misrepresenting the Facts
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:56:32 AM


To: John Winkle
      Federal Railroad Administration
      1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E.
      Room W38-311
      Washington, DC 20590


Mr. Winkle,


I wish you had been there when more than 500 residents came to community meeting at the Blake Library in Martin
 Co. Florida several months ago. They asked questions but there were no answers from the experts on hand.


I wish you had come to the meeting at the Kane Center in Martin County Florida just a few months ago. Over 800
 people stood in line for hours, parking lot overflowed forcing people to park up and down a busy county road and
 walk to the community center. All of this just to find out they could sit down and fill out a survey - they did.


Maybe you heard about the organized effort to show how upset boaters are when nearly 100 boats congregated near
 the Roosevelt Bridge that parallels the Florida East Coast Railroad train bridge over the St. Lucie River, part of the
 Federal waterway system.


Did you know that the clearance under that bridge when lowered for the train is less than 7 feet. Most boats cannot
 get under the bridge to get to the Atlantic Ocean or to go west to Lake Okeechobee or to the west coast of Florida
 and beyond.


Did you know that approximately 7 minutes before the train passes over the bridge the siren sounds and warns
 boaters the bridge will lower until the train passes. The system is automated and connected to a system based in
 Jacksonville Florida hundreds of miles away.


At times the bridge stays down way beyond the time a train should have passed or has passed. There are times when
 the bridge stays down in excess of 30 minutes with no train in sight.


Traffic backs up along federal highway US 1 that runs north and south and small roads criss cross it for hundreds of
 miles. Hospitals, police departments, EMT's, the Coast Guard all these emergency services are impacted and their
 response to emergencies on and off the water is delayed.


In addition to the noise, the hazard, the vibration caused by the frequency of the trains the final insult is that Florida
 East Coast RR does not see this county or several others as providing potential customers and therefore there are no
 stops. They claim making more stops would then not allow them to live up to their promise of their Miami to
 Orlando in 3 hour run.


I don't think they are realistic given all the twists and turns the trains experience now.


For those of us who bought homes in a quiet small community with easy access to doctors and hospitals and
 entertainment such as small theatres and restautants it will all come to a screaming halt with the 14 current freight
 trains that run day and night added to the 32 trains running from 0600-2100 hours daily.


The bridge over the St. Lucie waterway is over 100 years old and it's giant rusted cogs and wheels turn slowly to
 raise and lower the bridge. We worry the bridge will not hold up to this schedule and if it becomes inoperative and
 stays lowered thousands of residents in Martin County Florida alone will be cut off from the ocean and intercoastal
 waterway.
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Property values are fluctuating as a result, those who bought homes on canals where they keep their boats are
 nervous because they could be isolated if the bridge breaks down or even by the sheer volume of trains that will
 operate. Each train will cause the bridge to be down no less than 12 minutes for each train. Add that up with 2
 passenger trains an hour plus current freight trains, that translates into more than 30 minutes an hour the bridge and
 train crossings will be down.


It is a nightmare.


We recently witnessed a tragic sailboat fire in an anchorage west of the FEC bridge. A child died onboard. He could
 not escape the smoke and flames that drove his parents off the boat. For nearly an hour we watched the dockmaster,
 Coast Guard and various agencies try to extinguish the fire and prevent it from damaging other boats. With that
 bridge down and no one from the railroad to contact none of the emergency responders would have gotten to the
 boat.


No one could have saved Charley the child who died but at least responders could get to it. Who will be held
 responsible when the bridge is down waiting for a train and a home or boat on the water goes up in flames, or a
 boater suffers a heart attack and no one can get to them.


Please make All Aboard Florida present a real environmental survey not one that favors their position. Do not help
 kill a community which is what this proposed train service will do.


Do your own fact checking, talk to the communities and the Coast Guard.


Thank you for your time,


Diane Riggan
Palm City, Florida
Homeowner, year round resident, member of an all volunteer DHS organization that teaches boating safety and
   patrols the waterways for the community


1787 SW Waterfall Blvd
Palm City, Fl 34990


772-223-1364 h








From: Marilyn Brownie
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 8:37:56 PM


 Please do not move forward with AAF.  I live within a few hundred feet from the tracks. 
I find it unlikely that there are so many people that need to go back and forth to Orlando and Miami 16 times in one
 day.
This is a huge inconvenience to the people living by the tracks. 
Must there really be that many trips?  It just seems very excessive and makes one suspicious of possible
 alternative motives.


Thank you.


Marilyn Brownie
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From: louisek1@juno.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Public comment RE: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 10:43:29 AM


I live in the City of Sebastian, and I work in a building which is on land bordering the
 railway.  Each day I must drive over the crossings several times.  Currently I often am found
 waiting in the turn land on U.S. #1 while a train crosses at Westbound Hwy 512.  After
 reviewing the draft report, I can see ONLY negative impact to Sebastian, and to all of Indian
 River county for that matter.  There are NO benefits which balance the negative impacts
 whatsoever.  I am opposed to this plan.  It is doubtful that passenger ridership will be
 adequate to pay for this system, and I am opposed to ANY public "loans", grants, etc. 
 
 
Louise "K" your Closing Coordinator
Direct Line: 772-589-3054 x 256


Direct Fax: 1-866-443-9320             
email: louisek1@juno.com            
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Standley, Lisa
Subject: FW: letter from Martin County Commissioner Ed Fielding
Date: Tuesday, November 4, 2014 9:36:29 AM
Attachments: com2015L2.pdf


Given that this letter mentions the DEIS, I think it should be treated as a comment, despite the fact
 that the main purpose is to request involvement in the PABs process.  I’ve forwarded it to the
 Secretary’s Office for them to address that issue.
 


From: Rosemarie Zummo [mailto:rzummo@martin.fl.us] 
Sent: Friday, October 31, 2014 3:27 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Subject: letter from Martin County Commissioner Ed Fielding
 
Thank you.
 
Rosemarie Zummo
Executive Aide
Martin County Board of County Commissioners
772.221.2487
 
 
  


"The comments and opinions expressed herein are those of the author of this message and may not reflect the policies of the Martin County Board
 of County Commissioners. Under Florida Law, email addresses are public records. If you do not want your email address released in response to a


 public records request do not send electronic mail to this entity. Instead, contact this office by phone or in writing." 


Click here to subscribe to Martin County’s e-Newsletter
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com2015L2.docx 



Via Email & Hand Delivery 
 
October 30, 2014 
 
John Winkle 
Transportation Industry Analyst 
Federal Railroad Administration 
 
RE: All Aboard Florida 
 
Dear Mr. Winkle: 
 
Martin County citizens have expressed deep concerns about the detrimental impact the All 
Aboard Florida project will have upon our County and our individual residences. 
 
This project will negatively affect our most disadvantaged communities by significantly 
limiting their mobility in going to work and in shopping for daily necessities. 
 
The increased traffic will interfere with citizen access to most medical offices and our 
hospitals.  Downtown Stuart will be hard hit with the increased traffic congestion. 
 
The multi-hour closing of the railroad trestle across the St. Lucie River will plug up our 
marine traffic; on average 250 vessels per day.  Such limitation to ocean access will 
dramatically affect our waterfront property values, hence all real estate values in the 
County. 
 
Martin County certainly is an impacted area meriting an in-depth analysis in the EIS 
review. Guesstimates as currently employed in preparing the EIS are not acceptable to us 
nor should be to FRA.  So, RRF requiring an EIS should be drawn from actual data. 
 
If the applicant seeks Private Activities Bond funding, then Martin County should be 
included as one of the local governments impacted by the project, hence having the right to 
vote on its acceptability according to the IRS code. 
 
Mr. Winkle, our right to approve the project is an important issue.  Please direct me to the 
office, agency that I would talk to about our rights in event of PAB financing. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 



 
Ed Fielding 
Martin County Commissioner 
District 2 
 
EF:rz 



MARTIN COUNTY 
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 



2401 S.E. MONTEREY ROAD • STUART, FL 34996 
 



 Telephone: 772.288.5421 
 Fax: 772.288.5432 
 Email: efieldin@martin.fl.us 
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From: Jeff Ream
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Public comment on DEIS for All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, November 18, 2014 10:11:15 AM
Attachments: Response to EIS.doc


I have attached as Word document my extensive research and comments regarding
 the DEIS for All Aboard Florida. My comments are restricted to public safety. I will
 send a hard copy by mail.
 
I trust this information will be seriously considered as this plan moves through the
 FRA process. The DEIS is nearly silent on the subject of rail crossing highway
 accidents and trespasser deaths. The DEIS completely ignores FRA's own safety
 concerns expressed by Mr. Frank Frey in his Part 1 and Part 2 FRA On-Site
 Engineering Field Reports, dated March 20 and September 23, 2014. I strongly
 feel there is a potential for grave harm to the public safety along the entire AAF
 corridor, and especially in the high speed zone of the Treasure and Space Coasts.
 
Thank you for the opportunity to register my objections to the AAF project and the
 deficiencies I believe exist in the DEIS regarding public safety.
 
Jeffrey Ream
6570 Caicos Ct
Vero Beach, FL 32967



mailto:jlream2003@hotmail.com
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                                Public Comment to Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the AAF Project



My response to the All Aboard Florida DEIS is limited to the subject of public safety at crossings and along the track. The DEIS ignores the results of the FRA On-Site Engineering Field Reports, dated March 20 and September 23, 2014. Those reports say clearly that FRA themselves see major safety concerns with the AAF plan. AAF has resisted and for the most part refused to accept those minimum basic FRA mitigation features. Let me explain why I think even those recommendations are not sufficient considering the unique safety risk.



I will present a summary of all operational US HSR compared to the AAF plan in Table 1. I will present a detailed analysis of FEC accident data extracted from the FRA database in Tables 2 through 6. FEC freight operations have a substantial history of excessive crossing and trespasser accidents. I believe that the increase of 370% and more in numbers of trains in 2016, significant planned freight growth well into the future, the doubling and tripling of train speeds at crossings, 110 MPH HSR, higher speed freight, the combination of freight and HSR on the same tracks at the same time, population density and the extremely large numbers of at-grade crossings in the entire corridor between Miami and Cocoa combine to create a significant increase in the potential for highway crossing and “trespasser” injuries and deaths. As shown in Table 1, no current HSR in the US is comparable in terms of cumulative risk factors. I believe that the AAF plan is completely unprecedented in introducing new, severe and compounded threats that create by totality significant potential to cause grave harm to the general public along the entire AAF route. Considering all rail accidents in the State of Florida for the past 10 years, the entire FEC corridor is responsible for 26% of all incidents, 32% of all highway/rail deaths, and 50% of all trespasser deaths not at crossings. Accident data taken from official FRA database 1.12.



The subject of safety of the general public is inadequately addressed, in fact nearly ignored, in the DEIS. Furthermore, very limited and casual unsubstantiated conclusions relative to public safety are presented.



 “The Project would have an overall beneficial effect on public health, safety and security in the rail corridor. While greater frequency of trains may increase the frequency of opportunities for conflict between trains and vehicles or people, safety improvements at crossings, an upgraded Positive Train Control system, enhanced security and improved communications among emergency responders would minimize potential conflicts and their consequences. The benefits resulting from decreased congestion and the potential for fewer vehicular crashes and fewer air emissions indicate that there will be no significant negative impacts on public health and safety.” AND AGAIN: “The Project would result in enhancing public safety with improvements to grade crossing signal equipment for vehicular and pedestrian traffic. Also, the benefits resulting from decreased congestion and the potential for fewer vehicular crashes and fewer air emissions indicate that there will be no significant negative impacts on public health and safety.”



None of those items with the exception of “safety improvements at crossings” has very much to do with preventing crossing accidents and nothing to do with trespasser accidents. Positive Train Control is still being developed, is not widely used, is a complex electronic system susceptible to communications/ system/sensor errors, and any use in improving public safety has not been defined in the DEIS or widely utilized in current rail operations. The primary intent of PTC as mandated is to protect trains from rail line operational errors, not crossing accidents. Please describe how PTC will fully stop a 100 MPH train automatically if a gate is not down or a vehicle is trapped or finds it’s way onto the track after a gate closes. Please provide examples of successful testing and implementation of that crossing safety system in a similar environment. Crossing safety improvements are not defined, explained or committed by name in the DEIS. Enhanced security and improved communications among emergency responders will not reduce typical highway and trespasser incidents. Vehicle congestion periods will actually increase because of 32 more high speed trains at 349 local crossings plus up to 26 freight trains in 2016, resulting in nearly 4x in numbers of highway crossings. The entire subject of trespasser risks is totally ignored even though it has been called “epidemic” in South Florida by the FRA.



There is no technical analysis or comparative rail experience presented to support “no significant negative impact.” In fact, the only significant operational higher speed rail service in the US is Acela. Acela is vastly different and has proven nearly accident free over 456 miles of operation because of the nearly complete lack of at-grade crossings. Furthermore, Acela track conditions and environment in its high speed areas are totally unrepresentative of the AAF project between West Palm Beach and Cocoa. Acela never travels at speeds greater that 60 MPH at any of their 11 at-grade crossings or through the centers of cities and towns or areas of high population density. Acela does not compete with slow freight trains on the same tracks at the same time. Therefore, no Acela experience can be used to validate that this project will improve safety due to 32 more trains at double to triple current speeds plus growing numbers of freight trains in the AAF corridor.



The DEIS presents extremely brief unsubstantiated conclusions regarding safety in sections 4.4.4 and 5.4.4 together with data in Tables 4.4.4-1 and 4.4.4-2. Regarding those data tables, only a short period of 5 years is considered. That is much too short a span of time to be statistically significant. Furthermore, data provided in Table 4.4.4-1 ignores the 2 southern counties of the corridor. Since the vast majority of accidents occur in the South Florida counties, and since the DEIS is intended to cover the entire corridor from Miami to Orlando, that omission presents an inaccurate picture of current accident rates on the entire AAF corridor. I have conducted a detailed search of the FRA accident database using searchable database 1.12 for the entire FEC route, database 5.15 for crossing incidents and database 2.07 for non-crossing events. With respect especially to Table 4.4.4-2, there are serious inaccuracies with the DEIS data for trespasser fatalities. The following tables document the results of my FRA accident search covering a 15-year period 1999 to 2013 for the entire AAF route. I have attempted to remove any incidents not located on the AAF corridor from Miami to Rt. 528 in Cocoa.



Table 2) All crossing incidents including vehicles, bicycles and pedestrians         235 events



Table 3) All crossing fatalities including vehicles, bicycles and pedestrians            50 deaths 



Table 4) All crossing injuries including vehicles, bicycles and pedestrians             70 injuries 



Table 5) All trespasser fatalities not at crossings                                                   171 deaths



Table 6) All trespasser injuries not at crossings                                                      85 injuries 



I believe that using 15 years of data is far more statistically relevant than using 5 years. I have provided this data in order to substantiate that the accident statistics presented in the DEIS are woefully short and shallow and in some cases grossly inaccurate in defining accident risk relative to current demonstrated FEC freight experience along the AAF corridor.


I have compiled the following 20 specific rebuttal points, which have not been addressed in the DEIS. I believe these points when considered in their totality demonstrate why the AAF corridor creates a much higher safety risk to the public than currently exists. I submit that these points and comparisons warrant much greater investigation, substantiation, engineering risk-based analysis and mitigation by design features and operational limitations. I further submit that the combination of 14 increasing to 20 double length freight trains (26 on Wednesdays, probably many more after 2016) plus 32 110 MPH passenger trains in the AAF plan over about 120 miles combined with 1.2 at-grade crossings per mile, is entirely beyond anything that exists today or will exist in 2016 and beyond in similar US high speed passenger rail. It is a step too far over the safety cliff.



1) The Florida coastal zone of the AAF corridor spans a total distance of 195 miles and contains 349 at-grade crossings between Miami and Cocoa. That is 1.8 crossings per mile on the entire route. It is unique relative to population density, urban development and numbers of at-grade crossings compared to any high- speed rail line in the US. There are about 206 crossings in the 79 MPH section, which covers approximately 75 miles in South Florida. That is 2.75 crossings per mile. There are about 143 crossings in the 110 MPH section, which covers approximately 120 miles. That is 1.2 crossings per mile in the high-speed corridor. 



2) The continuous heavily developed urban coastal megalopolis creates a UNIQUE risk. The Flagler rail line along the East Coast of Florida was built 135 years ago when Florida was very sparsely populated with a completely undeveloped landscape, and there were NO automobiles. Much has changed with growth, and about 6 million people now live in the continuous narrow urban coastal strip between Miami and Cocoa. The rail line now runs directly through the very centers of business and population and within several miles of the ocean, our most valued asset and tourist attraction. Densely populated urban cities and towns have been grown very close to the tracks, as have schools, recreational facilities, condominiums and gated communities packed with retirement homes. The population is heavily skewed toward senior citizens that seek only the safe, secure and peaceful enjoyment of their homes for their remaining lives. They are not mentally and physically well equipped to deal safely with and more 52 trains, of which 32 are barreling through their communities and their many road crossings at speeds near 79 or 110 MPH. Likewise, our many tourists are not familiar with such extreme rail operations. The DEIS statement that our environment in the high speed zone is rural is simply not true.



3) Numbers of at-grade crossings is the primary risk. As shown in Table 1, I have not found any comparable HSR operations which demonstrate that it is safe to operate a nearly 120-mile urban 110 MPH high-speed rail corridor with 143 at-grade crossings mixed with 20 or more freight trains at the same time on the same tracks. Certainly not using Acela experience. Acela has only 11 at-grade crossings, train speeds are under 60 MPH at those crossings and there is no co-mingled freight during the times Acela operates. Even so, there was ONE isolated Acela accident not in the high speed segment that killed 3 people, and that crossing fully complied with FRA sealed corridor criteria. The conclusion is that accidents happen in spite of quad gates and sealed corridors. The PLAN for 110 MPH service in Illinois might be cited as similar, however major differences exist. First and foremost is a VERY rural farm land environment. In the current 15 mile section there are about 10 crossings over country roads. There are only around 5 freight trains and 13 total trains. In the 180 mile future corridor on that route there are 137 public at-grade crossings, nearly ½ the number per mile as on AAF, and that development is years away from extended 110 MPH service. The AAF plan will put our Florida coastal corridor first in the nation to conduct such a large experiment combining high volume daytime and evening freight and high volume 110 MPH passenger trains plus 143 grade crossings for approximately 120 continuous miles.



4) Consider the dissimilarity of the AAF plan to all current operational experience with HSR in the US as shown in Table 1. There are 11 Federally designated High Speed Rail Corridors. Of the 11, only 4 have advanced beyond a study phase, including Acela and Keystone. The remaining 7 are a dream, many years away from completion. Three of the four current high-speed rail corridors in the US are operating between 79 and 110 MPH over very short segments. Except for Acela none have 32 trains per day, the actual passenger train trips in the 2 corridors other than Acela and Keystone is 8 or less HSR trains per day. Nor do they operate over densely populated urban areas. The average speeds in 2013 of the 2 partial corridors, Illinois/ Indiana/ Michigan and New York, were between 47 MPH and 56 MPH. Operation at up to 110 MPH in the Midwest Corridor is limited to short segments in Illinois, Indiana and Michigan, specifically 15 miles between Pontiac and Dwight Illinois with only 6 trains per day, and 80 miles of dedicated passenger rail track between Kalamazoo Michigan and Porter Indiana with a total of only 8 trains per day and no freight. In New York State, a small portion of the Empire Corridor of 67 miles in a rural area along the river between Poughkeepsie and south of Albany runs at 110 MPH, but there are no freight operations on that section and only 10 dead-end river access road crossings. The Keystone east corridor between Philadelphia and Harrisburg has a 20-mile section allowing 110 MPH, but the Keystone east operates at an average speed of 64 MPH. On that corridor all at-grade crossings have been eliminated and there are no significant concurrent freight operations in the high-speed section. In conclusion, the only significant experience with HSR in the US is Acela which has all grade-separated crossings in high speed zones and no concurrent freight trains.



5) Compare the number of at-grade crossings on a nearly identical South Florida rail line.  SFRTA operates 50 Tri-Rail trains per day at speeds up to 79 MPH over about 70 miles between Miami and West Palm Beach. However Tri-Rail has only about 50 at-grade crossings, compared to over 200 for AAF. So, over the same basic geographical route, AAF has 400% more at-grade crossings, 400% more crossing closures, and 400% more opportunities for accidents.



6) Mixing Freight and high-speed passenger rail produces an increased risk for safety. Freight track sharing occurs in many corridors, however not for 110 MPH speeds. In the Northeast and Keystone Corridors freight is limited to a very few per day, most on separate tracks or running at night over short sections. There is currently no similar experience comparable to the AAF plan in 2016 for 20 to 26 freight (Table 3.3-1) combined with 32 110 MPH, with 10 or more of the freight sharing the same tracks at the same time. One recent study for mixing freight and high-speed passenger rail in the Pacific Northwest resulted in rejection of 110 MPH speeds. Specifically, based upon objections from Union Pacific Railroad regarding safety and service limitations, both Washington and Oregon will limit any passenger trains to 79 MPH. Furthermore, in the Empire Corridor CSX Railroad is vigorously opposing HSR expansion for safety and congestion reasons, even though in that corridor there are 4 tracks and freight is totally separated from passenger rail operations. Apparently they think even being next to a separate 110 MPH track is a safety issue. Many railroads including Union Pacific, CSX, Norfolk Southern, BSNF and in the past ConRail all have fought to severely limit HSR on their tracks. Some have set standards that define speed and separation requirements or effectively block HSR all together. Obviously FEC cannot interfere with AAF because they are both owned by Fortress, so in the AAF corridor the public has no unbiased entity speaking for the safety of mixing FEC freight with HSR. In fact, by corporate agreement, AAF has the right to take over operational control of FEC freight if their schedule is delayed. Several credible studies concluded that shared corridor multiple track crossings, when adding new HSR, will increase collision rates (Auston & Carson, 2002; Faghri & Demetski, 1986; and Ogden & Korve Engineering, 2007). Those same studies showed that shared track operation creates an additional risk of experiencing secondary collisions.



7) Hazmat operations further increase the risk with freight and high-speed passenger trains on the same track at the same time. At times FEC will carry various hazardous materials, including asphalt, propane, ethanol and industrial products. This adds more risk to public and passenger safety as 110 MPH trains fly by stopped or slow moving very long freight trains especially at crossings, bridges and sidings.



8) Speed at crossings is a major risk factor. The FEC freight line currently runs at average speeds of between 23 and 33 MPH (Table 5.1.3-1). The average train speed at crossings in the 4 northern counties is 28.5 MPH (Table 4.1.2-4). Crossing speeds will increase with AAF trains to over 100 MPH (Table 3.3-9) in Indian River County, and over 90 MPH in St. Lucie and Brevard Counties. That is an over 300% increase in the train speeds at our crossings. Increased speed is known to increase crossing accident rates. Triple train speeds at crossings creates a very big safety risk. Freight train speeds will nearly double further compromising safety.



9) FEC freight operations does not have a stellar public safety record. The safety record of low speed FEC freight operations has drawn specific attention from FRA. In the past 15 years in the AAF corridor there have been 235 crossing incidents, with 50 fatalities and 70 serious injuries. In addition there have been 171 trespasser fatalities and 85 injuries. FRA has cited Florida for excessive rail crossing and trespasser accident rates. Florida is always near the top of the 10 worst states for crossing and trespasser accidents. Clearly at-grade road crossings in densely populated areas cause accidents. Clearly train tracks through densely populated areas promote trespasser fatalities. Clearly our corridor has demonstrated long term safety risks with just 14 slow trains.



10) Total numbers of trains is a major risk factor. Let me quantify the opportunity for a crossing accident with AAF. Today we have 14 freight trains (Table 3.3-1) and 349 crossings. That is 4886 gate closures per day, 2443 during peak hours. With AAF there will be over 52 combined trains on AVERAGE and, assuming 10 crossings are closed, there will be 339 at-grade crossings. That is 17628 gate closures per day. If 42 are in peak hours, that is 14238. Please provide substantiation for the DEIS conclusion that UNDEFINED crossing improvements will improve safety considering an average 360% (580% during peak hours) increase in highway crossings. It is certainly not an obvious outcome and requires evidence to substantiate such a large leap of faith and optimism. I believe that by adding 32 AAF trains shared with 20 and more freight trains at higher speeds we will certainly experience an increase in incidents, injuries and deaths, both for road crossings and for trespassers. That is true in the 110 MPH zone, as well as in the 79 MPH zone where sealed corridor does not apply.



11) Numbers of FEC trains will continue to grow rapidly. Regarding freight expansion, the DEIS states that by 2019 freight will increase to an average of 22 per day (Table 5.1.2-4), and says the growth is 3% per year. I believe that is a VERY low and unrealistic projection. According to a recent FEC freight operations presentation by Robert Hatfield, the Port of Miami cargo will double in the next 10 years.  How much beyond that? Then add Port Everglades growth to that projection. There is documented potential for around 10% per year freight growth for a very long time into the future. Several FEC and Florida trade presentations indicate that FEC intends to capture much of that additional freight. The EIS should use the worst case intentions of FEC for freight traffic growth over a period of 25 years, not understated 2016 or 2019 estimates. Regarding passenger rail expansion, in the FRA On-Site Engineering Field Report, Part 1, dated March 20, 2014, Mr. Frey states that the rail traffic in South Florida will increase by 74 additional trains due to the future inclusion of Tri-Rail Commuter service on the AAF track. So, in a route Miami to Jupiter it is predicted using FRA and AAF information that there will be 32 AAF express trains, plus 22 (and more and more) FEC freight trains and 74 Tri-Rail on the same tracks with well over 200 at-grade crossings. A reasonable question seems to be how many trains can they ultimately pack onto this coastal rail corridor? Perhaps 128 from these published sources. But wait, AAF has publicly discussed adding 32 more of their own commuter rail trains in addition to the Orlando Express. This is a quote from a 2014 published source: “A presentation made at a recent meeting of the South Florida Regional Transportation Authority reveals that All Aboard Florida wants the right to build six stations in South Florida, along with 64 trains per day running every 30 minutes (with the possibility of trains running even more frequently).”   This is not speculation; this is a plan revealed in public. When does the expansion of FEC rail reach a point of irrationality? How about safety? How about public disruption? The DEIS speaks of none of these likely future growth plans. AAF knows what expansion plans are possible; they are being concealed so as to drip feed the public on planned major expansion of our coastal rail. I believe the EIS should address all POSSIBLE planned rail growth scenarios on this corridor and the safety effects that look forward at least 25 years. If the plans are not firm, then discuss the several alternatives. Please address in the EIS the public safety implications of over 100 trains per day between Miami and Jupiter, and freight growth using the FEC information that doubles freight in 10 years.



12) The Sealed Corridor will help but not eliminate the risk. For the portion between 30th St in West Palm Beach and Cocoa it is intended to offset the increased crossing risks. Sealed corridor is not widely used, therefore not providing sufficient comparative experience with 110 MPH rail in our unique urban environment. Furthermore, those safety features are not being incorporated in the South Florida segment, which has 206 crossings in about 75 miles. That is an incomparable 2.75 crossings per mile, surely unique for 79 MPH operations. The sealed corridor approach to safety mitigation has not been proven by operating experience in such an extreme environment, and will never be as safe as separated crossings. The sealed corridor criteria is the FRA’s economically justified compromise based on their best technical ideas, accepted solely to save railroads money by avoiding grade separation, while encouraging a political agenda to push rail speeds to the maximum possible extent on existing freight rail lines. That may work in rural areas such as North Carolina, Michigan, Illinois, Indiana, or northern New York. The problem lies in our unique urban megalopolis. As an example, the plan is for two AAF trains to pass each other at closing speed of over 200 MPH in downtown Vero Beach at the Aviation Boulevard crossing. No rationalization and theory and no sealed corridor will convince me that is safe either for bystanders, highway users or for train passengers.  At 110 MPH the horn warning time is around 8 seconds, clearly not enough time for even a physically fit person (especially a senior) to react to an oncoming train, let alone two passing trains. Gate closings will occur well before a train is visible, somewhere around a mile away. If you are trapped on the track you will likely not see or hear the trains before it is too late to act. What safety feature will stop those trains in time? Is it REALLY Positive Train Control? I cannot believe without detailed engineering explanation that PTC will automatically emergency stop a 100 MPH train or even a 79 MPH train or even a 60 MPH passenger or freight train if it senses a crossing anomaly. Please explain in the final EIS how that works. If it will, please conduct a failure mode and effects analysis and system level failure rate/probability analysis for PTC reliability in protecting crossings and stopping trains automatically.



13) Time of day is a risk factor. Currently the 14 FEC freight trains are about equally split day and night. That will increase to 20 and more after 2016. If half run at night, then we will have an average increase from 7 to 42 crossing closures during the peak travel times for motorists. That will result in an increase of prime time closures from about one every 1.7 hours to about 3.5 per hour, or nearly 600%. That will significantly increase public exposure to crossing and trespasser accident risks during the daytime and evening hours.


14) Risk of catastrophic damage and derailments is potentially much higher. The significant increase in speed relative to current freight traffic will generally increase the destructive severity of accidents and risk of derailments. The kinetic energy of a train at 110 MPH compared to a slower train with equal mass is proportional to the SQUARE of the velocity. If our current freight crossing speed is 28.5 MPH, then due to velocity alone we have 15 times more energy released in a crossing accident. E=1/2mv2.  The mass will be less, but most often not 30 times less, and the speed factor will usually dominate the potential destructive power and risk of derailment. The actual energy will vary greatly depending on whether the freight cars are loaded or empty. For a fully loaded rock train, the difference in energy may be similar. If the freight train is empty the energy difference will be much greater. However in any moderate impact light passenger cars will always be more likely to derail and fly further compared to loaded freight cars. So passenger trains will on both counts have a greater likelihood of derailment. What safety features will contain derailing 110 MPH trains?



15) Safety mitigation improvements at crossings have not been identified. Statements are made that safety will be enhanced by crossing safety improvements, but they are never described. Furthermore, in Section 7, Mitigation Measures and Project Commitments, there is no mention of the subject of safety and no crossing safety mitigation plan or commitment presented. At a minimum, AAF should define exactly what all of the safety improvements are and quantify by real experience in a similar environment the efficiency of those devices to mitigate the crossing safety risks resulting from an increase in trains from 14 to 52 or more and the tripling of speeds at crossings. The DEIS  never addresses the subject of safety improvements not at crossings. There is no mitigation for that problem anywhere.



16) The issue of delay to emergency responders is ignored. The problem is that “seconds save lives”. DEIS analysis in section 5.1.2 is gibberish, as is the LOS/ICU methodology at 10 crossings which is no less than technical nonsense. Keep it simple, look at 32 more AAF trains and 20 double length (8150 ft) freight trains in 2016. At 50 MPH for freight an additional 4400 ft length is one minute, so 14 trains adds nearly 15 minutes. Adding 6 freight trains adds another 15 minutes. Adding 32 AAF trains per day with a 51 second delay each adds nearly another 30 minutes to crossing shutdown times. Around an hour per day is a huge increase in crossing closures, especially when most of the delays occur during peak day and evening hours. Since when is an increase of 400% (20 minutes now for 14 trains to 80 minutes for 52 trains per day) “not significant”? How about an increase from 10 minutes now to 55 minutes during peak hours which is an increase of 550%? Of course, that assumes no trains ever stop and block crossings (but they do). It just gets worse with freight growth. By the understated 10 crossing LOS analysis, delay time in the peak hour increases up to 7.5 minutes. 


17) There is a credibility/experience problem. No passenger rail operator other than Amtrak currently operates HSR. AAF is a start up company with ZERO rail operational experience and a totally profit motivated culture. AAF claim credit for extensive and excellent FEC experience but in reality FEC crossing and trespasser safety is NOT excellent. AAF is a totally separate company isolated from the FEC Railroad by corporate structure. So suddenly with no train operating experience or established credibility AAF is going to be the first US private railroad to run from 79 MPH up to 110 MPH through the centers of our megalopolis safely? The fact is Amtrak has credible railroad experience and AAF does not. In fact, AAF has the right to take over full operational control of the 195 mile FEC line. I am not worried about those hired to operate the trains. I am worried about management culture and the sole objective of 3 hours to Orlando or bust mentality.



18) The EIS has ignored the safety recommendations of Part 1 and Part 2 FRA On-Site Engineering Field Reports, dated March 20 and September 23, 2014. Both reports reveal serious safety deficiencies which are never addressed in the DEIS. Part 2 of the report indicates that even if the Part 1 sealed corridor guidelines, pedestrian gates, vehicle presence detection and trespasser barriers are installed, there remain serious safety concerns with this project. The Part 2 report documents a number of specific concerns, which could result in



more accidents and especially vehicle entrapment on crossings. At least 7 safety recommendations are noted, including pedestrian gates, fencing or channelization, vehicle presence detection, traffic signal preemption, remote health monitoring of gates, monitoring of preemption and on-going monitoring and review of crossings with preemption. Mr. Frey requested a detailed and comprehensive consultant's study of preemption. In the report, he states: "it is recommended that a thorough evaluation be made of the Preemption needs to determine whether Simultaneous or Advanced Preemption is required at each grade crossing location along the entire AAF service route (Miami through Cocoa). FRA also recommends that an independent consulting firm with extensive expertise in the field of Preemption be part of the assessment in all of the Preempted grade crossing locations. The consultant should have expertise in both traffic signal design and operation, as well as grade crossing signal design and operation. The consultant must also be knowledgeable in the evolving changes to both the MUTCD, and the AREMA Communication & Signal Manual of Recommended Practice." This aspect alone is a VERY serious risk to public safety created solely by this project, however AAF executives have completely rejected that recommendation in public comments. In fact, AAF executives have NEVER committed to any of the Part 1 & 2 recommendations. The issue of traffic signal coordination and preemption is a serious and unusual risk in the AAF corridor due to the 349 at-grade crossings, many of which are located within 50 to 100 feet of major traffic intersections and major roadways. A few literally cross directly through highway intersections. Is it true as AAF executives have said many times, they are not required to comply with FRA’s findings? So no authority can enforce FRA crossing safety recommendations and the public has no recourse?



19) In several other HSR corridors, FRA has conducted very detailed risk analysis, and very specific hazard and safety evaluations for high-speed rail corridor proposals. Two specific examples were the Empire High Speed Rail Corridor in 2000 (proposed), and the San Joaquin High Speed Rail Corridor in 2006 (proposed). That has not been done for the AAF corridor, which is higher risk and more real than those. One North Carolina study is specific to sealed corridor, but the landscape in NC is incomparable to the urban environment or operation within the AAF 195-mile corridor. Such analysis should utilize the best methodology and ideas such as those contained in a definitive report on the safety aspects and risks of mixed freight and high-speed passenger rail. That report, Highway-Rail Grade Crossing Challenges for Shared Operations of High-Speed Passenger and Heavy Freight Rail in the US, by Chadwick, Zhou, and Saat dated March 12, 2014, should be used for evaluation of the safety risks and the effect of safety improvements, for the AAF project.



20) AAF should be required to publish for public inspection their design criteria, safety considerations and regulatory compliance documents for their upgrades to the FEC corridor. Surely no competent engineering organization would undertake such a major rail upgrade program without such design manuals, engineering specifications, and regulatory compliance reports. One detailed example of a comprehensive design standards document for HSR is the California High –Speed Train System Technical Memorandum TM 2.1.7 prepared by Parsons Brinkerhoff. This document addresses the hazards and mitigation for rolling stock and vehicle intrusion protection for HSR and adjacent transportation systems. Is AAF considering the mitigation of dangers created by close operation of 110 MPH passenger trains with adjacent freight trains, motor vehicles and public/private infrastructure discussed at length in this document? In the final EIS, please explain the role of FRA and FDOT in design, inspection and operations of AAF and clarify what agency is responsible for ensuring public safety in design features (especially crossings) and operational oversight. Please provide the AAF regulatory checklist and method of compliance to Federal and State laws and guidelines.



I have made a serious attempt to point out deficiencies in the DEIS and specific problems which create added threats to public safety. I have provided documentation where practical. I have suggested specific actions to address these concerns. My first reaction to the AAF plan in early 2014 was one of disbelief. I felt frankly that such an idea was insane, the safety and disruption aspects being obvious to any reasonable person. However my first response as an engineer (with 34 years of commercial aviation experience) was to look for examples of similar operating systems and their histories. As Table 1 shows, I can find no such similarity and very limited overall experience. That is why from an engineering viewpoint I am gravely concerned. I believe that it is reasonable to expect in the final EIS a much more detailed engineering analysis of the safety issues, disclosure of engineering and regulatory documentation and detailed descriptions of the safety features planned with evidence justifying why they will be effective on the AAF route. As written, the DEIS is very little more than an unsubstantiated assertion based on hope, dreams and false assurances; lacking any technical or engineering information and analysis regarding crossings. It is outdated and incomplete and has numerous inconsistencies. Please address the FRA safety findings, realistic future rail growth plans and these specific safety concerns.



 Conclusion: 



The minimum acceptable mitigation effort that must be required of AAF is 100% compliance with every FRA safety finding in both of their project field reports (item #18). The DEIS has under reported the current accident safety record of the existing FEC corridor in the complete 195-mile AAF zone. There is increased safety risk because of extremely large numbers of at-grade crossings, high population density, extraordinarily large number of high speed AAF trains, increasing numbers of double length freight trains far into the future, freight on the same tracks at the same time as passenger trains, and a very large increase in all train speeds. The DEIS has not presented either current similar operational experience, adequate detailed safety analyses, design mitigation features or any other substantiation to validate that the general population between Miami and West Palm Beach with 79 MPH trains, or the general population between West Palm Beach and Cocoa with 110 MPH trains, will not experience a significant increase in crossing and trespassing accidents, injuries and fatalities due to implementation of AAF. Those corridors are simply not suitable for such high speed operations. The fact is that the only comparable current operational experience is Acela. Therefore AAF should be restricted to speeds below 60-MPH at all 349 at-grade crossings in order to operate within Acela current experience. Citizens on the Treasure and Space Coasts should not be the first subjected to a HSR experiment on the tradeoff between a very speculative economic benefit to an investment management fund compared to reduced safety of the general population. There is simply no current credible comparable operating experience to justify that AAF will not create a significantly increased risk to public safety. The safety concerns have been well documented by Mr. Frey in two reports. The report recommendations are FRA’s best tools to PARTIALLY mitigate a risk that should not be created in the first place. The FEC rail corridor is a historical artifact of the 19th century and is not and will never be a true economically viable high-speed rail corridor. It is a compromise with serious safety implications which have not been addressed in this DEIS. Furthermore, to complete the EIS, AAF should conduct extensive scientific safety, hazard and risk analysis commensurate with the inherent risk produced by our unique urban environment, and should produce and release that information to the public. AAF MUST respond in the final EIS to every recommendation made in the FRA On-Site Engineering Field Reports Part 1 and 2 with details on how they will comply. From a “reasonableness perspective” such a rail system in our unique urban environment should only be allowed if crossings are grade separated. That was the conclusion from several previous studies of economically viable high-speed rail between Miami and Orlando. The AAF plan is far in excess of any current operating experience for high(er) speed rail in the US. I doubt FRA would be comfortable with the safety aspect of 1.2 at-grade crossings per mile in the AMTRAK ACELA corridor. Why should the citizens of the Treasure and Space Coasts expect any less?



Recommendation: 



Please consider with care the long list of concerns of the people directly affected on the Treasure and Space Coasts of Florida who have all negative consequences, all the safety risks and no benefit from the AAF plan. If AAF really believe they have a wonderful business case going to Orlando, go west, and support financing of a real 150 MPH + bullet train for the future, not a band-aide short term upgrade of a 135 year old relic that has been overtaken by the development and growth that was it’s original reason to exist. That is what all of the many past Florida studies of economically viable HSR to Orlando concluded. The FEC line was always considered the poorest choice due to speed limitations and at-grade crossings. Use the turnpike route. Do it right, this AAF plan is the wrong choice which compromises public safety along their 195 mile route too much for extremely SPECULATIVE corporate gains. It is no secret that the motive here to support Federal funding is the political agenda to slam 110 MPH operations, and even up to 124 MPH, into existing freight rail lines with minimum cost. That is a short sighted wasteful compromise both because of economically viable high speed rail speed limitations, and for long term public and freight train shared track safety in our unique megalopolis. Study after study has shown that HSR economic benefit starts with bullet train type speeds, not semi-higher speeds on freight tracks. The history and results using that model have been very poor. In over 10 years of pushing that agenda with freight shared HSR, the only small progress has been 15 miles in Illinois. By any measure that is a failure. Meanwhile we have fallen far behind the entire world in development of HSR. AAF is a plan that has not made any honest effort to proactively mitigate public safety concerns, and it is too dangerous for citizens of Florida. That is exactly what FRA themselves said in their two part engineering field report.



Thank you for considering and addressing these specific points in order to validate the AAF assertion that their project will IMPROVE or at least NOT NEGATIVELY IMPACT public safety (highway and trespasser) as stated in the DEIS.



Jeffrey Ream



6570 Caicos Ct



Vero Beach, FL 32967                                                                                                             November 17, 2014



                               Table 1--Summary of Current 110 MPH Rail Operations in the US



Corridor          Operator     Number      Freight          Crossings           Length       Development     Track


Northeast          Amtrak        16 to 32      None (3)(6)      None                 Segments(2)      Urban            2 to 6



Keystone          Amtrak           26            None (3)(6)      None                    20 Miles           Rural                 2



Empire              Amtrak           25            None (7)           10 (8)                  67 Miles (5)       Rural                2



Wolverine         Amtrak            6              None (6)           49                       80 Miles            Rural                1



Blue Water       Amtrak            2              None (6)           49                       80 Miles            Rural                1



Lincoln             Amtrak            6                5  (4)               10                       15 Miles (1)      Very Rural         1



________________________________________________________________________________________



And Then There Is AAF:



FEC                 AAF                32              20+                  143                     120 Miles           Urban               2



_________________________________________________________________________________________



NOTES:



1) Expansion planned in 2015 to 2017 timeframe may increase to 180 miles with 137 public grade crossings



2) Significant segments between Washington and Newark, and east of New Haven to Boston (28 miles up to 150 MPH)



3) Almost no freight runs concurrent with Amtrak operations, a very few freight run at night over very short distances



4) 5 Union Pacific freight plus 2 Amtrak Texas Eagle passenger, total 13 trains per day. Information on freight trains taken from IDOT Environmental Assessment dated April 2011



5) Future planning for expansion of HSR on separate track in CSX ROW west of Albany being contested by CSX



6) Amtrak owned ROW. Note that Amtrak owns 363 miles of the 457 mile Northeast Corridor



7) Amtrak leases Empire route from Poughkeepsie to Schenectady from CSX (NO FREIGHT)



8) All crossings are local dead-end access to river, none on major public roads



                                 Other US High Speed Passenger Rail Corridors 



There are 11 US defined High Speed Rail Corridors. Four were discussed above. The other 7 are in remote stages of planning and dreams.



1) Pacific Northwest: No HSR, planning limited to 79 MPH due to Union Pacific objections to 110 MPH operations



2) California: Planning, studies, delayed indefinitely by financing, public protest, and political issues



3) Los Angeles to San Diego: Speed limited to 90 MPH in short segments, average speed 47 MPH



4) South Central: Proposed, no action other than studies Ft Worth to Austin by 2021



5) Gulf Coast: A distant dream



6) Southeast: Planning, studies, the section Washington to Charlotte working EIS since 2010



7) Northern New England: Just a “vision”                                                                                                                                            


                                      Table 2 All Crossing Incidents



FEC Accident Statistics Miami to Cocoa---Total Number Of Incidents At Crossings



Year     Miami/Dade    Broward   Palm Beach  Martin  St Lucie  Indian River  Brevard



2013           4                    4               4                  1            0                1                    1



2012           1                    2               5                  1            0                1                    1



2011           0                    6               4                  0            0                0                    1



2010           2                    3               2                  0            0                0                    2



2009           0                    4               2                  0            0                0                    2



2008           0                    2               4                  1            0                0                    2



2007           7                    4              13                 1            1                2                    3



2006           3                    7               8                  2            1                2                    4



2005           3                    4               8                  3            0                0                    3



2004           3                    8              14                 0            1                0                    0



2003           1                    3               4                  1            0                1                    2



2002           1                    3               3                  1            0                1                    4



2001           2                    2               4                  0            3                0                    4



2000           2                    2               6                  0            0                0                    0



1999           2                    5               6                  2            0                1                    2



Totals        31                 59              87                12           6                9                   31



Total 15 Years Along AAF Corridor: 235 Crossing Incidents



Includes all crossing events on the proposed AAF rail corridor including vehicles, bicycles and pedestrians.



Rev 10/11/2014



                                                     Table 3  Crossing Fatalities



FEC Accident Statistics Miami to Cocoa---Total Number Of Fatalities At Crossings



Year     Miami/Dade    Broward   Palm Beach  Martin  St Lucie  Indian River  Brevard



2013           0                    1               3                  0            0                1                    1



2012           0                    1               2                  0            0                0                    0



2011           0                    2               1                  0            0                0                    0



2010           0                    0               2                  0            0                0                    0



2009           0                    2               0                  0            0                0                    0



2008           0                    0               1                  0            0                0                    0



2007           0                    0               2                  0            0                0                    1



2006           0                    1               0                  0            0                0                    2



2005           0                    2               2                  1            0                0                    0



2004           1                    4               2                  0            0                0                    0



2003           0                    0               0                  0            0                1                    0



2002           0                    1               0                  1            0                0                    2



2001           0                    0               1                  0            0                0                    1



2000           0                    0               4                  0            0                0                    0



1999           0                    2               0                  0            0                1                    1



Totals         1                   16             20                 2            0                3                    8



Total 15 Years Along AAF Corridor: 50 Crossing Fatalities



Includes all crossing fatalities on the proposed AAF rail corridor including vehicles, bicycles and pedestrians.



Rev 10/11/2014



                                                     Table 4  Crossing Injuries



FEC Accident Statistics Miami to Cocoa---Total Number Of Injuries At Crossings



Year     Miami/Dade    Broward   Palm Beach  Martin  St Lucie  Indian River  Brevard



2013           0                    1               0                  1            0                0                    0



2012           1                    1               2                  0            0                0                    0



2011           0                    2               1                  0            0                0                    0



2010           0                    2               0                  0            0                0                    1



2009           0                    2               0                  0            0                0                    2



2008           0                    1               1                  1            0                0                    2



2007           3                    1               2                  1            1                1                    0



2006           0                    2               2                  1            0                0                    0



2005           0                    0               1                  0            0                0                    0



2004           1                    2               4                  0            1                0                    0



2003           0                    1               2                  0            0                2                    3



2002           0                    1               2                  0            0                0                    0



2001           0                    0               2                  0            0                0                    1



2000           0                    0               4                  0            0                0                    0



1999           0                    3               4                  0            0                0                    1



Totals         5                   19             27                 4            2                3                   10



Total 15 Years Along AAF Corridor: 70 Crossing Injuries



Includes all crossing injuries on the proposed AAF rail corridor including vehicles, bicycles and pedestrians.



Rev 10/11/2014



                                                 Table 5  Trespasser Injuries



         FEC Accident Statistics Miami to Cocoa---Total Number Of Trespasser Injuries



Year     Miami/Dade    Broward   Palm Beach  Martin  St Lucie  Indian River  Brevard



2013           0                    0               3                  0            0                0                    0



2012           1                    0               0                  0            0                1                    0



2011           0                    2               0                  0            1                1                    1



2010           0                    3               0                  0            1                0                    2



2009           1                    1               0                  0            0                0                    0



2008           2                    1               0                  0            0                0                    0



2007           0                    3               6                  0            0                0                    0



2006           1                    1               3                  0            0                0                    1



2005           0                    2               1                  0            0                0                    1



2004           2                    2               3                  0            0                0                    0



2003           2                    3               1                  1            0                0                    0



2002           0                    2               2                  0            1                0                    1



2001           0                    3               1                  2            0                0                    0



2000           3                    4               2                  0            0                2                    1



1999           0                    5               0                  0            0                0                    2



Totals        12                   32            22                 3            3                4                    9



Total 15 Years Along AAF Corridor: 85 Trespasser Injuries



Includes all trespasser injuries on the proposed AAF rail corridor



Rev 10/11/2014



                                   Table 6  Trespasser Fatalities



FEC Accident Statistics Miami to Cocoa---Total Number Of Trespasser Fatalities



Year     Miami/Dade    Broward   Palm Beach  Martin  St Lucie  Indian River  Brevard



2013           1                    3               4                  0            0                0                    0



2012           3                    1               3                  0            0                0                    5



2011           1                    4               6                  1            0                0                    0



2010           1                    4               3                  0            0                1                    4



2009           4                    1               2                  0            0                0                    1



2008           2                    2               4                  0            0                0                    1



2007           1                    4               5                  0            0                4                    2



2006           3                    3               4                  1            0                0                    1



2005           0                    4               3                  0            2                1                    5



2004           0                    1               2                  3            0                1                    2



2003           1                    3               5                  0            1                1                    4



2002           0                    6               1                  1            1                1                    2



2001           3                    3               3                  0            0                1                    1



2000           1                    3               4                  0            1                1                    1



1999           1                    1               3                  0            1                0                    2



Totals        22                   43            52                 6            6               11                  31



Total 15 Years Along AAF Corridor: 171 Trespasser Fatalities



Includes all trespasser fatalities on the proposed AAF rail corridor
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From: Claude Gerstle
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attn: John Winkle
Date: Monday, November 10, 2014 12:38:54 PM


regarding the all aboard Florida proposed high-speed rail from Miami to Orlando, I feel that
 the project is currently envisioned should not be built. Environmental impact the aside,
 upgrading the track to allow only 110 mph maximum train speed will be inadequate to secure
 the passenger volume needed to support this rail line. Even if the train is only intended to go
 up to 110 mph at present, the track and rail bed should be built to eventually handle 180 mile-
per-hour trains. Most if not all of the grade crossings should be converted to flyovers and
 existing bridges should be replaced by more elevated structures that do not require opening of
 the bridges for boat traffic.


At 80 mph for the part of the route from Miami to Palm Beach,  the train is not competitive
 with automobile travel and the whole route overall is probably not compatible with
 automobile travel considering that they expect much of the ridership to be family travel with 3
 to 4 persons per car.


Regards,


Claude Gerstle
7749 Villa d Este Way
Delray Beach, FL 33446



mailto:cgerstle22@gmail.com
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From: Lauren Dunaj
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida is Vital to the Future of Florida
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 6:16:31 PM


I am writing in strong support of All Aboard Florida.
 
All Aboard Florida will have significant economic benefits on the state. With more than $6 billion in
 positive economic impact for the state over the next eight years, findings indicate that the
 passenger rail line will serve as an engine for growth and prosperity for Florida cities and local
 governments. Additionally, the project is expected to create more than 10,000 jobs on average per
 year during rail-line construction set to begin mid-2014 through mid- 2016.
 
The All Aboard Florida project will add nearly $3.5 billion in GDP to the state of Florida's economy, in
 addition to an estimated $2 billion in labor income and over $600 million in tax revenues for
 Federal, State and Local Governments through 2021.
 
All Aboard Florida will serve the transportation needs of the 9 million residents along the corridor,
 along with the 50 million who already travel between and within the project's planned route on an
 annual basis.
 
As population and visitor-ship continues to grow, we must look for ways to move people throughout
 our region, the state and our country to maintain a high quality of life and increase economic
 opportunities. All Aboard Florida will be a major solution to solving our region's current and future
 mobility problems.
 
This project will truly transform the state of Florida and how residents and visitors alike live, work
 and travel. I am so excited for the day when we can travel throughout the state (especially to get to
 Orlando quickly and efficiently from South Florida) by train.
 
LAUREN DUNAJ, APR // ASSOCIATE VICE PRESIDENT // TRAVEL/LIFESTYLE
T 954 765 3636  F 954 765 3441
110 E. BROWARD BLVD, STE 1950, FOR LAUDERDALE, FL 33301 // @FinnPartners
  
M SILVER // A DIVISION OF FINN PARTNERS
PR News Agency of the Year / Holmes Report Best New Agency to Work For
Learn more at www.finnpartners.com
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From: pbuckup@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Friday, November 14, 2014 3:12:28 PM


Dear Mr. Winkler,
I am strongly opposed to the current route for AAF. The quality of life along the Treasure
 Coast would be greatly diminished.
Why not use the route west of the Treasure Coast.? It would make thousands upon thousands
 of people happy.
Paula Buckley
pbuckup@comcast.net



mailto:pbuckup@comcast.net
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: my objection to the impact of the trains on Fort lauderdale"s New River
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 7:08:40 AM


-----Original Message-----
From: Marilyn Mower [mailto:southernocean1@mac.com]
Sent: Sunday, November 30, 2014 5:50 PM
To: AAF-comments@vhb.com; Winkle, John (FRA)
Cc: Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: my objection to the impact of the trains on Fort lauderdale's New River


Dear Mr. Winkle,
As a self-styled environmentalist, I support the idea of rapid public transportation, especially as it regards the
 already traffic-impacted East Coast of Florida and the corridor to Orlando and beyond.


However, as a boat owner, the proposed number of new daily trains crossing the New River in Fort Lauderdale is a
 personal issue. As someone whose income is related to the success of the marine industry in South Florida, it is an
 issue of likely negative economic impact.


Movement for boats requiring more than 4 feet of clearance already have operating restrictions on the river as the
 downtown area bridges will not open to vessels during morning and evening rush hours. To close the railroad
 bridge 16 times a day on top of the normal freight traffic will I believe 1) result in accidents as boats try to get up
 and down the river during the restricted travel times; and, 2) drive business and jobs away from those marinas and
 boat repair yards west of the bridge--and this is most of them in the city.


Move the passenger train west until it gets past this special area of the New River.


Marilyn Mower
2525 Marina Bay Drive West, slip 311
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33312



mailto:john.winkle@dot.gov

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

mailto:southernocean1@mac.com






From: Jeff Ream
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Public comment on DEIS for All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, November 30, 2014 10:23:08 AM


This comment is an addition to a long list of safety concerns I sent previously.
 
The point I wish to make is that AAF executives (including Michael Reininger) have
 consistently stated verbally, in the press and on their website that their commitment
 to safety is unwavering and is their highest priority. That stands in stark contrast to
 their actions. For the past year AAF has put pressure on local authorities to enter
 into agreements to FUND quiet zones (with minimal state support) and get a
 "discount" by contracting AAF to do quiet zone features in the initial AAF crossing
 designs at public cost. The fact is that AAF wants the public to pay over $1 million
 for safety improvements at crossings.  Then came the FRA Frank Frey part 1 and 2
 On-Site Engineering Field Reports which included multiple major safety concerns,
 both for sealed corridor in the 110 MPH zone and for many other safety concerns on
 the entire 195 mile route. From the March 20, 2014 release of the Part 1 report to
 the present date, AAF's president and his executives have consistently IGNORED,
 avoided, and dismissed the FRA "recommendations" for minimum safety
 improvements as "not required by law". Furthermore, AAF stated to FRA that sealed
 corridor features cost too much ($47 million for 54 crossings in the Part 1 zone) but
 then in a PR spin campaign reassured the public after the embarrassment of the
 report that they are most willing to "prefund" those costs to save the public money.
 The fact is that the sealed corridor requires the exact same design features that
 support quiet zones and the sealed corridor is necessary at all 143 crossings in the
 110 MPH zone for minimal mitigation of public safety risks. The fact is AAF has
 consistently tried to push those costs as well as many other crossing and trespasser
 safety mitigation recommendations onto the public. The fact is AAF has
 never accepted any, let alone 100% of the FRA safety recommendations in the Part
 1 and 2 reports.
 
For a company who professes unwavering commitment to safety as their highest
 priority, their disingenuous actions have proven otherwise. AAF has only one priority,
 double track FEC railroad in order to run Miami to Orlando in 3 hours. The DEIS
 does not even recognize the crossing safety issue or the results of the two FRA
 reports, and treats the Treasure and Space Coasts as some kind of rural wasteland
 rather than an extension of the continuous coastal urban zone from West Palm
 Beach to Cocoa. The DEIS is inadequate and unresponsive to safety concerns and
 mitigation in the 110 MPH zone. AAF's response has been to place speculative
 corporate financial gains as top priority while safety does not even make the list of
 concerns.
 
In conclusion, This DEIS must be replaced with a new DEIS that represents the real
 world situation and the many environmental impacts in the 110 MPH zone.
 
Thank you for the opportunity to register my objections to the AAF project and the
 deficiencies I believe exist in the DEIS regarding public safety.



mailto:jlream2003@hotmail.com
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Jeffrey Ream
6570 Caicos Ct
Vero Beach, FL 32967








From: B Hardy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attn: Mr. John Winkle - All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, November 21, 2014 2:07:03 AM


Dear Mr. Winkle,


Please accept this email in support of the proposed All Aboard Florida rail service from Miami
 to Orlando, Florida.  As the rail follows either existing rail or highway, I feel the
 environmental impact will be minimal.


Regards,


Blanche Hardy
Sanford, Florida



mailto:bhardy8568@gmail.com
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From: Byrne Kathleen
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida is a very bad idea
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:23:14 AM


Dear Mr. Winkle,


Even in heavily populated areas like the Northeast, passenger rail is a money losing proposition, and you have
 shown little real information regarding projected ridership on your alleged passenger trains.  Who do you think will
 be riding on these trains?  Do you think you will have regular riders, or do you think everyone is visiting Disney
 World?  Anyone flying to Miami could just as well fly to Orlando, and of course no matter where the plane lands, a
 car will be necessary to get around.  So the purpose of the purported passenger trains seems to be to accommodate
 perhaps hundreds of riders per year yet will inconvenience hundreds of thousands of residents day after day after
 day.  At least in the Northeast the Amtraks and the subways can claim that they are facilitating the daily commutes
 of millions of working people, but I do not think you can make that argument here.  Most of the trains in the
 Northeast run underground or on trestles that do not affect regular vehicular traffic, but you are planning at grade
 railroad crossings that will intersect hundreds of roads.  The noise, vibration, environmental effects and dangers of
 this ill-concieved network have not been adequately addressed or have been outright ignored. 


So the real point is that you need to update and build up the tracks so that freight trains can run in an almost
 continuous fashion up and down the most populous areas of eastern Florida.  I don't doubt that freight needs to
 move but there is a time and place for everything, and freight trains can run up and down the center of the state in
 areas that are already being used for major transportation arteries.  Supposedly it is more expensive to build more
 tracks there, and more parcels of land need to be purchased, yet you have the gall to request a "loan" of taxpayer
 money to finance this boondoggle.  As your "passenger" trains lose money more and more of our money will be
 necessary to subside them, all so we can have freights trains running directly through the centers of our Treasure
 Coast cities and towns.  This is not a case of "Not In My Back Yard" - we are saying that we do not want the trains
 in our front yard!


The elected officials in Florida need to listen to their voters - there are better ways to ship freight between Miami
 and Orlando, and if you still cling to the idea that a passenger train between Miami and Orlando is a good idea,
 build it direct and skip the Treasure Coast.  I have no doubt that building railroad tracks and stations will mean jobs
 for Floridians, but those jobs will exist wherever the tracks are built.  Right now the main argument for All Aboard
 Florida is that the tracks already exist, so no further input from our citizens is necessary or justified, but because the
 tracks are already there does not mean the railroads can ignore the communities they pass through.  The time to
 properly tabulate and realize the negative financial, environmental and existential effects this project will have on
 our area is now.  Independent studies of these issues are vital to expose the consequences of your plan. It would be
 very short-sighted of our governor, senators and representatives to listen only to the needs of the railroad company
 and ignore the very real ways the Treasure Coast will be affected by cutting our towns in half, bringing traffic to a
 standstill, holding up emergency vehicles, and wasting our time.


I urge you and the FEC to be good citizens and reconsider your plans for this expensive and destructive project.


Sincerely,


Kathleen Byrne
4841 River Village Drive
Vero Beach, FL
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From: Ruth Fika
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Monday, November 17, 2014 12:17:40 PM


I am against the AAF plans! It will impact out Indian River County in so many negative ways. If it ran out west of
 VB where the impact would not affect so many, it would make more sense. Please reconsider!!


Sent from my iPhone
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW:
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 1:37:52 PM


-----Original Message-----
From: Norma Kelley [mailto:nkelley34@comcast.net]
Sent: Tuesday, December 02, 2014 1:15 PM
To: Winkle, John (FRA)
Cc: Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject:


This will ruin the small town apeal of Stuart, vero beach, ft. Pierce, Jupiter and add no benefits. Hospitals will be cut
 off by trains 32 times a day,at least! 



mailto:john.winkle@dot.gov
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From: Ryan Jordan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attn: Mr. John Winkle
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:14:43 AM


Hello sir,


I'm writing you in support of All Aboard Florida. Florida is in dire need of passenger rail
 transit. Due to projected congestion on Florida's roadways in the coming years and population
 growth, Florida will need to embrace other transportation options, including passenger rail.


I am also writing you in support of any initiatives which would support the existing amtrak
 network, as well as expanding passenger rail access to other parts of the state of Florida.


Thank you for your time,


Ryan Jordan


Sent via the Samsung Galaxy S® 5 ACTIVE™, an AT&T 4G LTE smartphone
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From: John Walker
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Public comments on All Aboard Florida DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:28:05 PM


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE
Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590


Re: Public comments on All Aboard Florida proposal
Date: 3 Dec 2014


Dear Mr. Winkle:


Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the All Aboard Florida (AAF) project.  As a resident of Jupiter,
 Florida, I have a keen interest in this project. Although I am a professional geologist, I have worked in the past for
 the US Environmental Protection Agency on a regional transportation task force, where I gained appreciation for
 the difficulty of predicting impacts of large transportation projects on environmental quality. 


FRA has a difficult task in predicting the impacts of this large project which will cut through the heart of Atlantic
 coastal Florida.  Depending on how data is collected and analyzed, vastly different predictions are possible.  At
 EPA, we often arrived at far different conclusions than industry consultants did, even though we worked with the
 same data.


The AAF/ FECR 'big picture':


You will receive many comments from people with far more expertise than I have of particular elements of this
 proposal, so I would first like to discuss some ‘big picture’ issues that concern average citizens.  This is relevant
 since your decision will need to weigh myriad details and arrive at the best ‘big picture’ solution.  I am also keeping
 my comments as brief as possible.


First, I am hopeful that your team will hew to the FRA’s mission statement, “to enable the safe, reliable, and
 efficient movement of people and goods for a strong America, now and in the future.”
 (https://www.fra.dot.gov/Page/P0002).  It is significant that this statement does not include the words “rail” or
 “railroad” but instead speaks to efficiency of the overall American transportation system.  Many people in coastal
 Florida are cynical about FRA because your agency is seen as an advocate for railroads.  I have pointed out to some
 that FRA is not a railroad advocate, but rather an expert public watchdog of the railroads.  FRA’s engineers and
 scientists are also subject matter railway experts for the Secretary of Transportation and USDOT.  You have a
 difficult job and an important job. 


Railroads are highly efficient modes of transportation under the correct circumstances, but in other cases different
 solutions make better sense.  This is certainly the case on Florida’s Atlantic coast.  A regional short-haul railroad
 along our Atlantic shoreline made great sense in the 19th century and early 20th, much less in the 21st, with the
 tremendous residential and commercial development since Henry Flagler built the original FEC Railroad.  The
 AAF project is a attempt to extend the life of what today is an economically marginal regional freight railway —
 one that barely covers its debt service according to       industry observers — by adding  a modern appearing
 passenger service, which will have the primary effect of improving the Florida East Coast Railroad as a freight rail
 line.  This is the expert conclusion of the Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council staff. 


I have professional background with maritime freight transport from my work developing large offshore limestone
 quarries.  Heavy and bulky freight, and especially hazardous material (HAZMAT), that needs to move along
 Florida’s Atlantic coast should move on M-95, the American Marine Highway designated by USDOT as serving
 the entire US Atlantic Seaboard, from Key West to Canada, see
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 http://www.marad.dot.gov/ships_shipping_landing_page/mhi_home/mhi_home.htm. 


Maritime transport also strengthens America by building a strong merchant marine capability. Maritime transport
 can respond to wide ranging American and international needs, for example supporting Hurricane Katrina relief
 efforts and humanitarian missions to Haiti during the recent earthquake.


In fact it is high level policy of the USDOT, FRA’s parent cabinet department, to encourage greater utilization of
 maritime transport, through the American Marine Highway program, quote:


“America’s Marine Highway Program is a Department of Transportation-led program to expand the use of our
 Nation’s navigable waterways to relieve landside congestion, reduce air emissions, and generate other public
 benefits by increasing the efficiency of the surface transportation system.”


M-95 will become especially important as new and wider Panama Canal locks bring mega-ships from Asia to the
 Atlantic starting in 2016.  These ‘Post-Panamax’ or ‘New Panamax’ ships carry almost 3x the containers of current
 Panamax vessels, up to roughly 13,000 TEU.  FEC Railroad is counting on this Asian freight windfall to breathe
 new life into its 120-year old railway.


But it makes zero sense to offload these mega-ships in Miami or Fort Lauderdale onto rail for movement north when
 they could transload in PortMiami to modern coastal vessels for transport on M-95.  Modern maritime transport,
 especially articulated tug-barge vessels, is roughly twice as efficient and far safer than rail, especially for HAZMAT
 cargos. 


Some cargo will still need to transit Florida by rail, and Florida today has a safe modern Class 1 dual track railroad
 running from South Florida north through lightly populated central Florida, operated by CSX.  Florida does not
 need two north-south railroads; the state is a long and narrow N-S peninsula.


AAF would make far more sense routed the same way, directly from West Palm Beach to Orlando, rather than
 through every small town on the Palm and Treasure coasts. 


In fact, All Aboard Florida could run initially on leased CSX tracks (as Amtrak currently does) and later on a safe,
 purpose built, true high speed rail (HSR) line along I-95 and/ or the Florida Turnpike corridor.  One-piece welded
 track in a dedicated passenger-only corridor would even allow European and Asian train speeds, in the 200-mph
 ‘bullet train’ range. 


These higher speeds and shorter travel times would contribute to AAF’s market success and possibly allow a 5th
 station in the vicinity of Ft. Pierce or Vero Beach, roughly halfway the distance from West Palm Beach to Orlando,
 thus serving — rather than damaging — the Treasure Coast population and economy. 


Some detail points:


From my professional background, the AAF DEIS does not provide adequate analysis of AAF’s impacts for the
 FRA to approve a federal RRIF loan for this project.  One small example:  the DEIS provides no information on air
 quality impacts of idling traffic queues, waiting at AAF/ FEC crossings.  Jupiter, FL transportation modeling
 projects that these queues will stretch to 4000 feet by the end of the model run, roughly 2030. 


Similar air quality impacts will occur all along the Palm and Treasure coats, and yet the DEIS states that air quality
 will improve.  This is most certainly not the case for all of the AAF impacted area.  AAF provided no quantifiable
 air quality data to support these generalizations.


Construction of a second rail line along the FEC corridor drastically changes the nature of the existing FEC
 Railroad.  The AAF DEIS does not adequately consider the negative impacts and outcomes that will result from
 this, with attendant increases in heavy freight traffic as well as 32 new AAF passenger trains per day.


In fact FEC’s CEO Mr. James Hertwig recently stated, at a meeting with investors in China, that FEC’s Port Miami
 container freight traffic alone will triple in 2 years (see JOC.com, Oct 15, 2014, http://www.joc.com/port-news/us-
ports/port-miami/fec’s-hertwig-expects-rapid-rise-miami-port’s-intermodal-share_20141015.html).  Additional
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 traffic from FECI’s expanded Port Everglades intermodal facility was not mentioned, but this facility will certainly
 add additional traffic as well.


This level of new heavy freight traffic is not acknowledged in the DEIS. The DEIS only estimates an increase in
 freight traffic to 20 trains per day, from the current 10 to 14.  FECR’s own business planning seems to refute this.
 Underestimation of increased freight traffic due to double tracking of the FEC line is a major flaw in the DEIS. 
 This flaw throws into doubt many of the DEIS conclusions.


Derailment risks:


Serious safety issues due to derailment are inherent risks in dual track rail systems. In earlier times, FEC was a dual
 track railroad, but coastal Florida has grown increasingly populated since that time, and speeds were lower.


A derailment of a freight train in front of a modern hi speed passenger train on a parallel track could result in great
 loss of life. This was not concern with the old dual track railroad.  Nowhere in the DEIS are derailment risks
 discussed. This is a major flaw.


Even with accurate analysis, positive impacts on one area are often offset by negative impacts in other areas.  This is
 especially likely to be the case with AAF.  Positive economic effects may be realized in large metro areas, while
 smaller communities suffer increased noise, vibration and mobile source pollution due to idling car and truck traffic
 at rail crossings.


These negative impacts are noted in the DEIS but dismissed as minor. They are not minor. In fact they will likely
 destroy the small coastal community ambience of communities from Jupiter north, among with negative economic
 impacts to business and real estate in these communities.


Florida has over 1200 miles of coastline, including the Atlantic shipping lanes designated by USDOT as American
 Marine Highway M-95. If Henry Flagler was alive today he would be investing in coastal transport.  It makes no
 economic or logistic sense to unload cargo in Miami and Ft Lauderdale, transfer it to more expensive,
 environmentally destructive and dangerous rail, only to haul it to other Atlantic ports such as Jacksonville and Port
 Canaveral.


This may make money for FEC Railroad, but it hurts Florida.  Cargo arriving in Miami and Ft Lauderdale needs to
 transit on water to other Florida ports, and to points further north. It can be transloaded in Port Miami and Port
 Everglades to safe modern energy efficient coastal vessels, such as articulated tug-barges. These vessels, with their
 US crews, comply with the Jones Act and are capable of Merchant Marine service in times of national need.


Conclusion:


Rather than building new rail tracks along an outdated 19th century right of way, through densely populated coastal
 communities, USDOT - and FRA — should be encouraging and assisting 21st century maritime transport solutions
 for Florida and the greater Atlantic coast.


FRA, if it is serious about effective and efficient rail — both passenger and freight — should be be encouraging rail
 development in less densely populated corridors. The Class 1 CSX line running through central Florida is an
 appropriate N-S rail corridor for Florida. Not Florida’s densely populated coastal plain.


If Florida truly needs a high speed passenger train between Miami and Orlando, then it should run on a safe,
 dedicated, direct corridor along I-95 and/ or the Florida Turnpike right of way.  And FEC freight should move to
 M-95.


Even if privately funded, AAF presents serious environmental and safety risks, as well as negative economic
 impacts, to Florida’s coastal communities.  FRA should oppose this ill advised and harmful project, as well as any
 increase in FECR’s freight business.


Thank you.







(signed)


John F. Walker
1611 Treemont Ave.
Jupiter, FL
jcfwalker@mac.com


see also:  http://www.tcpalm.com/opinion/guest-columns/john-walker-move-east-fec-a-winwin-for-passenger-
freight-service_49873602 and
https://www.dropbox.com/s/fg6lrlw5d2nqhdu/ExecSum-FRA-AAF-M95-24Oct2014.pdf?dl=0
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From: Chris Berkeley
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida is an outright scam
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 12:41:58 PM
Attachments: image001.png


1)      I am a tax payer, resident, and property owner on Huthinson Island.
2)      I am an expert in my trade which is yacht lending.  With that, I have recently financed a large


 RR owner in the
NE, and have done an industry, and trade analysis on this industry.
With this, you should know that no passenger rail road nationally is profitable.  The owners
 are setting up a fraudulently devised investment to intentionally fail so they can flip the
 business to commercial freight at little expense.  This is a fact if you have any type of
 calculating brain.


3)      If you look around the airport, and attractions of the Orlando footprint, very few dade, and
 broward auto tags are there…to say they will use this railroad is speculative, and dangerous
 at best. 


4)      This is an outright joke.  It threatens  peaceful, quiet, convenient, and wealthy waterfront
  communities up and down the S.E. coast by log jamming traffic, creating noise, increasing
 environmental waste, endangering safe areas with more fast pace traffic, spending money
 we do not have.  You are ruining the opportunity to be a yacht owner in Palm City or Stuart
 which many rely on to travel in out of the rail road bridge.  What if an island resident needs
 emergency help to go to hospital, which are not on the island, but blocked by your damn
 railroad???? What then?????????


5)      Dade and Broward Counties already have plenty of resources for entertainment, and travel…
they have airports, ports, sports teams, fishing….The residents will not use this unless it is ½
 the price of fuel for
their own vehicles…which it won’t be.


 


As a St. Lucie County Resident, voter, and tax payer, I am 1,000,000% against this.
All I want from my government is fresh salt water in our estuaries,
 with no Lake O pollution or runoff here, and no additional trains…
Open up your EYES!!!!!!!!!!!  This is a BAD IDEA!!!!!!!!!!!!
If this goes thru, I hope your initial run is a massive train wreck with the inside managers and gov’t
 officials on board.
This is a sleazy, nasty, poorly constructed idea to ruin the SE FL coast (one of the prettiest areas in
 the US let alone FL)….thanks a lot!!!!!
 
Chris Berkeley
Cell (772) 559-8588
cb@boatloans.net



mailto:CBerkeley@boatloans.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment







124A North 2nd Street
Fort Pierce, FL 34950
Phone (888) 587-LOAN (5626)
Fax   (772) 464-6907
 








From: Donna Amaru-Tagliareni
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Sunday, November 23, 2014 9:07:03 PM


Gentlemen:


Big train.  Big business.  Big problems.  Big lies.  We know what the Big issues are which the Big bullies 
refuse to acknowledge; among others: degraded crossings,  unsealed corridors, increased possibility of train 
derailments at higher speeds,  greater amounts combustible fuels traveling through the middle of small 
towns, excessive train noise and vibrations, longer trains as Big train moves to more commercial operations 
as they are already preparing to do, environmental impacts, loss of property values, and the list goes on.


If AAF would move their trains to their western corridor tracks, all or most of the above concerns could be 
eliminated.  Admittedly, it may cost them a bit more money up front, which even they know they will make 
back; but how does that compare to the other cost...the personal cost...the cost of safety....the daily cost of 
life.  


Imagine being in an ambulance on your way to the hospital knowing that you are in a life and death 
situation, then getting to the railroad crossing and finding that you cannot cross the tracks, that you are 
going to die, because the 18th train of the day is going to Orlando or delivering aggregate to some 
northeastern city.  What ignominy to have one’s death rattle drowned out by the sound of rattling train 
tracks.  It is about all of the big things; but, more importantly, it is about each and every personal thing.  
What AAF is planning is incomprehensible, reprehensible and unconscionable.


Donna Tagliareni
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From: Monica Bellini
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Facts about train ridership from Amtrak National Facts page and the Office of Management and Budget
Date: Tuesday, October 7, 2014 3:59:13 PM


According to the OMB, the population of the NYC to DC corridor is approximately
 31,942,800 people.  
The population of the Miami/Ft Lauderdale, Palm Beach and Orlando areas are approximately
 9,448,000
The North East corridor is the most heavily traveled AMTRAK but is still no where near full
 on each of its trips during a given day.
In 2013 Amtrak had $2.8 billion in revenue and $4.+billion in expenses nationwide.


Now AAF wants to run 32 trains between Miami and Orlando daily.  The population is 22
 million less than the NY-DC area, and you and the AAF team are saying this is going to be a
 profitable business!!!  Realy?  How can you possibly justify allowing this new railroad to be
 built, when the largest railroad in our country cannot keep itself afloat?  The idea is ludicrous.
 Start looking at the facts and share them with the Floridians.  Prove it to us.


Monica Bellini
A concerned Florida citizen
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From: Philip Sgambati
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Attn: Mr. John Winkle
Date: Tuesday, November 18, 2014 11:19:59 AM


I wanted to take the time and email you about All Aboard Florida. I think this is a great idea
 and I am hoping it will come to fruition quickly. I don't like the fact that Jacksonville will not
 receive the benefit of being connected. North Florida is experiencing an economic boom and
 this will greatly impact and benefit the city, the region, and the state. Please push for
 Jacksonville to receive All Board Florida. Jacksonville is in desperate need of passenger rail
 service


Thank you,
Philip Sgambati
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From: Maria Kunisch
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Public comments
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 5:42:28 AM


To whom it may concern:
I am writing to express my concerns regarding the high speed rail proposal for Palm Beach County. I believe a
 railway of this nature using the tracks that it intends to use are ill advised. Not only will residents be
 inconvenienced with additional daily rail crossings, the relative quiet peacefulness we enjoy will be gone
 completely. Instead of using the tracks that run right through many towns on the Treasure Coast, why not have AAF
 build new tracks out west where the train will not be so disruptive??
Maria Kunisch
Jupiter, FL


Sent from my iPhone
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From: Brian Clancy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida is great for Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 5:27:21 PM


Florida has many blessings. One that it does not have is a first-rate mass transit system.
 Now is the time. If this fails, you are condemning more and more people to drive more and
 more cars on the same few highway corridors. Please approve All Aboard's plans.


Brian Clancy
5303 Myrtlewood Cir E
Palm Beach Gardens, Florida 33418


Brian Clancy
c (609) 638-2885
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From: linaust@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Sunday, November 30, 2014 4:59:53 PM


Please do not consider changing the All Aboard Florida high speed train to the I-95 corrider on
 the Treasure Coast.  We do not have any other north/south roads to travel and by using the I-
95 right of ways, severe congestion would result in getting on and off the Interstate as well as
 emergency vehicles not being able to do their jobs efficiently!
Thank you for your consideration!
Linda Auster
10835 SW Dardanelle Drive
Port St Lucie Fl 34987
Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone
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From: Charles Lee
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Audubon Florida Comments on All Aboard Florida Draft EIS
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 12:33:53 PM
Attachments: Audubon Florida Comments on All Aboard Florida Draft EIS.pdf
Importance: High


ATTN: 
 
Mr. John Winkle,
Federal Railroad Administration,
1200 New Jersey Avenue,
SE Room W38-311,
Washington, DC 20590
 
 
Attached are the comments of Audubon Florida concerning the All Aboard Florida Draft EIS.
 
 
Charles Lee
Director of Advocacy
Audubon Florida
(407) 620-5178
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October 27, 2014  



 



Mr. John Winkle, 



Federal Railroad Administration,  



1200 New Jersey Avenue,  



SE Room W38-311,  



Washington, DC 20590 



AAF_comments@vhb.com 



RE: All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f) 



Evaluation 



 



Dear Mr. Winkle: 



 



Audubon Florida herein submits its comments on the Draft EIS concerning this project and offers 



the following recommendations concerning issues important to the programs and objectives of 



Audubon Florida.  We reviewed all of the sections of the EIS and its appendices, with particular 



regard to wetland, wildlife, protected species and habitat impacts. We believe that other than the 



matters pertaining to wetlands, wildlife corridors, the St. Johns River and Taylor Creek crossings 



and the Scrub Jay commented upon below, the EIS adequately deals with and proposes resolution 



of the issues within Audubon’s area of interest. 



 



(1) Impact upon transportation patterns, greenhouse gases, and climate change – 



 



Audubon Florida agrees with the following conclusions regarding the benefits of the All Aboard 



Florida project which are documented in the Draft EIS:  



 



Riders for AAF are expected to be primarily diverted from automobile modes (69 percent 



of forecast ridership). The Project would have the beneficial impact of removing 335,628 



auto vehicle trips per year from the regional roadway network in 2016 and 1.2 million 



vehicles in 2019. 



 



The proposed passenger rail service would divert 10 percent of its long‐distance riders 



from private inter‐city motorbus services, which totals approximately 152,600 annual bus 



passenger trips per year. The proposed service would divert 10 percent of its riders from 



the air service market, which totals approximately 152,600 annual aviation passenger trips 



per year. Two percent of the AAF long‐distance ridership is forecast to come from 



Amtrak passenger rail services. In 2019, this amounts to approximately 31,000 annual 



trips diverted from Amtrak which is about 4 percent of Amtrak’s 2012 ridership in South 



Florida. 
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Calculations for emission of greenhouse gases (GHG) carbon dioxide (CO2), methane 



(CH4) and nitrous oxide (N2O) show the Project would decrease emissions as a result of 



decreased automobile VMT. CO2 emissions would decrease by 19,617 tons/year in 2019 



and 31,477 tons/year in 2030. CH4 emissions would decrease by 4.7 and 5.7 tons/year, 



respectively and N2O emissions by 5.0 and 6.1 tons/year in 2019 and 2030. 



 



In addition to benefits related to the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions, we also believe that 



there are substantial benefits to the environment that will result from this project through the 



avoidance of the construction of new roads, and the reduction in need for the expansion of 



highways due to the 335,628 vehicle trips removed from Florida highways each year by the 



project. Reduction of road construction will alleviate or avoid future adverse impacts to wetlands, 



and wildlife habitat. While it is difficult to quantify the dimensions of this benefit, it is clear that 



the reduction of traffic by 335,628 annual vehicle trips on the Florida Turnpike and Interstate 95 



(the roads primarily serving Orlando–Miami traffic movements) will have significance in 



preserving the available capacity of these existing highways.  



 



(2) Wetlands and Wildlife Corridor Impacts— 



 



The north-south leg of the All Aboard Florida route traverses a distance of a distance of 128.5 



miles and impacts approximately 2+- acres of wetlands. The north-south leg is also sandwiched 



between highly developed coastal residential areas, and the existing north-south alignments of 



Highway U.S. 1 and Interstate 95. Wildlife corridor movements for terrestrial animals crossing 



the north-south leg are also nominal.  



 



The east-west leg of the All Aboard Florida route traverses a distance of 32.5 miles, parallels and 



is essentially co-located with State Road 528, otherwise known as the “Beachline Expressway”. 



SR 528 is planned by DOT and the Central Florida Expressway Authority to become a 



“supercorridor” between Orlando and the Port Canaveral area. Further expansion of SR 528, 



including additional rail lines, pipelines, and highway lanes is anticipated.  



 



Three possible variants of this corridor are examined in the Draft EIS. Depending upon which of 



these variants is ultimately chosen, wetland impacts would range between 128 and 165 acres.  



 



The 32.5 mile east-west leg will thus require significant wetland mitigation.  



 



All of the wetlands impacted on the east-west leg are associated with previously impacted areas 



immediately adjacent to the right of way of SR 528. Further, all of these wetlands are “in the 



shadow” of the existing roadway, and its ongoing water quality and wildlife impacts (primarily 



roadkill and blockage of corridors).  



 



We believe that the Draft EIS has significantly understated the opportunity associated with the 



All Aboard Florida project to improve connectivity of wildlife corridors in the north/south 











direction crossing SR 528. The original design of this highway occurred prior to any cognizance 



about the importance of wildlife corridors. The “Florida Wildlife Corridor” 



(http://floridawildlifecorridor.org/maps/) constitutes one of the wildlife corridors crossing SR 528 



and the prospective All Aboard Florida route. While the proposed design of the All Aboard 



Florida project will not necessarily result in a significant reduction of connectivity, properly 



focused mitigation measures for the wetland losses documented in the Draft EIS could 



substantially aid in improving connectivity. We recommend that the Final EIS assess the 



potential of using the mitigation requirements arising from wetland loss to re-establish better 



connectivity across the All Aboard Florida rail line and SR 528. The construction of additional 



wildlife crossings and wetland connections at numerous locations on the east-west leg of the All 



Aboard Florida route would be the highest value outcome for mitigation associated with the All 



Aboard Florida project. In addition to the All Aboard Florida Project, the reconstruction of SR 



528 over time as a multi-modal “supercorridor” will provide opportunities for wildlife corridor 



enhancements. An integrated plan for such enhancements should be developed. 



 



With regard to the crossing of The St. Johns River and Taylor Creek, the Draft EIS indicates that 



the crossing “…would use a series of bridges and semi‐retained fill to cross Taylor Creek and the 



St. Johns River.” The Draft EIS indicates that All Aboard Florida project bridge spans for the St. 



Johns River would be 550 feet, and the bridge span for Taylor Creek would be 150 feet.   These 



bridge lengths are nearly identical to the existing bridges present on SR 528 for the St. Johns 



River and Taylor Creek.  When the original SR 528 design was developed in the 1960’s 



knowledge about the St. Johns River floodplain, hydrology, and wildlife corridors was limited or 



non-existent. It is clear from an examination of the current crossing that the vast majority of the 



crossing of the St. Johns River and Taylor Creek Floodplain is accomplished on a filled causeway 



(“semi-retained fill”).  



 



The actual width of river wetlands at the SR 528 crossing is in the range of 6,000 feet. The 



current highway design with a majority of the crossing accomplished on a filled causeway results 



in a constriction of flow of the St. Johns River and Taylor Creek during periods of high water. 



The St. Johns River consists of a braided stream at this location, and a view of aerial photographs 



clearly documents the fact that numerous parts of the braided river channel are blocked and 



disconnected by the existing SR 528 filled causeway.  



 



We believe that the Final EIS should assess the benefits of substantially lengthening the bridged 



sections for of the All Aboard Florida project where it crosses the St. Johns River and Taylor 



Creek. Such bridging would be in anticipation of the removal of fill and provision of additional 



bridging on SR 528 at this location as the road is reconstructed toward its ultimate 



“supercorridor” configuration.  



 



(3) Scrub Jay and Scrub Jay Habitat Impacts- 



 



On the 32.5 mile east-west leg of the All Aboard Florida Route from Cocoa to the Orlando 



Airport, the EIS documents that depending upon which route variant is chosen, between 62.3 and 





http://floridawildlifecorridor.org/maps/








82.9 acres of potential habitat suitable for some level of Scrub Jay utilization may be affected, 



although more detailed surveys have not clearly indicated presence of Scrub Jays within the 



proposed project alignment variants.  



 



On the 128.5 mile north-south leg of the All Aboard Florida Project there is no direct impact in 



terms of habitat loss to any habitat with documented Scrub Jay use, or potential. However, the 



route does pass adjacent to and in some cases directly through documented habitat occupied by 



Scrub Jays which is used for nesting. Most of this habitat is located on public lands that have 



been acquired for conservation by local, state, and federal agencies. Detailed rare species surveys 



are provided as an appendix to the Draft EIS (https://www.fra.dot.gov/eLib/Details/L15945).  



These surveys, conducted by John Miklos of Bio-Tech Consulting Inc. document the presence of 



Scrub Jays in many of these locations, and also document the fact that Scrub Jays were seen 



flying across the existing Florida East Coast Railway right of way and tracks.  



 



Previous studies and analysis of the impact of highways and moving vehicles traversing known 



Scrub Jay habitat with active Scrub Jay populations has resulted in the conclusion that Scrub Jays 



are vulnerable to mortality due to collisions with moving vehicles. Further, the productivity of 



Scrub Jay habitat in terms of supporting active family groups of Scrub Jays is depressed in the 



vicinity of highway crossings through such habitat.  



 



All Aboard Florida proposes to operate 110 mph train service through or immediately adjacent to 



numerous areas of public conservation land where Scrub Jays are present as a result of this 



project. Where the All Aboard Florida rail service passes through or adjacent to public 



conservation land parcels with documented Scrub Jay populations it can be reasonably predicted 



that Scrub Jay mortality (incidental take within the meaning of the Endangered Species Act) will 



occur over time. While it is not possible to predict the extent and rate of this mortality and 



incidental take, the factors contributing to potential collisions with Scrub Jays increase with the 



speed of train sets, and the frequency of train set movements. As ridership increases and 



additional train set movements occur, these impacts can be expected to escalate.  



 



Endangered Species Act coordination meetings held in conjunction with preparation of the Draft 



EIS (https://www.fra.dot.gov/eLib/Details/L15967) included discussion of “high fences” as a 



possible mitigation method to avoid this potential mortality and incidental take.  Our viewpoint is 



that the concept of fencing to discourage or prevent Scrub Jay flight across the rail line would be 



extremely expensive, difficult to maintain, and potentially counterproductive. Nonetheless, we 



believe that is necessary that the Final EIS and the All Aboard Florida project substantively 



address Scrub Jay mortality and incidental take due to collisions with train sets in the Final EIS. 



It is also appropriate to mitigate for the loss of potential Scrub Jay habitat associated with 



construction of the east-west leg of the All Aboard Florida project. 



 



Our overall conclusion regarding the health and sustainability of Scrub Jay populations is that 



active management of Scrub Jay habitat by public land managers is crucial to the survival of 



Scrub Jay populations. Where aggressive management, including prescribed fire and mechanical 
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vegetation management are deployed to prevent the development of closed, dense canopy oak 



hammocks that eventually evolve (without management) to replace scrub, Scrub Jay populations 



tend to remain stable and can expand and become more robust. Public land managers are 



typically limited in carrying out adequate management of scrub properties due to budgetary 



constraints.  In our view, the best mitigation for potential habitat loss and the likely Scrub Jay 



mortality and incidental take that will likely be caused by the All Aboard Florida project would 



be establishment of an ongoing fund to support more aggressive management of scrub habitat on 



the public conservation lands properties through which the All Aboard Florida north-south 



alignment passes, or which are adjacent to this All Aboard Florida route.  Locations where the 



provision of scrub habitat management support would be a beneficial mitigation strategy are: 



 



Helen and Allan Cruikshank Sanctuary, Brevard County 



Jordan Scrub Sanctuary, Brevard County 



Valkaria Scrub Sanctuary, Brevard County 



North Sebastian Conservation Area, Indian River County 



Indrio Scrub Preserve, St. Lucie County 



DJ Wilcox Preserve, St. Lucie County 



Savannahs Outdoor, St. Lucie County 



Savannahs Preserve, St. Lucie County 



Walton Scrub, St. Lucie County 



Seabranch Preserve State Park, Martin County 



Jonathan Dickenson State Park, Martin County 



Hobe Sound National Wildlife Refuge, Martin County 



 



Conclusion 



 



If adequate steps are taken to resolve the issues outlined above, the position of Audubon Florida 



is that the All Aboard Florida project will have significant net-positive environmental benefits. 



The primary benefits will occur through the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions that are 



contributory to climate change and a factor in sea level rise, and the avoidance or postponement 



of highway construction projects due to the provision of an effective and practical alternative 



public transportation system. We urge that the Final EIS incorporate provisions to address the 



issues outlined above.  



 



Sincerely,  



  
Charles Lee  



Director of Advocacy  













From: Kirkpatrick, Brian
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida is supported by Floridians
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 2:27:23 PM
Attachments: image866942.gif@f6406af3.cb6a4c98


I would like to express my strong support for All Aboard Florida. The project would re-establish
 passenger rail between two of the state’s most congested, visited and populated regions. This new
 service would have beneficial social and economic impacts for the millions of residents that travel
 along the state’s east coast.


Please lend your support to this project.


Thank you,


 


Brian Kirkpatrick, PE
Engineer
1715 N Westshore Blvd, Suite 500
Tampa, FL  33607
Phone: 813-636-2645 / Mobile: 813-309-2937
brian.kirkpatrick@rsandh.com


Visit our website at www.rsandh.com
Connect with RS&H on Facebook Twitter LinkedIn


__________



mailto:Brian.Kirkpatrick@rsandh.com
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From: Gordon L. Stewart
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fast Trains
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 6:23:33 PM


Please do NOT support the Fast Train between Orlando and Miami unless you intend to route it around Vero Beach.
 It would absolutely destroy our peaceful enjoyment of our property. The train traffic count through our little
 community would be devastating to our economics as well as the safety of our citizens and offer zero benefit in
 return.


Gordon Stewart
Sent from my iPhone



mailto:glstewart@stewartmg.com
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From: Nancy Cruce
To: John.Winkle@DOT.gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: FloridaNotAllAboard@gmail.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Sunday, November 30, 2014 5:47:31 PM
Attachments: AAF Letter.docx


I am guessing that you are not bothering to read any of the letters you receive, however you
 can at least count this in the numbers you are surely accumulating as a vote for no on AAF. 
 We absolutely no not need or want this future freight trains going through Vero Beach!
1.  If you have an accident, or worse yet, your child does on the "wrong side of the tracks" and
 your ambulance is on the other side waiting for a long, slow freight train, you well could die
 or be irreparably injured waiting to get assistance!


2.  There are many unheard voices who live very close to the tracks as it is.  It is incredibly
 noisy and uncomfortable now as the current trains  pass by and would be unsafe (decibel
 levels/hearing wise) for multiples more.


3.  The Environmental Impact Study that was done was paid for by the company that will gain
 from the future trains - duh!  Doesn't that sound a bit odd - let alone objective!  Many
 questions have been left unanswered by the incorrect and incomplete data presented.  The
 Treasure Coast is well populated in its small areas - there isn't room for more tracks and more
 congestion caused by the crossing closings.


WE DO NOT NEED, NOR DO WE WANT THE AAF TRAINS - LET ALONE THE
 FREIGHT TRAINS THAT WILL BE COMING!  If you must have them, go out west where
 there are fewer impacted areas - and a straighter, shorter path to Orlando.  


I am also attaching a well-written, well thought presentation about the viability and
 practicality of AAF submitted in another email - in case you didn't read it.......


Nancy Cruce
548 White Pelican Circle
Vero Beach, FL 32963
772-918-4225
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Andrew C. Cruce


548 White Pelican Circle


Vero Beach, FL 31963


772-918-4225 – Phone


772-918-4226 - Fax


andycruce@comcast.net





November 30, 2014











Mr. Paul Baumer
Office of Infrastructure Finance and Innovation
Office of the Secretary
U.S. Department of Transportation
W84-229
1200 New Jersey Avenue S.E.
Washington , DC 20590





I am writing to express my concern over the All Aboard Florida project.  This “mid-speed”, passenger only, rail project between Miami and Orlando makes no sense.  I am unaware of any passenger rail service that is economically viable.  Amtrak loses hundreds of millions of dollars per year.  What makes AAF different?  I am sure there are studies showing an economic viability for the project but also suspect that they are just as biased and unrealistic as the similar economic studies of the proposed California high speed rail project are proving to be.  A look at transportation alternatives between Orlando and Miami is instructive.  The 236 mile trip can today be made in 1 hour by plane for a cost of around $135.  Current bus service is available for $25 with a block time of 3 hours and 45 minutes.  The proposed train is supposed to have an average speed between the two cities of 78mph which puts the block time at about 3 hours.  This assumes the proposed average speed is met.  If as is often the cast the proposed performance is less than anticipated the bus service might actually be faster.  Putting tax payers on the line to support the proposed bond issue is unconscionable and reeks of the bad government “investment” decision making that prompted things like loans to companies like Solendra.  Let the market decide if the proposed project is worth investing in.  To some extent it has already spoken to by giving AAF’s recent bond offering junk status.





I believe that there is also a great deal of misdirection by AAF in prompting the project.  Historically railway companies forsook passenger travel as unprofitable and instead concentrated on freight service.  Since then they have done much better than organizations like Amtrak that focus only on passenger service.  It seems to me that the coincidence of this project being proposed just as the upgrade of the Panama Canal is being completed and the Port of Miami is enlarged to handle the larger container ships using the upgraded canal is too much to ignore.  I believe that AAF expects that passenger demand will not be sufficient for profitability and will after a short time transition to more lucrative freight service between these two cities.  This does two things.  First it removes all reasons for the government to fund what should be a capital investment of a company seeking profit.  Second it will greatly increase the disruption along the rail line which passes through some of the most desirable and heavily populated areas of the Florida East Coast.





For these reasons I ask you not to approve the bond issue for this project.  It is unfair to the taxpayer and disruptive to the communities along the proposed right of way.  Let the market decide if this is a viable project and have the company raise the necessary capital for investment if they want to initiate the project.








						Sincerely,











						Andrew C. Cruce, PhD







From: Carol Ream
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Public response to AAF DEIS
Date: Wednesday, November 26, 2014 9:15:56 AM
Attachments: Summary of Current 110 MPH Rail Operations in the US.doc


The DEIS is written in a way that makes one wonder if the writers ever visited
 or researched our Treasure Coast area. It uses information and conclusions
 primarily based on the earlier Phase 1 EIS for the Miami to West Palm Beach
 zone. It is not by any measure an accurate DEIS for Phase 2. Therefore it is an
 invalid document for use in determining the environmental impact of the
 Phase 2 high speed zone of AAF and needs to be completely re-done and
 issued for public comment.


There were no "scoping" meetings held and no publicly advertised "scoping"
 meetings in Indian River County while there were dozens of such public
 notices in Ft. Lauderdale, Orlando and Miami. This oversight completely
 undermines this part of the Section 106 (National Historic Preservation Act),
 Section 4(f) Federal Transportation Act, and the EIS process. The DEIS
 specifically states there is no objection from Indian River County to the AAF
 project. That is profoundly untrue and easily verified by various resolutions
 and DEIS responses from Indian River County and all Treasure Coast
 authorities and the private sector. In particular, this outright lie does not
 indicate the passionate opposition Indian River County Government,
 Sebastian City Government, Vero Beach Government, and others have for this
 project which is not simply about "passenger" rail service but also to deliver
 increased freight services and the impacts of that freight service on the
 community.


The subject of safety of the general public is inadequately addressed in the
 DEIS. Only very limited and casual unsubstantiated claims of ENHANCING
 PUBLIC SAFETY or no impact to safety are presented. The DEIS as written is
 an expression of hope and assurance to "trust us", lacking any technical
 detail or even accurate up to date information on the risks, concerns and
 problems north of West Palm Beach. It contains many errors, omissions and
 inconsistencies and does not represent a true and accurate assessment of the
 impact to public safety on the Treasure Coast and Space Coast of Florida.


Florida East Coast and All Aboard Florida are not in the position to determine if
 property values or property taxes would decrease. Property values are driven
 by the marketplace which will determine what the private sector will be willing
 to pay for properties near the tracks and that will have an impact on those
 privately owned properties. In my gated upscale development there are
 currently 5 homes put on the market in the past 4 months, and the owners all
 stated that "the train" was  the biggest factor in their desire to sell now. There
 is no way that expansion of HSR and freight in the FEC corridor through our
 area will do anything other than lower property values and quality of life.
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                       Summary of Current 110 MPH Rail Operations in the US



Corridor          Operator     Number      Freight          Crossings           Length       Development     Track


Northeast          Amtrak        16 to 32      None (3)(6)      None                 Segments(2)      Urban            2 to 6



Keystone          Amtrak           26            None (3)(6)      None                    20 Miles           Rural                 2



Empire              Amtrak           25            None (7)           10 (8)                  67 Miles (5)       Rural                2



Wolverine         Amtrak            6              None (6)           49                       80 Miles            Rural                1



Blue Water       Amtrak            2              None (6)           49                       80 Miles            Rural                1



Lincoln             Amtrak            6                5  (4)               10                      15 Miles (1)      Very Rural         1



________________________________________________________________________________________



And Then There Is AAF:



FEC                 AAF                32              20+                  143                     120 Miles           Urban               2



_________________________________________________________________________________________



NOTES:



1) Expansion planned in 2015 to 2017 timeframe may increase to 180 miles with 137 public grade crossings



2) Significant segments between Washington and Newark, and east of New Haven to Boston (28 miles up to 150 MPH)



3) Almost no freight runs concurrent with Amtrak operations, a very few freight run at night over very short distances



4) 5 Union Pacific freight plus 2 Amtrak Texas Eagle passenger, total 13 trains per day. Information on freight trains taken from IDOT Environmental Assessment dated April 2011



5) Future planning for expansion of HSR on separate track in CSX ROW west of Albany being contested by CSX



6) Amtrak owned ROW. Note that Amtrak owns 363 miles of the 457 mile Northeast Corridor



7) Amtrak leases Empire route from Poughkeepsie to Schenectady from CSX (NO FREIGHT)



8) All crossings are local dead-end access roads to river, none on major public roads



                                 Other US High Speed Passenger Rail Corridors 



There are 11 US defined High Speed Rail Corridors. Four were discussed above. The other 7 are in remote stages of planning and dreams.



1) Pacific Northwest: No HSR, planning limited to 79 MPH due to Union Pacific objections to 110 MPH operations



2) California: Planning, studies, delayed indefinitely by financing, public protest, and political issues



3) Los Angeles to San Diego: Speed limited to 90 MPH in short segments, average speed 47 MPH



4) South Central: Proposed, no action other than studies Ft Worth to Austin by 2021



5) Gulf Coast: A distant dream



6) Southeast: Planning, studies, the section Washington to Charlotte working EIS since 2010



7) Northern New England: Just a “Vision”.                                              J. Ream Nov.10, 2014







The DEIS justifies the benefits of AAF by reducing traffic congestion and
 reduced emissions, improved public transit, reduced highway accidents and
 other speculative ideas. Statements made in 5.4.1.2 only addresses issues
 from West Palm Beach through Miami. Statements made in 5.4.1.2 do not
 reflect the northern Phase 2 past of the project. While this may be true
 between Palm Beach and Miami, it is not at all factual for Brevard, Indian
 River, St. Lucie and Martin Counties. There are no stops in any of these four
 northern route counties. These four counties receive no benefit but will
 encounter tremendous loss of mobility, peace and quiet and quality of life with
 an additional 32-passenger trains and estimated doubling of freight.


There was no effort made to collect information and concerns from local city
 and county authorities on our unique concerns and character. The Treasure
 Coast is NOT South Florida and the writers do not understand that point. Such
 information as the unique crossing and highway intersections, the unique
 development near the tracks, the archeological sites in Indian River County
 (Vero Man, Merceyhurst, Gifford Bones and others), our Indian River Lagoon
 national scenic byway and other historical sites. The very special areas of
 development such as Gifford or St Lucie Village, and ALL other local
 environmental impacts are completely missing. I suggest you start over and
 focus on how 52 trains and more per day, with double and triple current
 speeds, will impact the people and environment between Jupiter and Cocoa.
 This DEIS seems to be the product of some college student imagination
 steeped heavily in AAF propaganda and speculation. It is not an honest
 assessment of the high speed zone of the AAF plan.


Evaluation the traffic delay at crossings using only 8 crossings out of 143 in
 the high speed zone is ridiculous, as is the LOS methodology. AAF never
 consulted local authorities about traffic volume or concerns and the
 information provided is false. In fact, the AAF plan when combined with more
 freight traffic will increase delay times at crossings by 4o minutes in the peek
 hours and 60 minutes per day. Your analysis is designed to somehow
 homoginize that fact into some conclusion of insignificant delay at 8
 crossings. That is simply not reality.


The DEIS never even touches the real safety concern, that of 349 at-grade
 crossings of which 143 are in the 110 MPH zone. There are ZERO comparable
 HSR operations in the US that operate a nearly 120-mile urban 110 MPH high-
speed rail corridor with 143 at-grade crossings mixed with 20 or more freight
 trains at the same time on the same tracks. None have anywhere near 1.8
 crossings per mile, and none operate with large numbers of concurrent
 freight. The only example of any HSR and mixed freight in the US is a 15 mile
 section in Illinois with 6 HSR per day and a total of 13 trains per day on the
 route.


Freight track sharing occurs in many corridors, however not for 110 MPH
 speeds. In the Northeast and Keystone Corridors freight is limited to a very
 few per day, most on separate tracks or running at night over short sections.







 There is currently no similar experience comparable to the AAF plan in 2016
 for 20 to 26 freight (Table 3.3-1) combined with 32 110 MPH, with 10 or more of
 the freight sharing the same tracks at the same time. One recent study for
 mixing freight and high-speed passenger rail in the Pacific Northwest resulted
 in rejection of 110 MPH speeds. Specifically, based upon objections from
 Union Pacific Railroad regarding safety and service limitations, both
 Washington and Oregon will limit any passenger trains to 79 MPH.
 Furthermore, in the Empire Corridor CSX Railroad is vigorously opposing HSR
 expansion for safety and congestion reasons, even though in that corridor
 there are 4 tracks and freight is totally separated from passenger rail
 operations. Apparently they think even being next to a separate 110 MPH track
 is a safety issue. Many railroads including Union Pacific, CSX, Norfolk
 Southern, BSNF and in the past ConRail all have fought to severely limit HSR
 on their tracks. Some have set standards that define speed and separation
 requirements or effectively block HSR all together. Obviously FEC cannot
 interfere with AAF because they are both owned by Fortress, so in the AAF
 corridor the public has no unbiased entity speaking for the safety of mixing
 FEC freight with HSR.


The DEIS ignores the results of the FRA On-Site Engineering Field Reports,
 dated March 20 and September 23, 2014. Those reports say clearly that FRA
 themselves see major safety concerns with the AAF plan. AAF has resisted
 and for the most part refused to accept those minimum basic FRA mitigation
 features.


In the past 15 years in the AAF corridor there have been 235 crossing
 incidents, with 50 fatalities and 70 serious injuries. In addition there have been
 171 trespasser fatalities and 85 injuries. FRA has cited Florida for excessive
 rail crossing and trespasser accident rates. Florida is always near the top of
 the 10 worst states for crossing and trespasser accidents


The DEIS has not presented either current similar operational experience,
 adequate detailed safety analyses, design mitigation features or any other
 substantiation to validate that the general population between Miami and West
 Palm Beach with 79 MPH trains, or the general population between West Palm
 Beach and Cocoa with 110 MPH trains, will not experience a significant
 increase in crossing and trespassing accidents, injuries and fatalities due to
 implementation of AAF. Those corridors are simply not suitable for such high
 speed operations.


Regarding freight expansion, the DEIS states that by 2019 freight will increase
 to an average of 22 per day (Table 5.1.2-4), and says the growth is 3% per year.
 I believe that is a VERY low and unrealistic projection. According to a recent
 FEC freight operations presentation by Robert Hatfield, the Port of Miami
 cargo will double in the next 10 years. How much beyond that? Then add Port
 Everglades growth to that projection. There is documented potential for
 around 10% per year freight growth for a very long time into the future. Several
 FEC and Florida trade presentations indicate that FEC intends to capture







 much of that additional freight. The EIS should use the worst case intentions
 of FEC for freight traffic growth over a period of 25 years, not understated
 2016 or 2019 estimates. Regarding passenger rail expansion, in the FRA On-
Site Engineering Field Report, Part 1, dated March 20, 2014, Mr. Frey states that
 the rail traffic in South Florida will increase by 74 additional trains due to the
 future inclusion of Tri-Rail Commuter service on the AAF track. So, in a route
 Miami to Jupiter it is predicted using FRA and AAF information that there will
 be 32 AAF express trains, plus 22 (and more and more) FEC freight trains and
 74 Tri-Rail on the same tracks with well over 200 at-grade crossings. A
 reasonable question seems to be how many trains can they ultimately pack
 onto this coastal rail corridor? Perhaps 128 from these published sources. But
 wait, AAF has publicly discussed adding 32 more of their own commuter rail
 trains in addition to the Orlando Express. This is a quote from a 2014
 published source: "A presentation made at a recent meeting of the South
 Florida Regional Transportation Authority reveals that All Aboard Florida
 wants the right to build six stations in South Florida, along with 64 trains per
 day running every 30 minutes (with the possibility of trains running even more
 frequently)." This is not speculation; this is a plan revealed in public. When
 does the expansion of FEC rail reach a point of irrationality? How about
 safety? How about public disruption? The DEIS speaks of none of these likely
 future growth plans. AAF knows what expansion plans are possible; they are
 being concealed so as to drip feed the public on planned major expansion of
 our coastal rail. I believe the EIS should address all POSSIBLE planned rail
 growth scenarios on this corridor and the safety effects that look forward at
 least 25 years. If the plans are not firm, then discuss the several alternatives.
 Please address in the EIS the public safety implications of over 100 trains per
 day between Miami and Jupiter, and freight growth using the FEC information
 that doubles freight in 10 years.


I believe that the following new risks combine in their totality to create an
 unprecedented risk of grave harm to the general population.


1) Increase of 370% and more in numbers of trains in 2016


2) Planned freight growth around 10% per year well into the future


3) Doubling and tripling of train speeds at crossings


4) Extremely large numbers of high speed passenger trains greater than any
 other passenger rail service in the US


5) Doubling freight train speeds 


6) Two and one-half mile long freight trains more that doubling current lengths


7) The combination of freight and HSR on the same tracks at the same time


8) High continuous population density consisting of greater than normal
 numbers of seniors and tourists







9) The extremely large number of at-grade crossings (349) in the entire corridor
 between Miami and Cocoa


10) The close proximity of tracks to highways, intersections, businesses,
 residences, schools, recreational facilities and other dense urban
 development


No current HSR in the US is comparable in terms of cumulative risk factors. No
 HSR operation between 80 and 110 MPH exists in the US, with the exception of
 15 miles in Illinois, where concurrent freight operates. I believe that the AAF
 plan is completely unprecedented in introducing new, severe and
 compounded threats that create in their totality significant potential to cause
 grave harm to the general public along the entire AAF route. The only
 comparable HSR is Acela, which has no grade crossings and no freight in high
 speed zones.


I have attached a summary of all HSR operations in the US today, which proves
 that the AAF plan is far beyond ony experience and represents a unique
 increased threat to public safety.


I believe that the vast majority of reasonable people on the Treasure Coast
 recognize the AAF plan as a major threat to their safety and their environment,
 and this DEIS has presented nothing to alter that opinion. If AAF and the
 Federal Government are certain that a good business case exists, then build a
 real bullet train west using the turnpike or CSX route.


 


Please go and talk with the County officials, city officials, community
 organizations and others. Please collect real applicable data from the region
 affected, not from Miami to West Palm Beach but north or there where there is
 no benefit and all pain and risk.


T complete the EIS, AAF should conduct extensive scientific safety, hazard and
 risk analysis commensurate with the inherent risk produced by our unique 110
 MPH zone environment, and should produce and release that information to
 the public. AAF MUST respond in the final EIS to every recommendation made
 in the FRA On-Site Engineering Field Reports Part 1 and 2 with details on how
 they will comply. AAF simply must comply 100% to each recommendation and
 release engineering details as evidence of compliance. Those of us who live
 on the Treasure Coast are being "railroaded" into an unsafe and unreasonable
 expansion of a single track small rail line into a planned I-95 or rail traffic that
 passes dead center through our most developed and attractive cities and
 towns.


Then after you do what you will for the Miami to West Palm beach zone, please
 do a REAL HONEST AND UP TO DATE DEIS which deals with what this DEIS
 was advertised and intended to do. That is, do a real DEIS for the high speed







 segment from West Palm Beach to Cocoa, and then put that out for public
 comment. At least we will know what AAF is doing to our environment and can
 properly respond. The current DEIS is simply not complete, not relevant , not
 up to date and not acceptable for it's intended purpose of determining
 environmental impact to the high speed zone.








From: ELIZABETH
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: BULLIES
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 9:00:41 AM


This is exactly how people feel on the Treasure Coast about this train that is being rammed down our throats.
 Bullies are more common among our so called leaders than people would like to believe. Definition of a Bully , is
 someone who thinks  they are bigger and more powerful than the person they are pouncing on ,another name is
 cowardice. 


Please if you have any human decency left and are not just looking at the almighty dollar
 that is leading this parade listen to the people of this beautiful area and know you are
 going to beat it down bit by bit until it no longer can survive. 


Take the rail and go out west of 95 , you already have the plans done 20 yrs ago. 
I pray that you will listen to the people that DON'T WANT THIS TRAIN IN THEIR
 BACKYARDS . Please be an asset to our state not just a money grubbing corporation. 
Sincerely, Elizabeth Peragine, Jensen Beach, FL
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From: mcnenneyminute@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida issue
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:25:55 PM


As a resident of Sebastian, Florida (a city of over 25,000 inhabitants), located in
 Indian River County (where over 100,000 people live and work), I want to express my
 vehement opposition to the Government providing any kind of financial assistance to
 the proposed passenger train service between Miami and Orlando.  Although I am
 not opposed to passenger train service between main cities in Florida, I am
 vehemently opposed to the proposed All Aboard Florida project overall for the
 following main reasons:
 
1.  The corridor selected by All Aboard Florida runs through many, many cities and
 towns on the East Coast, creating all sorts of negative impacts. (I'll mention below
 particularly  those as they affect us in the City of Sebastian, Indian River County and
 the rest of the Treasure Coast of Florida.)  A more "positive" corridor, which
 eliminates most, if not all negative impacts associated with the proposed East Coast
 corridor, would be along the Florida Turnpike.  I am fully aware that All Aboard
 Florida parent company does not own rail tracks along this alternative route, but the
 Government could financially assist with this alternative.
 
2.  In our City of Sebastian, all the hospital facilities and most medical doctors are on
 the east side of the railroad tracks, while most of the city dwellers live on the west
 side of these tracks.  This creates a very serious negative impact in case of an
 emergency where every minute, indeed every second counts, particularly since there
 are so many senior citizens living in our community.
 
3.  Same as point # 2 above in regards to our business area.  Most of our businesses
 (including restaurants, pharmacies, hotels, grocery stores, and many others,
 including Wal-Mart and home Depot)  are on the east side of the tracks, while, again,
 most of our city dwellers live on the west side of the tracks.
 
4.  Our City of Sebastian's economy depends to a large extend on tourism as
 reflected in our fishing facilities, hotels, restaurants, main city park where all
 important functions (such as art shows and many other activities) all of which  attract
 tourists and out-of-town folks to our city.  As mentioned in point # 3 above, all these
 facilities that attract tourism and out-of-town folks to our city are located on the east
 side of the tracks, while the main connecting road ( I-95) is on the west side of the
 tracks.
 
5. The closeness of many of our businesses and hotels and restaurants are  close to
 the railroad tracks.  Having 32 daily high-speed passenger trains going by, in addition
 to the freight trains (which are expected to increase once the Panama Canal
 expansion as well as the corresponding expansion of the ports to the south of the
 Treasure Coast --Miami, Palm Beach, etc,-- is completed) will most definitely
 contribute to the negative impacts of the All Aboard Florida proposed project.
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6.  I question the "fairness and thoroughness" of the study conducted on behalf of the
 Government by a consulting firm that was selected by All Aboard Florida---if nothing
 else, the appearance of "conflict of interest" is certainly an issue.
 
7.  In regards to what All Aboard Florida is proposing regarding their investing in
 improving the railroad crossings, making them safer, less noisy, etc. is very silent in
 regards to our City of Sebastian, and indeed Indian River County.  Furthermore, the
 costs associated with the maintenance of those rail crossings improvements will be
 directly absorbed by our city and county, along all the other cities and counties in the
 proposed corridor, with no benefit whatsoever to all the cities and counties in the
 Treasure Coast, since the trains will not be stopping at all, hence no stations to be
 built, nor other infrastructure that will be built in Miami-Dade, Brevard, Palm Beach
 and Orange counties. 
 
Thank you for your consideration.'
 
Dennis McNenney
709 Brush Foot Drive
Sebastian, Florida 32958








From: Carol Grube
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Federal Railroad Admin draft
Date: Tuesday, October 7, 2014 12:42:13 PM


I'm all for public transportation, but 32 trips a day will paralyze the already congested
 Treasure Coast. I doubted from the start that there would be a need for so many trips. Having
 just half that number would lessen the impact to our beach towns. Does AAF really think they
 will fill all those seats? After reading the Ridership Projections in the Federal Railroad
 Administration's draft, it appears that AAF actually believes they will exceed that many trips. 
 That being the case, eventually all vehicular and marine traffic will cease to exist due to even
 more trains added to accommodate the projected increase in ridership. 
 
Regarding AAF's claim of a private enterprise, they should be required to apply for loans from
 a private investor, just like any private company. 1.6 billion in Federal funds (our tax dollars)
 should not be used for a railroad that could eventually destroy the Treasure Coast for the
 people who live and work here, and tourists who vacation here.
 
32 trips a day through Jonathan Dickinson State Park will have a significant effect on wildlife
 and the environment and I don't see a way that AAF can remedy that.
 
Carol C Grube
1953 SW Palm City Rd, Apt G
Stuart, FL 34994
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From: Lois Lynch
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 6:50:12 AM


Concerned with safety due to frequency of trains. Presently feel more research is needed.  No public funding should
 be used for funding.  Against
Sent from my iPhone
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From: toothpick1958@earthlink.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Put railway elsewhere! U think coast people are stupid.
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 12:23:22 PM


Fact #1. There is money to be made or these high speed trains would not be considered.
Fact #2.  The people getting rich from the high speed trains do not care one bit, not one little shred of care about all
 the people, wild life , and ocean life along the trains path.
Fact#3.  I am upset
Fact #4.  I would be happy if the high speed trains were running inland a direct path away from people and towns as
 much as possible.
Fact#5 converting the rail that is presently along the Atlantic coast into a bicycle greenway is an awesome idea!!!
 My daughter and I recently rented bikes near lake Apopka , florida and road an old railroad track converted to a
 trail.  So fun. So wholesome!!!!
Please please please please do not continue ruining paradise!!!!!
My comment about " u think coast people are stupid" is I and everyone else knows this isn't for passanger trains it is
 for $$$$ Freight trains$$$$
Irene Searcy,  Fort Pierce FL


Sent from my iPhone
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From: jdgiants@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Bad idea
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:51:48 AM


As a resident of Palm City who uses the city of Stuart for many reasons I fully expect your rail service to hamper
 safety and commerce, but I doubt if you care.
I expect your venture will eventually be a failure.
John D Galileo


Sent from my iPhone
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From: Chris Pope
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida letter
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 2:51:24 PM
Attachments: All Aboard Florida letter.docx


Please read attached letter.
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December 2, 2014








Mr. John Winkle


Federal Railroad Administration


1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E.


Room W38-311


Washington, D.C. 20590


Re: All Aboard Florida





Dear Mr. Winkle:


I am writing to protest the All Aboard Florida plans to beef up and expand the existing railroad tracks from Cocoa to West Palm Beach with the goal of increasing train traffic along the existing Florida East Coast corridor.  The proposed increases are not small increases; adding 32 passenger trains while also increasing the number of freight trains is totally unacceptable through an already congested route that passes through so many busy historic downtowns.  Since this route is the most economically feasible and will most likely be the most profitable for the privately owned and managed All Aboard Florida it appears to be the only route being seriously considered for the increased traffic.  This is not fair to the taxpayers who will be asked to finance the loans to build this boondoggle.  This is not fair to the people who live in and are proud of these historic towns.  This is not fair to those who live on the opposite side of the tracks from their local hospital.  I can go on and on.  Why not use the existing CXS railroad tracks that run down the unincorporated center of the state where the only thing the trains will endanger is wildlife, not humans?


This proposed project has not been fully or properly vetted.  As with so many government-approved  projects, the approval and money goes to the business with the most government connections, NOT the business that is doing its due diligence to benefit the area and the people it is supposed to serve.


Shame on you for even considering All Aboard Florida’s expansion down the Florida East Coast corridor!


Sincerely,


Chris Pope


2305 46th Ave.


Vero Beach, FL 32966







From: Robin Wiebler - NOAA Federal
To: FRA; FL FWS Ashleigh Blackford; FLCOE Andrew Phillips; AMEC Charlene Stroehlen; AMEC Shannon McMorrow;


 David Dale - NOAA Federal; Sharon Rolfes - NOAA Federal; Jocelyn Karazsia - NOAA Federal; George Getsinger -
 NOAA Federal; Brandon Howard - NOAA Federal; AAF_Comments@vhb.com


Subject: Federal Railroad Administration - All Aboard Florida, NMFS comments
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 2:21:50 PM
Attachments: FederalRailroadAdministration-AllAboardFlorida_DEIS_FWCA_FINAL.pdf


-- 
Administrative Assistant
Habitat Conservation Division Atlantic Branch


PHONE:  843 762-8604
Robin.Wiebler@noaa.gov
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December 3, 2014  F/SER47:BH/pw 



 



(Sent via Electronic Mail) 



 



Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 



Washington, DC 20590 



 



Dear Mr. Winkle: 



 



NOAA’s National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) reviewed the Federal Railroad Administration’s 



(FRA) draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS), dated September 19, 2014.  All Aboard Florida 



(AAF) proposes passenger service between Miami International Airport and Orlando International 



Airport with stops in West Palm Beach, Ft. Lauderdale, and Miami.  The proposed rail system has two 



portions.  The North-South portion would be within the existing 100-foot Florida East Coast Railroad 



(FEC) right-of-way (ROW) between Miami and Cocoa Beach.  The East-West portion would be along 



State Road 528 (SR 528) between Cocoa Beach and Orlando.  On October 24, 2014, NMFS provided the 



U.S. Army Corps of Engineers with comments on public notice SAJ-2012-01564 (SP-AWP) regarding 



the essential fish habitat (EFH) impacts along the North-South portion.  This letter will focus on the 



freshwater wetland impacts incurred along the entire project.  Three action alternatives were considered 



with wetland and surface water impacts ranging from 127.7 acres to 157.5 acres.  As the nation’s federal 



trustee for the conservation and management of marine, estuarine, and anadromous fishery resources, the 



following comments and recommendations are provided pursuant to authorities of the Fish and Wildlife 



Coordination Act. 



 



NMFS staff conducted site inspections along the North-South portion of the project on January 23, 2013; 



May 1, 2013; and April 2, 2014.  The proposed railroad corridor will impact wetlands, canals, rivers, and 



other surface waters between Miami and Cocoa along the east coast and from Cocoa to Orlando in 



Central Florida.  Wetland quality ranges from very high to very low in quality and consist of every major 



freshwater wetland habitat type in Central and South Florida.  The highest quality wetlands lie within 



Johnathan Dickenson State Park and along SR 528.  These are largely high functioning forested systems.  



Vegetation within these forested wetlands includes red maple (Acer rubrum), swamp bay (Persea 



palustris), pond pine (Pinus serotina), southern magnolia (Magnolia grandiflora), swamp tupelo (Nyssa 



sylvatica var. biflora), sweetgum (Liquidambar styraciflua) loblolly bay (Gordonia lasianthus), and 



dwarf palmetto (Sabal minor).  The wetlands that would be impacted by the proposed railroad expansion 



provide water quality functions, such as removal of sediments, excess nutrients, and contaminants, that 



benefit and support these aquatic ecosystems.  Through hydrological connections, these wetlands also 



contribute plant material and other useable nutrients (both dissolved and particulate organic matter) into 



aquatic food webs that include recreationally, commercially, and ecologically important species within 



downstream estuaries.   



 



Three action alternatives are studied in the DEIS: Alternative A, Alternative C, and Alternative E.  The 



North-South portion is the same for all three alternatives.  The differences in the alternatives would occur 



along SR 528: Alternative A would locate the new East-West portion of the project within the SR 528 



right-of-way (ROW); Alternative C adjacent to the SR 528 ROW; and Alternative E 100-feet from the SR 



528 ROW.  An approximately 30-foot-wide median exists along SR 528.  Use of the median to facilitate 
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the new railroad should be studied as an alternative.  This could eliminate the majority of wetland impacts 



and would demonstrate that adequate avoidance measures have been met.  Alternative A is NMFS’ 



preferred alternative of those studied since it will result in the smallest acreage (127.7 acres) of impacts to 



wetlands and surface waters.  Chapter 7 of the DEIS states the project impacts would be mitigated at a 



federally approved mitigation bank whose service area overlaps the specific wetland being mitigated.  



This would result in several mitigation banks being used to offset impacts from the project.  This 



approach would also ensure that the lost function and values will be replaced within the same watershed.  



The Jacksonville District U.S. Army Corps of Engineers will determine the appropriate amount of credits 



to be purchased based on a functional assessment.  NMFS is available to help the FRA and Jacksonville 



District in evaluating the functional assessment used to determine the number of credits to be purchased. 



 



In addition to the direct impacts from filling wetlands, construction activities may impact adjacent 



wetlands through sedimentation and runoff.  To minimize these impacts, NMFS recommends the 



applicant utilize best management practices, including staked hay bales, silt fencing, mats for construction 



equipment, and re-vegetation of denuded areas, to stabilize the disturbed soils. 



 



NMFS appreciates the opportunity to provide these comments.  Questions should be directed to the 



attention of Mr. Brandon Howard at our West Palm Beach Office, 400 North Congress Avenue, Suite 



120, West Palm Beach, FL 33401.  He also may be reached by telephone at 561 249-1652, or by email at 



Brandon.Howard@noaa.gov. 



        Sincerely, 



 
       / for 



Virginia M. Fay 



Assistant Regional Administrator 



        Habitat Conservation Division 



 



cc: 



 



VHB, AAF_comments@vhb.com 



FRA, John_Winkle@dot.gov 



FWS, Ashleigh_Blackford@fws.gov 



COE, Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil 



AMEC, Charlene.Stroehlen@amec.com 



AMEC, Shannon.McMorrow@amec.com 



F/SER4, David.Dale@noaa.gov 



F/SER47, Karazsia, Getsinger, Howard 



 













From: Linda Drake (WireSpring)
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 2:20:52 PM


The route that has been chosen is not appropriate at all for the
Treasure Coast.  I don't know how you people think you can justify the
route when anyone with plain common sense can see that the impact on the
treasure coast is completely negative.


Reroute the darn thing.


Linda Drake
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From: Tris Colket
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Quality of Life Railroaded!
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 4:12:05 PM


'From the beginning', from the first mention of AAF, an uneasy feeling filled my mind.


1.What is this?
2.Where did it come from?
3.It is being presented as a measure that has been considered for some time; why did i not hear of it earlier in its
 planning stages? 
4.Why is it now being touted by the press as if it has already been approved and decided?
5.Who is really calling the shots? Who are the power brokers here and what is their true motivation?


This all suggests an element of secrecy that is unacceptable to me.


Has anyone addressed the fact that the decision making process never included 'we the people' or did i miss the
 memo?
Have we not been reduced to whining about a situation that does not allowing us a yes/no vote?


Who wants this high speed train from Orlando to Miami. No one i know and certainly no one in Indian River, St
 Lucie or Martin Counties who lives or works near the tracks, or anyone who commutes across them several times a
 day.


This is just one more political 'bum rush' and the residents of Florida's east coast will most certainly lose their
 quality of life as a result if it succeeds.


Just say no to AAF and the gestapo gang responsible for its existence to date. 


Tris Colket
267 Marina Dr
N. Hutchison Island, FL
34949


Sent from my iPhone
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From: millrio@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Bad idea
Date: Friday, November 21, 2014 11:04:57 PM


To whom it may concern.
 
Our roads are congested enough already. Now FEC wants to
 put more trains through here ,we now have about 14 when
 they get through we will have about 50 . Our roads are already
 congested and in the wintertime, they get even worse. When
 Flagler put this railroad through almost 100 years ago there
 was no congestion can you just imagine what a mess this is
 going to make.
The CSX line that runs up the middle part of the state would
 be the ideal place to put this. The center part of the state has
 little population and they would probably welcome the freight
 line and business from it.
They say this is going to be a passenger train the ridership
 sounds like pie in the sky, just look at Amtrak.
Take a look at the railroad bridge it is in such deplorable
 condition. It looks like it’s gonna fall into the river. I don’t
 think they ever painted it. It looks like a bucket a rust. Maybe
 this is a good way to get the government to pay for all of the
 improvements.
Somebody is going to make a lot of money at the expense of
 all the communities on the east coast of Florida. Above the
 table and probably below the table. I smell a RAT.
Thank you.
Richard Miller
1000 NE. Dixie Hwy.
Jensen Beach, Florida
772-334-9181
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From: Mary Ellen McCarthy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: ricksworld@comcast.net
Subject: All Aboard Florida needs to be stopped NOW!
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:07:39 PM


We have recently moved to Florida from Connecticut. We have owned our place in Vero
 Beach since 1997 and our parents have been renting since then.  We visited regularly until
 2010, when I began spending the winters here, caring for my elderly mom and dad.  I am a
 part of the Vero Beach community and All Aboard Florida is something to which I am very
 much opposed.
 
Not only is it troubling to consider the disruption of our peaceful downtown 32 times
 daily, traffic tied up, ambulances and firetrucks being boxed in, this enterprise could not
 possibly succeed with the numbers of travelers required to make a profit.  Frank Cerabino
 of the Palm Beach Post put it the best: “3.47 million is the line’s conservative estimate of
 expected riders for the year  … 9509 riders a day…. Each train car filled with 297 riders…
 9:00 pm southbound train pulling into West Palm Beach on a Monday in late August….?” 
 He doesn’t think so, nor does anyone else.
 
Solutions, such as using tracks further west of the coastal towns make some sense, but to
 spend the type of money AAF is proposing, simply doesn’t add up to a viable business
 plan.
 
I join my friends, neighbors and tens of thousands of Treasure Coast inhabitants in
 vehemently opposing this venture.
 
Mary Ellen McCarthy
1001 Bay Road Unit 306B
Vero Beach, FL 32963
772-234-1168
 


This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software. 
www.avast.com
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From: Your Realestate advisor
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Federal impact study
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2014 11:21:31 AM


1. Please confirm or deny the statement that was made by All Aboard Florida at the public
 comment meeting regarding paying for the maintenance of the crossings.  It was said that FEC
 pays for the maintenance of the crossings "forever" in regular crossings but that if the
 counties request "quiet zones" they will be responsible for the additional maintenance costs
 required due to the additional quiet zone equipment after the 8 year period in which All
 Aboard will pick up the costs?  


2.  What "additional costs" will be born for quiet zone maintenance by the counties after the 8
 year period is up, assuming that the county requests all crossings to be converted to quiet
 zones.


3.  Do homeowners have the legal right to sue All Aboard Florida for diminishing property
 values caused by their project?


Thank you


Jinger Knox
321-288-1689
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From: Jim Wolfe
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:31:40 AM


AAF  the railroad should be stopped,  I live within 2 blocks of the train track and find that more
 train stops will present a traffic hazard,   noise problem and delay in medical response. The
 alternatives,monorail are central Florida are better.
James B. Wolfe
Coastal Capital
772-299-0570
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From: Steven Peters
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Questions for All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 10:23:04 AM


Hello, and thank you in advance for taking public questions and comments. Below are
 some questions I would like to submit.


1. As you may know, biodiesel is registered as a fuel and fuel additive with the
 Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and meets clean diesel standards and has
 been designated as an alternative fuel by the Department of Energy (DOE) and the
 US Department of Transportation (DOT). What considerations have been raised to
 using alternative fuels in your trains such a biodiesel to lessen the environmental
 impact upon communities that would be directly affected by the trains' emissions?


2. With the proposed train station in Fort Lauderdale, the site contains
 several indigenous species of mature trees. What accommodations and potential use
 will be given to these trees for the new station's green areas to mitigate the
 environmental impact that would otherwise be caused if these trees are not reused
 on the same site in other areas?


3. What other station designs did All Aboard consider when choosing this design for
 the Fort Lauderdale station, and what public input was addressed on the selection of
 the design that would be built in their own community? 


4. Has All Aboard consider using higher speed trains, as are used in other countries
 that have trains spanning long distances? What would the risk/benefit be for All
 Aboard making their trains 'high speed' to reach the destination faster for riders of
 the trains?


5. Has there been any public input on the design of the exterior and interior of the
 trains that will be built, and will there be any testing of the comfort of the trains
 seating, isles spacing, etc. for the public to have some input prior to the final designs
 of the trains?


Again, thank you in advance for the opportunity to pose these questions to All Aboard
 Florida. I will be attending the workshop at the convention center on the 28th of
 October. I look forward to seeing everyone there.


Best regards, 


Steven Peters
Executive Director
Natural Revolution
Media Revolt 
Fort Lauderdale, FL
(954) 361-4339
spetersftl@gmail.com
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From: vermontpines@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: congressman.posey@mail.house.gov
Subject: Brevard County
Date: Friday, October 10, 2014 3:27:53 PM


Dear Mr.Winkle,
 
As a taxpayer in Brevard County, one of the counties being bypassed by All Aboard Florida, I must voice
 my complete opposition.
 
1.  We will have NO stop in Brevard, but we are expected to pay for crossings, deal with noise, and deal
 with delays without a single benefit. 
 
2.  The train runs through some of the most traffic congested areas in Brevard, the Rte 1 corridor.  Please
 don't insult me with 'this will only create a split second delay'.  The traffic system is already 'fragile' and
 any little glitch creates a domino effect.
 
3.  Less vehicular traffic?  Only on Rte 95 and 528, major highways designed to handle traffic.  There will
 be  NO lesser impact on Brevard's secondary and local roads.
 
4.  It is simply arrogance to refuse to put a stop in Brevard.  There are many people in Brevard that use
 Orlando Airport, far more than there are in Miami and West Palm.  Miami has a large airport!!  Yet we are
 expected to pay to maintain this behemoth, while refusing to allow a 3 minute stop in Brevard.  Many of
 us will watch the train as we're forced to drive to an airport that is a nightmare for parking, traffic, and
 ingress/egress.
 
Thank you for your consideration.  I realize that it's already a done deal and my input isn't going to
 interest you or mean anything, but I felt I necessary to say my piece.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stacey Sharp
Cape Canaveral, FL
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From: Preston Orrick
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida needs to move rails west of downtown Vero Beach
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 4:38:17 PM


You cannot drive 32 high speed freight trains daily through the middle of populated Vero Beach downtown (and
 Stuart and Port St. Lucie downtowns)!  Beyond the safety issues, it will diminish all business revenue as well as
 hinder simple east to west automobile traffic.  In other words it will diminish each of these towns’ downtown.


Please consider moving the Treasure Coast segment of the rails to the west perhaps in line with Route 95.


Thank you,


Preston Orrick
Vero Beach, FL


--
Regards,
Preston Orrick


Cell: 772-480-6277
E-Mail: prestonorrick@yahoo.com
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From: Lewis Travis
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Feedback
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:05:32 PM


I was in Stuart in the early evening last week. My wife and friends were walking in the downtown area, having a
 nice discussion when a train came through. It was going slowly and it signaled the usual "Two long and two short"
 whistle blasts at each crossing. It had to to go through several crossings in downtown. I was amazed at the volume
 of the whistle blasts! They were so loud that we couldn't hear each other talk.


It occurred to us that there certainly would be a severe disruption in businesses along that street, based upon noise
 alone, if 30 or more trains were to pass through each and every day. This would be a serious quality of life
 impairment, in my judgement.


Lewis F. Travis
Port Saint Lucie


Sent from my iPad
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From: Charles Mello
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:56:47 AM


My concern is for the traffic at jensen beach blvd in Jensen beach. Many people walk across those tracks especially
 on Thursday during jamin Jensen. With 16 more trains plus who knows how many more freight trains added daily
 there will be many delays for police and rescue. This alone is a safety hazard. Plus the view from some of the tracks
 approaching the crossings is very short meaning that you can't see the train approaching until it will be upon you.
 Walton road in port st lucie is an example.these added trains will greatly hinder my everyday travel as I live on
 Hutchinson island and cross these tracks many times.these tracks and trains should be put west of the turnpike.


Charles Mello. Jensen beach
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From: Rutkoske
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: RECENT PROBLEM
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:12:23 AM


My wife and I recently had DOCTORS APPOINTMENTS at 8:30 AM, next to the INDIAN RIVER
 HOSPITAL,we were driving east next to the VB AIRPORT
when a FREIGHT TRAIN was approaching the CROSSING. The gates went down, 220 FREIGHT CARS
 heading south created a BACK UP of
25 AUTOMOBILES at the CROSSING. After the train had passed, we crossed the TRACKS on the 2nd
 light change.
 
My CONCERN, IF AN AMBULANCE WITH A PATIENT HAVING A HEART ATTACK HAD BEEN IN
 LINE, IT COULD HAVE BEEN FATAL.
 
ADDING 32 PASSENGER TRAINS and FUTURE 20 ADDITIONAL FREIGHT TRAINS, THIS COULD BE
 VERY DANGEROUS.
 
PRESENTLY, AMTRACK has PASSENGER SERVICE from MIAMI to ORLANDO for $38.00, a DIRECT
 LINE, LOSES MONEY because it is NEVER FULL.
 
WHY would a SMART BUSINESS PERSON LOAN MONEY TO A CORPORATION to BUILD another
 PASSENGER SERVICE when,
the ALREADY EXISTING AMTRACK PASSENGER SERVICE LOSES MONEY ????????
 
The FEDERAL GOVERNMENT will only end SUBSIDIZING BOTH.
 
A CONCERNED AMERICA CITIZEN,
 
JOHN L. RUTKOSKE
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From: SALLY ORLANDO
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Feelings on All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 4:01:29 PM


All Aboard Florida
 
I think All Aboard Florida is a Great Idea!!
 
If you don’t like the beach – bridges will be a nightmare.
If you don’t like boating, it is a great idea.
If you don’t enjoy Downtown Stuart, it is a great idea.
If you don’t want to go to Downtown Fort Pierce, it’s a great idea.
 
I think All Aboard Florida will be the demise of life on the Treasure Coast as
 we know and love it.


I feel that All Aboard Florida has ulterior motives. It is really freight they want
 to carry on the tracks on the East Coast of Florida in the future.
 
Concerned Citizen of
Port St. Lucie, FL
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From: joe kern
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Bridge
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 3:04:02 PM


Bridge on Saint Lucie River is 88 years old (and in poor condition).
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From: ROCKY001@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:35:52 AM


Sane people would never allow this destruction of the communities from WestPalm Beach to Vero
 Beach.Please regain your senses and reject this.  Henry Grady
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From: Peter Orrick
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida needs to move rails west of downtown Vero Beach
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 1:49:28 PM


You cannot drive 32 high speed freight trains daily through the middle of populated Vero
 Beach downtown (and Stuart and Port St. Lucie downtowns)!  Beyond the safety issues, it will
 diminish all business revenue as well as hinder simple east to west automobile traffic.  In
 other words it will diminish each of these towns’ downtown.
 
Please consider moving the Treasure Coast segment of the rails to the west perhaps in line
 with Route 95.
 
Thank you,
 
Peter Orrick
Vero Beach, FL
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: OlsonL@stlucieco.org; "AAF_comments@vhb.com"; "john.winkle@dot.gov"
Cc: satterleem@stlucieco.org; mcintyred@stlucieco.org; BentkofskyR@stlucieco.org;


 Robert.Bendus@DOS.MyFlorida.com
Subject: RE: AAF DEIS: Cultural Resources pertaining to St. Lucie County
Date: Friday, October 3, 2014 9:39:40 AM


Ms. Olsen –
 
Yes, FRA received your message.  As I’m sure you’ll understand, the All Aboard Florida project is
 keeping us extremely busy and we’re trying to handle all inquiries as they come in, but we’re falling
 behind.  I’ll respond as soon as I get clarification from the consultants.
 
Thank you,
John Winkle
Transportation Industry Analyst
 


From: Leslie Olson [mailto:OlsonL@stlucieco.org] 
Sent: Friday, October 03, 2014 9:04 AM
To: 'AAF_comments@vhb.com'; 'john.winkle@dot.gov'
Cc: Mark Satterlee; Daniel McIntyre; Robert Bentkofsky; 'Robert.Bendus@DOS.MyFlorida.com'
Subject: FW: AAF DEIS: Cultural Resources pertaining to St. Lucie County
 
Mr. Winkle,
 
The Historic Preservation section of the St. Lucie County Planning and Development Services
 Department submitted comments to your office on September 26, 2014, copied below.  As of this
 date our office has not received confirmation that your office received our comments.
 
When this communication is received, please provide us with either an estimated response time
 from the consultant, or contact information for the consultant.  Time is of the essence in this
 matter, as the Cultural Resources section of the Draft EIS is incomplete as it pertains to St. Lucie
 County cultural resources within the study area, and is therefore not ready for Section 106 Review
 by the State Historic Preservation Officer.
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft EIS for All Aboard Florida.  St. Lucie County is
 currently reviewing the Draft EIS and will submit additional comments prior to December 3, 2014.
 
Leslie Olson, AICP
Planning Manager
Planning and Development Services
St. Lucie County
(772)462-1589
olsonl@stlucieco.org
 
 


From: Leslie Olson 
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Sent: Friday, September 26, 2014 1:43 PM
To: 'AAF_comments@vhb.com'; 'john.winkle@dot.gov'
Cc: Mark Satterlee; 'KoriBenton@City-FtPierce.Com'; Robert Bentkofsky; Daniel McIntyre
Subject: AAF DEIS: Cultural Resources pertaining to St. Lucie County
 
Mr. John Winkle
Federal Rail Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue
SE Room W38-311
Washington, D.C. 20590
 
Via E-Mail
 
September 26, 2014
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
Acting as the St. Lucie County Historic Preservation Officer, I have reviewed Sections 4.4.5, 5.4.5 and
 7.2.12 of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for All Aboard Florida as it relates to
 cultural (historical and archeological) resources.
 
Table 4.4.5-1 on page 4-125 lists me as the Certified Local Government contact and states that the
 consultant contacted me regarding Potential Locally Designated Cultural Resources, and that there
 was “No Response” from this office.  I have no record of any written or verbal correspondence from
 the AAF consultant on this project requesting information or comment.  Please have the consultant
 provide the written request to this office as soon as possible.  A review of Tables 4.4.5-9, 4.4.5-10,
 4.4.5-11, 4.4.5-12, 4.4.5-13, and 4.4.5-14, identifying Potential Locally Designated Cultural
 Resources, shows a significant deficiency of identified unincorporated St. Lucie County historical and
 archeological resources within the project area.  The FEC Corridor as it passes through
 unincorporated St. Lucie County is encompassed by a number of identified archeological
 preservation zones, sites, and historic resources.  As these sites are missing from the DEIS, the
 Section 106 review, summarized in Section 5.4.5.2, cannot be considered complete and ready for
 SHPO review. 
 
St. Lucie County staff will create a series on maps listing all potential locally designated cultural
 resources and provide it to the consultant after receiving the request.
 
In its current form, the DEIS is incomplete.
 
Please feel free to contact me with questions or concerns.
 
Leslie Olson, AICP
Planning Manager
Planning and Development Services
St. Lucie County







(772)462-1589
olsonl@stlucieco.org
 
 


Please Note: Florida has very broad public records laws. Most written communications to or from County officials regarding County
 business are public records available to the public and media upon request. It is the policy of St. Lucie County that all County records
 shall be open for personal inspection, examination and / or copying. Your e-mail communications will be subject to public disclosure
 unless an exemption applies to the communication. If you received this email in error, please notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete
 all materials from all computers.
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From: Jim Applegate
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fl.Train
Date: Friday, October 10, 2014 6:50:34 PM


Mr. Winkle,
Please do not approve the high speed train thru Florida. This train proposal will ruin our quiet way of
 life. It will destroy our environment along the Indian River Lagoon. It will tie up traffic along our
 roads.
  Every single person you ask is opposed to it. Please join us and oppose it also.
Thank You,
Jim Applegate
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From: Cassini, Gretchen
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Henry, Bertha; Sewell, Daphne; Hernandez, Roberto; Walton, Chris; Brouard, Patrick; Brunner, Scott; Tornese,


 Richard; Hutka, Thomas; Owens, Michael; Wallace, Angela
Subject: Broward County Florida-All Aboard Florida Draft EIS Comments
Date: Wednesday, November 26, 2014 12:32:16 PM
Attachments: image001.png


DRAFT EIS County Submission 11-26-2014.pdf


Greetings:
 
Please find our submission attached.
 
Happy Thanskgiving,
 


Gretchen M. Cassini, JD
Broward County Administration
115 South Andrews Avenue, 409
Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301
(954) 357.7000 (MAIN)
(954) 357.7579 (DIRECT)


 


Under Florida law, most e-mail messages to or from Broward County employees or
 officials are public records, available to any person upon request, absent an
 exemption. Therefore, any e-mail message to or from the County, inclusive of e-mail
 addresses contained therein, may be subject to public disclosure.
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The Board of County Commissioners of Broward County, Florida 
 



Public Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the  



All Aboard Florida, Orlando to Miami, Intercity Passenger Rail Project 



 
Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration 



1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311 



Washington, DC 20590 



 



The Board of County Commissioners of Broward County, Florida ("Board"), respectfully submits 



these comments to the Federal Railroad Administration ("FRA") with regard to the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement ("DEIS") for the proposed All Aboard Florida, Orlando to 



Miami, Intercity Passenger Rail Project ("AAF Project").  The Project sponsor has applied for 1.875 



billion dollars in federal funds through the Railroad Rehabilitation and Improvement Financing 



("RRIF") program administered by the FRA.  Potential expenditure of these federal funds 



characterizes the Project as a "major federal action under the National Environmental Policy Act 



of 1969, 42 United States Code ("U.S.C.") Section 4321, et seq., ("NEPA") and applicable 



regulations adopted by the Council on Environmental Quality ("CEQ") and the FRA.   



 



NEPA and the CEQ regulations impose obligations on the FRA to evaluate the Project's 



environmental consequences and to produce a detailed statement that discloses and assess, to 



the fullest extent possible: the environmental impacts of the Project; any adverse environmental 



impacts which cannot be avoided if the Project is implemented; alternatives to the Project; the 



relationship between local short-term uses of the environment and the maintenance and 



enhancement of long-term productivity; and any irreversible and irretrievable commitments of 



resources which would be involved if the Project is implemented.  See 42 U.S.C. Section 4332 



and 40 C.F.R. Section 1502.1.  In producing this detailed statement, the FRA is also required to 



consult with and obtain the comments of federal, state, and local agencies, as well as the public.  



Id.  Accordingly, these comments on the DEIS are those of a local governmental agency affected 



by and entitled to provide comments on the DEIS that the FRA should consider in fulfilling its 



consultation requirement before it takes action on the Project.   



 



The DEIS is also intended to satisfy two related requirements for consideration the impacts of 



federal agency actions on historic resources and certain public lands; Section 106 of the 
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National Historic Preservation Act ("Section 106"); and 49 U.S.C. Section 303(c) and 23 Code of 



Federal Regulations ("C.F.R.") Section 774 (known as a "Section 4(f) Evaluation" from its 



promulgation as Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966, Public Law 89-



670).   



 



GENERAL COMMENTS 



 



The Broward County Board of County Commissioners has expressed general enthusiasm for a 



commuter rail project and its potential benefits for citizens and the region’s continued 



economic development; however, the size of this project has unclear impacts to the built and 



natural environments--the effects of which will not be known or felt until the project is 



completed.   



 



Broward County’s staff and legal department have engaged in ongoing dialogue with All 



Aboard Florida (AAF)/Florida East Coast Railway (FECR) about this project and will continue 



doing so.  We have described through a series of in-person meetings and documents, that the 



County does not feel that an EIS “finding of no significant impact” is appropriate or reflective of 



the impacts to the built and natural environment that the region will experience should this 



project be approved.  Broward County is home to 1.8 million residents, 13.4 million domestic 



and international visitors, annually, one of the largest seaports in the nation, a bustling, recently 



expanded international airport, and is confined by the Atlantic Ocean to the east and the 



Everglades Conservation area to the west.  As such, projects of All Aboard Florida’s magnitude 



must be viewed comprehensively: including, but not limited to, impacts on traffic patterns, 



public safety and emergency response, the marine industry, aged infrastructure, and the natural 



environment. 



 



QUIET ZONES, PUBLIC SAFETY AT CROSSING AND ALONG CORRIDOR 



Quiet Zones are an integral component of the project.  It is our understanding that All 



Aboard Florida, using both their own funds, and supplemental dollars provided by the Broward 



Metropolitan Planning Organization, will be constructing a series of railroad crossing safety 



improvements, sufficient to implement a continuous quite zone throughout Broward County.  



The process for approving a Quiet Zone does not require that each individual roadway crossing 



within the Quiet Zone receive safety upgrades, but simply that safety measures be installed to 
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reduce the hazard probability to a certain level for the entire Quiet Zone.  Therefore, it is 



important to note that safety improvements are not being installed at each existing railroad 



crossing.  Due to the significant increase in the number of trains operating in an urban corridor, 



we believe All Aboard Florida should commit to providing a higher level of safety infrastructure 



than the minimum required for only establishing the Quiet Zone.   Furthermore, All Aboard 



Florida should perform a hazard analysis to determine the level of mitigation that is required or 



appropriate. 



From a policy perspective, local governments and tax payers should not have to pay for such 



improvements.  We understand that AAF does not believe they are required to fund quiet zones. 



However, the laying of additional track is a decision by private development and a private 



company’s financial interests.  The railroad experiences a significant benefit in reduced liability 



when quiet zones are put in place.  As such, just as the railroad invests in property and 



technology for the benefit of the railroad, it should invest in the safety and comfort of 



impacted residents.  



In addition to the issue of Quiet Zones, the County is concerned about corridor safety in a 



broader sense, not just at the roadway crossings, but along the entire corridor as a whole.  



Unlike the Tri-Rail corridor which is buffered to a large degree by vacant right-of-way, the AAF 



corridor will travel along highly-urbanized and well-developed business, industrial and 



residential areas.  Because of this, there is a much higher potential for vehicular, pedestrian and 



bicycle conflicts along this corridor, not just at the crossing points, but along much of the 



railroad corridor itself.  During the field safety audit that took place several months ago, children 



were actually identified playing on the tracks and within the railroad right-of-way.  Many 



crossings are also situated within downtown activity centers with high amounts of pedestrians 



and bicyclists.  As we all know, the proposed commuter train will operate more frequently and 



at much higher speeds than the current freight service, and All Aboard Florida must work closely 



with all local governments to develop and fund measures for all aspects of safety along the 



corridor in addition to safety features at the roadway crossing points.   



Continuing with safety, the types of technologies that are needed for locating the commuter 



train along its route; detecting its approach to specific crossings; and detecting track obstacles, 



hazards and other types of intrusions along the railway corridor must be made collaboratively 



with the local governments that may ultimately contribute to their capital and maintenance 











 Page 4 



 



costs.   It is important that these systems be developed to be adaptable and compatible with at-



grade flashing warning systems and traffic signal communication systems.  



INADEQUATE ASSESSMENT OF DIRECT, SECONDARY AND CUMULATIVE TRAFFIC IMPACTS  



Although the actual schedules are not yet known, an estimated, 32 passenger trains a day will 



be running along the FEC tracks in Broward County.  On average, traffic along each corridor will 



be stopped about stopped about three times per hour at each location.  In addition to the 



actual time that the railroad crossing arms are down to allow the train to pass, it takes 



approximately eight minutes on average for the nearby traffic signals to adjust and 



resynchronize themselves to the state prior to the train’s arrival; and it may take several more 



minutes for the traffic to actually begin operating in a synchronized fashion. With three 



crossings per hour, traffic in the downtown areas will be significantly impacted for about fifty-



percent of each rush-hour period.   Based on our review of the transportation impact 



documents submitted on behalf of the project, it appears that the direct and secondary impacts 



on the surrounding transportation network were not adequately evaluated.  



Under NEPA the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) is obligated to examine not only the 



direct and immediate impacts of the proposed project, but also secondary and cumulative 



impacts, in combination with those of other reasonably foreseeable actions, activities or 



developments.  It is clear that the total transportation analysis performed for the Broward 



County AAF crossings fails to not only address the immediate and direct transportation impacts 



in a comprehensive manner, but also completely ignores secondary and cumulative impacts.   



Moreover, the overall transportation analysis is unsupported by adequate traffic characteristics 



data or actual simulation modeling.   



Following are some of the general deficiencies in the analysis: 



 The number of intersection crossing points analyzed was inadequate relative to the total 



number of crossings throughout the county 



 Only the PM peak hour was analyzed 



 Only the immediate east/west roadway segment was analyzed; there was no further 



evaluation of adjacent north/south roadway segments or intersections 



 Train crossing times were likely underestimated based on assuming maximum train 



operating speeds through the crossings 
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 There was little or no analytical distinction made between freight train and passenger 



train operations, although the two operate with distinctly different characteristics 



 The traffic analysis does not follow any professionally-accepted rationale or 



methodology for assessing traffic impacts 



 The comparative analysis is highly flawed; the impacts of normal traffic conditions with 



freight movements (baseline) should have been compared against normal traffic 



conditions with freight movements, plus passenger train operations.  The analysis used a 



“weighted average” approach that misrepresented the actual incremental  impacts of the 



additional passenger service 



 There is no discussion explaining what the tabular analysis results actually mean in terms 



of real traffic impacts.  



 



To further illustrate, the traffic analysis performed for all of Broward County includes only two 



locations:  Hillsboro Boulevard and Broward Boulevard, and only one time-of-day analysis 



period (PM peak).  The analysis performed assumes one freight train crossing and one 



passenger train crossing during the pm peak hour.  The level-of-service methodology assumes 



no delay occurs for 53 signal cycles during each hour (which in itself is highly inaccurate as the 



average cycle length is 160 seconds, or 22.5 cycles per hour), and then assumes one signal cycle 



of freight train delay and one cycle of passenger train delay.   The overall delay impact is 



calculated by arithmetically weighting the one freight-train delay value with the one passenger-



train delay value applied against 53 cycles of zero delay.  



This is a meaningless analysis relative to how actual signal operations works in conjunction with 



railroad crossings.  The starting normal level-of-service (LOS) at either of these two crossings 



during the pm peak is actually closer to LOS E, not LOS A.  With each railroad crossing, the 



baseline initial delay of LOS E degrades to a severe LOS F during the train crossing interval and 



the adjacent traffic signals dwell in pre-emption and become unsynchronized.  As these signals 



become unsynchronized, secondary delays propagate further downstream to other intersections 



and roadway segments in all directions, expanding the LOS F condition.  When the train finally 



departs the crossing, and the traffic signals exit out of their pre-emption state, they are still 



unsynchronized, and must transition back into a synchronized state with the other nearby traffic 



signals.   This transition period typically requires three to four signal cycles, or approximately 



eight to eleven minutes.  During this transition period, the level-of-service remains at LOS F, as 
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does the downstream segments.  Only after the full transition period when all the signals are 



resynchronized, does the system start to recover back to its original level-of-service, which was 



LOS E (not LOS A).  It may take an additional two cycles for the initial LOS to be re-established 



throughout the adjacent network.  Therefore, one train crossing does not result in one cycle of 



LOS F conditions, but more likely 16-19 minutes of LOS F conditions; two crossings per hour 



would result in 32-38 minutes of LOS F conditions.  This is a significant impact;   the scale of 



which will occur not just at these two locations, but at all other arterial crossings along the FEC 



corridor.     



Interruptions will have real, quantifiable impacts in terms of delays, longer commute times, lost 



labor production hours, longer emergency response times, increased carbon emissions1, and 



higher fuel costs.  These cumulative impacts have not been properly identified or quantified in 



the environmental impact document, but they represent a significant impact to the environment 



and economy.   Appropriately comprehensive studies and analyses must be included in the final 



environmental documents.  In addition, strategies, additional funding, and resources to mitigate 



these concerns, must also be addressed. 



 



NO ASSESSMENT PROVIDED FOR THE PROPOSED CROSSING CLOSURE AT SW 2 STREET 



(FORT LAUDERDALE)  



The EIS documents do not address one of the most potentially significant transportation 



impacts in Broward County, which is the closure of SW 2 Street crossing in downtown Fort 



Lauderdale.  This segment of SW 2 Street is an important east/west collector roadway that helps 



reduce the severity and duration of peak hour traffic congestion on Broward Boulevard by 



providing a parallel east/west route for trips in and out of the downtown.  In addition to 



providing supplemental capacity for commuters, it is a secondary route for emergency vehicles 



and a potential alternate route for evacuating the downtown in the event of a major incident.  



The SW/SE 2 Street corridor is also expected to be heavily relied upon to accommodate future 



traffic as the downtown urban core further develops.  With this crossing closed, more trips will 



be diverted to the already over-capacity segments of SE 3 Avenue and Andrews Avenue in order 



to access Broward Boulevard.   



                                                           
1 The EIS findings indicate that the project will be in furtherance of Broward County’s air quality goals and 



reduce airborne pollutants by reducing emissions and greenhouse gases related to vehicles.   
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Of additional concern is the impact such a closure would have on the Broward County 



Governmental Center East’s operations and access to parking for the hundreds of employees 



and the public (the Governmental Center’s public parking facility is located adjacent to, but the 



east of, the SW 2nd Street crossing).  No analysis of the potential deleterious impacts to the 



economic viability of the Himmarshee Village and Arts District was presented.  The Broward 



Center for Performing Arts, Museum of Discovery and Science, as well as numerous restaurants 



and businesses are located to the west of the SW 2nd Street crossing, but heavily dependent 



upon patrons’ access to the public parking garage to the east of the SW 2nd Street Crossing.  



Further, in numerous meetings and discussions of the project with All Aboard Florida and the 



City of Fort Lauderdale there was no indication that such a closure was contemplated.  



It is therefore imperative that more studies be undertaken to carefully evaluate the potential 



traffic, socioeconomic, and public safety impacts associated with this closure.        



 



FLORIDA EAST COAST RAILWAY LICENSING AGREEMENTS 



Currently, the at-grade roadway crossing agreements between FEC and Broward County require 



all or a substantial portion of capital and maintenance costs associated with the crossing be 



paid by taxpayer dollars, and not the railroad.  Agreements with other governmental 



jurisdictions along the corridor have been reviewed and typically include taxpayer dollars paying 



for 50% of the railroad’s flashing warning systems in immediate proximity to the tracks, as well 



as all inspection costs incurred by railroad.  With the increase in capital investment and new 



equipment associated with the double-tracking required for All Aboard Florida, the level of 



inspection and maintenance costs to be paid by the taxpayers will also increase significantly.  



Agreements between governments and All Aboard Florida must be restructured to make these 



inspection and maintenance costs more equitable for the general taxpayers.   



 



ADDITIONAL TRAFFIC SYSTEM MAINTENANCE COSTS 



The double-tracking to allow for increase in the speed and frequency of train crossings will 



introduce new geometric conditions and operational scenarios that did not exist previously.  All 



Aboard Florida is only planning to address its flashing warning equipment and any impacted 



traffic signals as part of its initial double-tracking reconstruction.  After construction, Broward 
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County will be required to maintain traffic control signing and pavement marking associated 



with the new configuration, or any additional traffic signal modifications, adjustments or 



maintenance that may be required.  Under the current maintenance agreement, all of these 



maintenance and operational components are 100% the responsibility of Broward County, thus 



paid with taxpayer dollars.   We believe that these agreements must be restructured to equitably 



distribute continuing maintenance costs. 



Adaptation 



Furthermore, the project should better document how it accounts for adaptation that will be 



required as a result of sea level rise.  This is significant to local governments which have 



agreements with Florida East Coast Rail. Specifically, Broward County has agreements with FECR 



requiring that taxpayers pay for capital and maintenance on areas of the track that intersect with 



county roadways—meaning every time new track needs to be laid or equipment adjustments 



are needed to accommodate environmental mitigations—taxpayers are on the hook.  Double-



tracking and initiating passenger rail service on the FEC corridor adds unexpected financial 



burdens on local governments.  As costs related to upgrading and maintaining the rail line 



escalates, government is required to weigh other county priorities against railroad contractual 



obligations entered into many decades ago, under completely different circumstances.  



 



Bridges 



Broward County has been contacted by concerned members of the marine industry since the 



project’s inception.  Bridge crossings, especially at the New River, must be upgraded and 



maintained to ensure (1) the least impact to boaters and (2) safety of residents.   



 



Emergency Response and Facilities 



Then-Commissioner Suzanne Gunzburger, Hollywood (District 6) submitted a formal request for 



specifics related to public safety and emergency response which is included in the Finding of No 



Significant Impact (FONSI), page 34.  The response does not address the question sufficiently; 



we would respectfully request that All Aboard Florida explain how it plans to mitigate impacts 



to emergency responders and personal vehicles seeking access to trauma and emergency 



services.  The original question posed was, “With only at-grade crossings throughout Broward 



County, the frequency of those crossings being closed to vehicles. . . for train traffic will surely 



delay timely access to trauma and emergency care.” 
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Environmental Concerns 



The FONSI indicates that the project will be in furtherance of Broward County’s air quality goals 



and reduce airborne pollutants by reducing emissions and greenhouse gases related to vehicles.  



Has there been an air quality/engineering study to demonstrate the asserted positive impacts to 



air pollution?  What offsets exist resulting from increased traffic congestion and vehicular idling 



at railroad crossings as a result of the project?   



 



What mitigations are expected for the wetlands identified at milepost 338.5 in Broward County 



at the South Fork, New River?  



 



While the FONSI assumes there will be no Public Health and Safety impacts (Section K, 27-42), 



on what evidence was this findings based?  No traffic modeling was completed.  Contamination 



risk is always a concern along a rail corridor and is likely; the idea that there would be “no” or 



“very low” potential for contamination impacts is inaccurate and does not conform to typical 



engineering assumptions. Site location data provided was “limited”; more substantial data is 



required prior to asserting a “low risk”.  Affected sites and sampling should have been more 



widespread.   



 



With respect to Construction Impacts, the explanation provided that “all construction impacts 



cannot be estimated at this time” does not accurately reflect what could have been placed into 



consideration had stakeholders been engaged.  Expected impacts that should be addressed are 



as follows:  



 The vertical height and slope of the tracks will be altered;  



 Impact on the vertical grade;  



 Drainage;  



 Longer transition sections/slopes of the pavement to connect into the existing 



elevations; 



 Potential need for dewatering; if required, the County must approve, based on an 



engineering plan specific to contamination. 



 



Floodplain Maps 



The County adopted floodplain maps on August 18, 2014. Such maps were not used to develop 



the Draft EIS and they show several areas of the All Aboard Florida project, specifically within 
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Fort Lauderdale, to now be within a floodplain.  We would respectfully request an amendment 



to reflect the appropriate flood maps and also document the plan for mitigating flooding risk. 



What are the mitigating strategies for the current flood plain map with respect to infrastructure 



upgrades and construction? How will an adverse condition affect the surrounding area, 



specifically home owners and traffic flow? 



 



Hazardous Waste 



Trains carrying hazardous materials must be immediately removed from the tracks if, for any 



reason, there is a malfunction or breakdown.  Local communities have extensive emergency 



management responsibilities; and to date, we are unaware of any coordination with affected 



local governments regarding transportation of hazardous wastes along the corridor.  



 



Parking 



The proposed project does not adequately address parking demands for the Fort Lauderdale 



Station and asserts that the municipalities consulted felt existing parking was adequate to meet 



the demands of both retail and rail passengers.  Broward County strongly disagrees, especially 



in light of the revelation that access to the public parking garage directly across Broward 



Boulevard from the Fort Lauderdale Station may be severely hampered by the closure of the 



street acting as its entrance (SW 2nd Street).  The FONSI identifies parking projections on page 



25; however, there is no mention of how these figures were produced and what assumptions 



were used for ridership.  Further, the County would like to be consulted prior to the final EIS 



with respect to the parking needs analysis. 



 



Preliminary Hazard Analysis 



Elements of the Draft EIS make reference to risk and hazard assessments that appear to have 



originated from a hazard analysis document.  Was a formal Preliminary Hazard Analysis 



completed?  If so, has it been available to the public?  If not, a copy of such analysis should be 



disseminated to stakeholders prior to project approval. 



 



SECTION 106 AND SECTION 4(F) REVIEW 



The DEIS does not meet the requirements of a Section 106 consultation, as the Board and 



Broward County staff were not invited to participate in the development of its description of 



impacts on historic resources within Broward County.  The purpose of Section 106 consultation 
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is for Federal agencies to consider the effects of the Project on historic sites that are on, or 



eligible for, the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).  The DEIS does not meet the 



requirements of a Section 4(f) review of the Project as it does not: (1) provide sufficient 



information to ensure that the Project avoids the use of historic sites, (2) describe the evaluation 



of prudent and feasible alternatives to avoid such a use, or (3) explain how the Project and the 



FRA have used all possible planning tools to minimize harm to historic sites.   



 



For general reference, Broward County has an historic preservation and archaeological 



ordinance, professional staff dedicated to historic preservation and an appointed historic 



preservation board nominated by the Board of County Commissioners.   Broward County 



recently completed a state cultural resource/historic preservation project, funded by the State of 



Florida to fully identify, document, catalogue and map a wide variety of cultural and 



archaeological resources throughout the County.   The County has demonstrated a significant 



interest in, and commitment to, the preservation of historic resources and should have been 



consulted prior to the publication of the Draft EIS with respect to potential regional impacts. 



 



As previously mentioned, the Project is adjacent to, and will impact use of and access to, the 



Himmarshee Street/SW 2nd Avenue Historic District (H-1) within Fort Lauderdale, Florida, which 



includes NRHP designated sites such as the New River Inn2.  Overall, the Himmarshee Historic 



District is the oldest section of the commercial downtown in Fort Lauderdale. It includes early 



20th century businesses located along the north and south sides of Himmarshee Street. The 



district is bounded on the east by the railroad tracks, the New River on the south, and the west 



side of Nugent Avenue and portions of the north side of SW 2nd Street. There are about 



seventeen (17) properties in the vicinity, including the Fort Lauderdale Historical Society in the 



Hoch Heritage Center, the Philemon Bryan House, the King-Cromartie House and the restored 



New River Inn (previously-identified) which operates as an historical museum.  In addition, the 



historic Bryant Homes operated as the River House Restaurant and is a site of great interest to 



the City of Fort Lauderdale in redevelopment efforts.  A replica of the first Fort Lauderdale 



school house has also been reconstructed within the district.3  A map of the Historic District 



                                                           
2 Located at 231 SW 2nd Avenue, Fort Lauderdale, Florida 



3 See City of Fort Lauderdale Planning and Zoning Department report on historic resources, January 2009, 



last accessed November 24, 2014, at http://www.fortlauderdale.gov/home/showdocument?id=222.   





http://www.fortlauderdale.gov/home/showdocument?id=222
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shows its immediate proximity to the Project, below.  Taken together, the FRA and All Aboard 



Florida should pursue consultation with local governments on historic site and use impacts, and 



include sufficient information to ensure that the Project avoids the use of historic sites, 



describes the evaluation of prudent and feasible alternatives to avoid such a use, or describes 



how the Project and the FRA have used all possible planning tools to minimize harm to historic 



sites to better comply with Section 106 and Section 4(f) review requirements.   



  



 













From: barbcrazed2@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 6:52:43 PM


Mr John Winkle
 
 
 
Please, please, please consider the long term effects of an unpopular proposed train.
 
I can only see negative outcomes, and NOTHING positive for those of us who are fortunate enough to
 live in heaven, the Treasure Coast.
 
Thirty two additional trains daily will interrupt our lives in so many ways. The closing of crossings during
 peak hours will keep us sitting and idling for an additional 2 hours and 40 minutes, I've heard many say.
 So in that 2 hour 40 minute span, how many emergency/rescue vehicles will sit without supplying the
 help needed? How many people will be inconvenienced? How many people will try to jump the crossing,
 resulting in a fatality?
 
Let's consider the closing of the railroad bridges over waterways. They certainly take much longer, the
 estimates I've heard are 28 minutes for each closing, resulting in 16+ hours a day. How much fuel will be
 used idling while waiting? How about fighting the strong tides and currents, circling with other boats
 stacking up, hoping there is sufficient room for all to keep turning and circling?  Surely our thriving marine
 industry will feel the negative effects of such a fiasco.
 
What about the residents in the houses near the tracks? Right now they see/hear a few freight trains a
 day rumbling slowly by, and think it's charming. How charming is a roaring speeding train going past 32
 times? Not very. Property values will decline, and heaven forbid, with interrupted sleep, our residents will
 get grouchy. Do you live on or near the tracks? More un-sellable houses will stay on the market, possibly
 creating another turndown in economy.
 
We, on the Treasure Coast, will not realize any benefit. Can we ride this wonder train? No, it won't make
 any stops. Can our merchants depend on passengers spending money here? No, that will be in Orlando
 or Miami. Is it Beautiful? Peaceful? Helpful? No, No, and NO.
 
 
Barbara and Edward DeMarco
4820 SE Mariner Village Ln
Stuart, Fl 34997
 
 



mailto:barbcrazed2@aol.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Sondra MacArtney
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida objections
Date: Sunday, November 23, 2014 6:50:37 PM


                                                                                          Sondra L. MacArtney
                                                                                          2174 SW Whitemarsh Way
                                                                                          Palm City, Florida
 34990                                                                                                 
                                                                                          November 20, 2014
 
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E.,
Room W38-31,
Washington, D.C. 20590
 
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
All Aboard Florida may be appealing to residents of communities from West Palm Beach
 south to Miami, but to those of us who live in the towns north of West Palm Beach up to
Orlando there is not only no apparent benefit, but the trains will be unbelievably detrimental. 
 There will be no stops in the northern section and thirty-two trains a day going through.  In
 Stuart, having all these trains going through may very well ruin the
downtown area, where the tracks go right through the middle of town.  It will impede our
 access to the hospital, as well as hold up emergency vehicles.
 
Florida has always attracted boaters and millions and millions have been spent here to raise
 the height of bridges to accommodate boats passing under.  Now those boats will be
held up for much longer periods of time than before waiting for the low railroad trestles to go
 up and down.  Will we stop attracting boaters to Florida?
 
The most serious concern, however, is one that we haven’t heard much about.  How many
 more freight trains will be coming through once the new Panama Canal is open?
Then there will be huge amounts of freight coming into Miami and it will be shipped
up North from there.  Thirty-two passenger trains a day will seem like nothing compared
to the amount of freight trains!
 
Why can’t this railroad go through central Florida where it would not be so damaging to
so many communities.  Wasn’t there a plan at one time to run tracks between I95 and the
Florida Turnpike?  And would you need 16 trains a day from Miami to Orlando or vice-
versa?  Passengers could surely have enough choices with two trains in the morning and two
 in the afternoon or evening. 
 
I am enclosing an opinion page from our local newspaper which has many interesting letters
 from local residents.  I hope you will give your most open-minded attention to the
valid concerns  of the area residents.  Thank you.
 
 
                                                                                 Sincerely



mailto:sondymac@comcast.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment





 yours,                                                                          
 
 
                                                                                                    


This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus
 protection is active.
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From: michael.j.cole@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: FRAPA@dot.gov
Subject: RE: All Aboard Florida Analysis
Date: Sunday, September 28, 2014 9:05:17 AM


Mr. Lewis,


I've forwarded this email and attachments to the comments email address listed in the AAF
 DEIS. Please submit any future correspondence to that address.


Thank you,


Michael Cole
Public Affairs Specialist
FRA


Sent with Good (www.good.com)


-----Original Message-----
From: Public Affairs (FRA)
Sent: Saturday, September 27, 2014 09:32 PM Eastern Standard Time
To: England, Michael (FRA); Flatau, Warren (FRA); Lake, Michael.CTR (FRA); Fisher, Kim
 CTR; Thompson, Kevin (FRA); Cole, Michael J. (FRA); Mercer, Henry Dickson (FRA)
Subject: FW: All Aboard Florida Analysis


 


From: Christopher Lewis
Sent: Saturday, September 27, 2014 9:32:40 PM (UTC-05:00) Eastern Time (US & Canada)
To: Public Affairs (FRA)
Subject: All Aboard Florida Analysis


Christopher Lewis
The Entertainment Group


4570 NE Indian River Drive
Jensen Beach, FL 34957


772-225-1663 - 772-214-6688 cell
 
FRA - Office of Public Affairs: 
         Please take note that we in Martin County, Florida absolutely DO NOT see
 any advantage to the All Aboard Florida tourist railroad plan and hope that you
 deny the project promoters any portion of the Federal funds available for high
 speed rail. The project will destroy the tranquility of the place we call home. 
         Please take the time to read the attached analysis of the plan and its
 affects on us, Florida residents.
Thank you for your time, sincerely, Christopher Lewis



mailto:michael.j.cole@dot.gov
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From: shaykyla@yahoo.com
To: john.winkle@dot.gov; Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov; Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil; David.Keys@noaa.gov;


 Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil; Allan.Nagy@faa.gov; James.Christian@dot.gov; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov;
 Gavin.JamesG@epa.gov; Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov; John_Wrublik@fws.gov; Charles_Kelso@fws.gov;
 CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov; BillNelson@senate.gov; Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com;
 Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov; GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com; MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov


Subject: Florida All Aboard
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 6:37:41 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle, 


I do not support the Florida All Aboard project. It will bisect Martin
 County, most specifically Stuart, the city I reside in into two
 separate and distinct halves. It will significantly affect our way of
 life. If the project continues with the approvals, our citizens will be
 subjected to an adverse way of life which is not why we moved to Martin
 County. I do  not believe this railway project if for passengers. It is
 for freight, plain and simple. For commerce which does not benefit our
 county in any way shape or form, we are being forced to potentially
 accept a project and fund a project which will endanger the lives of
 our citizens and our visitors. The railway will further aggravate
 medical response teams from accessing Martin Memorial Hospital of which
 locations are restricted by access across the existing tracks. Stop
 forcing commerce agendas at us. We do not support this project in the
 projected target area. 


Kyla Shay Krosin,


Concerned resident of Martin County, Florida
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From: Ryan, Stephen
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: CARE FL Comments on AAF DEIS
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 1:11:14 PM
Attachments: CARE FL DEIS Comments.PDF
Importance: High


Mr. Winkle:
 
On behalf of Citizens Against Rail Expansion in Florida (CARE FL), attached please
 find CARE FL’s comments on the AAF DEIS.  Should you have questions or need
 additional information, do not hesitate to contact me directly.
 
Stephen Ryan
 
 
Stephen M. Ryan 
Partner


McDermott Will & Emery LLP  |  The McDermott Building  |  500 North Capitol Street, N.W.  |
  Washington, DC 20001
Tel +1 202 756 8333  |  Mobile +1 202 251 5343  |  Fax +1 202 756 8087


Biography | Website | vCard | E-mail | Twitter | LinkedIn | Blog


 


*******************************************************************************************************************
This message is a PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL communication. This message and all
 attachments are a private communication sent by a law firm and may be confidential or protected by
 privilege. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying,
 distribution or use of the information contained in or attached to this message is strictly prohibited.
 Please notify the sender of the delivery error by replying to this message, and then delete it from your
 system. Thank you.
*******************************************************************************************************************


Please visit http://www.mwe.com/ for more information about our Firm.
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I.   INTRODUCTION 
 
Citizens Against Rail Expansion in Florida (“CARE FL”) welcomes this opportunity to submit 
comments to the Federal Railroad Administration (“FRA” or “the Agency”) concerning the 
FRA’s September 2014 draft environmental impact statement (“DEIS”) for the proposed All 
Aboard Florida (“AAF”) Orlando to Miami Intercity Passenger Rail Project (“the Project”).  
CARE FL is a coalition of South Florida and Treasure Coast community leaders, organizations, 
and residents devoted to protecting the safety, welfare, and way of life of the more than 10 
million people living in and around the areas that will impacted by the Project.  
 
The ill-conceived Project threatens unacceptable adverse impacts on the safety and welfare of the 
communities, families and businesses of coastal Florida.  Notably, the Project will create new 
and totally unacceptable safety risks.  The Project will run high-speed passenger trains through 
densely populated coastal communities, and in the same right-of-way there will be a sharp 
increase in the number of freight trains carrying toxic materials.  It will profoundly disrupt the 
region’s recreational and commercial boating activities in navigable waterways.  Yet those two 
topics receive totally inadequate analysis or candor in the DEIS.  The DEIS fails to adequately 
compare the Project with reasonable alternatives – alternatives that do not create such hazardous 
safety, environmental, and economic impacts.  
 
As discussed at length below, the DEIS does not satisfy the FRA’s obligations under the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA), 42 U.S.C. § 4332 et seq., its implementing 
regulations or applicable Council on Environmental Quality (“CEQ”) guidance materials.  At a 
bare minimum, the FRA must do significantly more work to evaluate the potential impacts of the 
project – direct, indirect and cumulative – and to evaluate appropriate mitigation measures for 
those impacts. 



A. THE FRA SHOULD PREPARE A SUPPLEMENTAL DEIS 
 
NEPA serves two purposes:  (1) ensuring that federal agencies carefully consider information 
about significant environmental impacts; and (2) guaranteeing that relevant information is made 
available to the public.  See, e.g., Northern Plains Resource Council, Inc. v. Surface 
Transportation Board, 668 F.3d 1067, 1072 (9th Cir. 2012).  The existing DEIS for the Project 
fails to fulfil either purpose.  More specifically, the DEIS is defective for at least five reasons: 
 



1. Inaccurate and Inadequate analysis of navigation impacts.  The DEIS 
glosses over and does not contain any of the significant and material detrimental 
impacts the Project will have on marine navigation.  As this set of comments 
demonstrates, the DEIS fails to engage in a meaningful discussion of potential 
navigation-related mitigation measures.  Most notably, the DEIS fails to recognize 
the significant navigation-related problems caused by the Project utilizing the 
existing St. Lucie River, Loxahatchee, and New River bridges, and fails to engage 
with the manner in which those existing problems will be worsened by the 
Project.  These issues are discussed at length in Section [III.A] below and include 
the observations of Mr. Dana A. Goward, a retired Senior Executive Service 











 



2 
 



official and retired Captain in the U.S. Coast Guard who was previously 
responsible for the permitting and regulation of more than 18,000 bridges.   
 
2. Inadequate analysis of climate-related risks.  The DEIS recognizes that 
changing climate conditions pose a threat to the Project’s rail corridor and bridges 
but contains no discussion of (a) how that threat affects the economic assumptions 
underlying the Project; (b) how that threat affects the FRA’s analysis of the 
Project’s safety impacts; and (c) climate resiliency measures that should be 
implemented as part of the Project (should it go forward).  The DEIS fails to 
adequately evaluate the alternative inland route that is not as susceptible to the 
effects of rising sea level and storm surges as the coastal floodplain chosen for the 
Project. 
   
3. Missing information about the Project.  The DEIS environmental 
analysis is premised entirely on claims of how many people will ride the train and 
corresponding claims of environmental benefit related to reductions in automobile 
trips.  However, neither the agency nor AAF has made available any version of 
the corollary cost and business model assumptions that underlie the FRA’s 
assertion that the Project is commercially viable and, therefore, preferable to the 
various alternatives discussed (and dismissed) in the DEIS.  As such, the DEIS 
provides no assurance that the FRA has examined those assumptions and deprives 
the public of the opportunity to assess the commercial viability of the 
Project.  AAF clearly has a range of potential ticket prices – it privately 
distributed this information to prospective bond holders – but its website and the 
DEIS fail to disclose any ticket price information to the public.  Without seeing 
information on ticket prices, the public cannot meaningfully compare the Project 
to alternative forms of transportation. Thus, the DEIS’s assumption that a 
significant portion of the public will choose the Project over driving automobiles 
is arbitrary.  The Agency should issue a supplemental DEIS that provides a range 
of ticket prices and rigorously explores whether those prices are high enough for 
AAF to pay back its investors and low enough to attract enough riders to justify 
the Project’s claimed environmental benefits.  
 
4. Inadequate analysis of safety impacts.  The Project will more than triple 
the number of trains (and dramatically increase the speed of those trains) passing 
through nearly 350 at-grade road crossings traversed by tens-of-thousands of cars 
and numerous pedestrians each day, along a rail corridor where trespassing, in the 
words of one FRA engineer, is “epidemic” and which faces increasing risk of 
damage from rising sea levels and changing climate conditions.  Yet all the DEIS 
says about the safety risks posed by the Project is that “opportunities for conflict” 
between trains and people or vehicles “may” increase and that vague, unspecified 
“improvements” “would minimize potential conflicts and their consequences.”  
DEIS at S-17; see also DEIS at 5-133 to 5-137 (discussing public safety).  Such 
an utterly conclusory analysis in no way satisfies the FRA’s obligation to assess 
the public safety impacts of the Project or to discuss mitigation of those impacts.  
Instead, the FRA must prepare a supplemental DEIS that contains reasonable 
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projections of the nature, extent, and frequency of safety problems that may occur 
as a result of the Project, along with a meaningful discussion of mitigation 
measures for those problems.  The DEIS also ignores memos prepared by the 
FRA’s own staff earlier than the DEIS that directly address these issues.  
 
5. No meaningful alternatives analysis.  The DEIS’s overly narrow purpose 
of the Project – its claimed commercial viability for AAF – resulted in a 
premature dismissal of reasonable alternatives.  “The heart of the environmental 
impact statement” rests in the alternatives analysis.  40 C.F.R. 1502.14.  An EIS is 
supposed to “[d]evote substantial treatment to each alternative considered in detail 
including the proposed action so that reviewers may evaluate their comparative 
merits.” 1502.14(b) (emphasis added).  The alternative routes, specifically the 
inland CSX route, do not pose the same hazardous risks to maritime navigation, 
safety, and the environment.  But as discussed throughout these comments, the 
DEIS does not provide sufficient information on these critical issues and does not 
engage in a meaningful analysis of the alternatives to the Project.   



 
To fulfil its NEPA obligations, the FRA should prepare a supplemental DEIS that addresses all 
of the issues outlined above and discussed in greater detail in the body of these comments.  
Equally important, the FRA should use the supplemental DEIS to develop a more comprehensive 
set of mitigation measures for the Project’s impacts and should propose a mitigation monitoring 
plan.  It is not enough for the FRA to say (for example) that safety “recommendations” will be 
made at some unspecified time in the future, as the Agency does on page 5-134 of the DEIS.  
Instead, the FRA should put forth a document for public comment that both predicts what might 
happen as a result of the Project and identifies specific, realistic measures that can be taken to 
mitigate those impacts.  That is what NEPA requires.  



B.   SUBSTANTIAL MITIGATION EFFORTS SHOULD BE IMPLEMENTED IF 
THE PROJECT GOES FORWARD 



 
In the event the FRA decides to publish a final environmental impact statement for the Project 
without first publishing a supplemental DEIS – which it should not do – the FRA must, at a 
minimum, ensure that the final EIS contains a comprehensive list of appropriate mitigation 
measures, along with a plan for monitoring the implementation of those measures.  Among the 
many mitigation measures the Agency needs to consider are the following: 
 



• Replacement of the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River bridges with 
higher, more modern, safer bridges that do not adversely impact 
navigation as the current bridges do, and do not create adverse noise, 
vibration or visual impacts on the surrounding communities.  
 



• Implementation of a full suite of rail-related safety measures including, 
but not limited to, the creation of a sealed corridor at all at-grade crossings 
and the installation of pedestrian gates at those locations where sidewalks 
are present on either side of the rail line.   
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C. THE AGENCY MUST ALSO CONSIDER MANY OTHER ISSUES 
 
CARE FL has focused its comments on the areas where it can provide special insights based on 
the direct adverse impacts that the Project will have on its members.  But the Project raises many 
other concerns that the Agency must also consider and address.  In particular, CARE FL adopts, 
and incorporates by reference, the well-considered comments submitted by the Board of County 
Commissioners of Indian River County, Florida (the “Indian River County Comments”) and 
those submitted by Martin County, Florida (the “Martin County Comments”).  CARE FL also 
urges the Agency to carefully review all of the comments submitted as part of the public 
comment process, as public transparency about the Project is one of CARE FL’s primary 
concerns and should also be a priority for the FRA.  
 
II.   BACKGROUND 



A. CARE FL 
 
CARE FL is a coalition of concerned community leaders, organizations and neighbors in South 
Florida and the Treasure Coast.  Our group continues to grow and includes the following 
homeowners associations:  Admiral’s Cove in Jupiter, FL; Loblolly in Hobe Sound, FL; Mariner 
Sands Country Club in Stuart, FL; Jonathan’s Landing in Jupiter, FL; Frenchman’s Creek in 
Palm Beach Gardens, FL; and Frenchmen’s Reserve in Palm Beach Gardens, FL.  Protecting the 
safety, welfare and way of life for the families, businesses and retirees who live in and around 
our communities is our goal.  We also care about transparency and are seeking open and honest 
discussions on the costs, benefits and risks of rail expansion in Florida. 
 
We are opposed to the combined proposed passenger and freight rail expansion because we 
believe, based on facts and a commonsense understanding of the reality of life with trains – and 
waterways, causeways, drawbridges and other infrastructures that define day-to-day life in South 
Florida – that rail expansion in the corridor chosen by AAF will have a significant and negative 
impact on our communities.  When we refer to “our communities” we mean that expansively, as 
more than 10 million people live in and around the areas that will be affected by the proposed 
rail expansion. 



B.   AAF AND THE PROJECT 
 
All Aboard Florida – Operations LLC is a subsidiary of New York hedge fund Fortress 
Investment Group.  Although AAF is seeking at least $1.6 billion in financial support from the 
FRA’s Railroad Rehabilitation and Improvement Financing (“RRIF”) program, it has also 
indicated that intends to fund the Project through $1.75 billion in Private Activity Bonds 
(“PABs”).  AAF released a preliminary bond offering memorandum to potential investors in 
June 2014 but has failed to disclose any economic information that would be useful to potential 
riders.1 



                                                 
1 AAF has sued various state agencies and a Florida citizen to prevent the public disclosure of its ridership study and 
ticket price information. See Arnie Rosenberg, All Aboard Florida files suit to block agencies from releasing 
'sensitive' documents’, TCPalm (Jun. 16, 2014), http://www.tcpalm.com/franchise/shaping-our-future/our-roads/all-
aboard-florida-files-suit-blocking-agencies.  We believe that this is reprehensible.  This information is critical for the 





http://www.tcpalm.com/franchise/shaping-our-future/our-roads/all-aboard-florida-files-suit-blocking-agencies


http://www.tcpalm.com/franchise/shaping-our-future/our-roads/all-aboard-florida-files-suit-blocking-agencies
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The DEIS indicates that AAF has articulated two purposes for the Project.  The first is “to 
provide reliable and convenient intercity passenger rail transportation between Orlando and 
Miami, Florida . . . by maximizing the use of existing transportation corridors.”  DEIS at S-5.  
AAF claims that “[t]his transportation service would offer a safe and efficient alternative to 
automobile travel on congested highway corridors, add transportation capacity within those 
corridors (particularly Interstate 95 [I‐95]) and encourage connectivity with other modes of 
transportation such as light rail, commuter rail and air transportation.”  Id.  The second purpose 
of the Project is to “provide intercity passenger rail service that addresses South Florida’s current 
and future needs to enhance the transportation system by providing a transportation alternative 
for Floridians and tourists . . . .”  Id.   
 
More importantly, the DEIS indicates that AAF’s primary “objective” “is to provide an intercity 
rail service that is sustainable as a private commercial enterprise.”  Id. (emphasis added).  That 
“objective” has two components:  (1) providing “a reliable and efficient intercity rail service 
between Orlando and Miami with an approximate 3‐hour trip time,” and (2) providing intercity 
rail service that is “sustainable as a private commercial enterprise,” with “sustainable” meaning 
that it “can attract sufficient riders to meet revenue projections and operate at an acceptable 
profit level.”  Id.   
 
As discussed more fully in Section III below (“The DEIS Does Not Satisfy NEPA”), the DEIS 
fails to carefully examine whether the Project can in fact meet either of AAF’s objectives and 
often reads as if AAF’s convenience, building schedule and profit potential are more important 
than any other pertinent considerations, such as safety and navigation of the waterways.   



C. THE FRA’S OBLIGATIONS UNDER NEPA 
 
NEPA and its implementing regulations require federal agencies to take a “hard look” at the 
direct, indirect and cumulative impacts of those federal actions that have a significant impact on 
the human environment.  See 40 C.F.R. §§ 1508.7, 1508.8 & 1508.25(c); N. Plains Res. Council, 
Inc. v. Surface Transp. Bd., 668 F.3d 1067, 1075 (9th Cir. 2012).  A “hard look” means, among 
other things, that the agency must discuss adverse impacts without improperly minimizing 
them.  See Native Village of Point Hope v. Jewell, 740 F.3d 489, 494 (9th Cir. 2014).  In 
addition, while agencies need not “foresee the unforeseeable,” they are required to engage in 
“reasonable forecasting and speculation.”  Delaware Riverkeeper Network et al. v. FERC, 753 
F.3d 1304, 1310 (D.C. Cir. 2014) (citations omitted).  Agencies must also “either obtain 
information that is ‘essential to a reasoned choice among alternatives’ or explain why that 
information is too costly or difficult to obtain.”  Native Village, 740 F.3d at 493 (quoting 40 
C.F.R. § 1502.22).  The agency must also carefully examine the environmental impacts of 
reasonable alternatives, including a no-action alternative.  See 40 C.F.R. § 1502.14.  The agency 
must also provide a full and fair discussion not only of anticipated significant environmental 
impacts, but also of measures that would avoid or minimize those impacts.  See 40 C.F.R. § 
1502(c).  Finally, a central purpose of NEPA is to ensure that the public is fully informed about 
the impacts that a proposed action will have.  See 40 C.F.R. §1502.1.  Thus, where a draft 



                                                                                                                                                             
public to evaluate the Project.  Because of AAF’s lawsuit this information is not included in these comments, but we 
firmly believe that the Agency should make it part of the record for the public to view. 
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environmental impact statement fails to provide sufficient information to allow for a meaningful 
analysis of those impacts, the agency must prepare and circulate a revised draft discussion of the 
relevant issues.  See 40 C.F.R. § 1502.9(a). 
 
III. THE DEIS DOES NOT SATISFY NEPA 
 
A. THE DEIS PROVIDES AN INADEQUATE  
 ANALYSIS OF NAVIGATION IMPACTS  
 
The DEIS either ignores or glosses over the detrimental impacts the Project will have on marine 
navigation.  As a result, the DEIS also fails to provide a meaningful discussion of the potential 
mitigation measures for those adverse impacts.   
 
Below, CARE FL focuses on three navigation-related concerns that the FRA appears to have 
overlooked entirely and which should be addressed in a supplemental DEIS.  Those concerns 
are:   
 



(1) The poor existing state of the St. Lucie and Loxahatchee bridges 
and the ways in which the Project will compound the existing 
navigation problems created by those bridges; 



 
(2) Profound flaws in the methodology the FRA has used to examine 



the Project’s navigation impacts at the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and 
New River bridges; and  



 
(3) The multiple adverse environmental impacts that will stem from 



the boating delays and queues that the DEIS (even with its flawed 
methodology) recognizes the Project will cause. 



 
Importantly, we have included in our discussion of the first topic the observations of former U.S. 
Coast Guard Captain Dana A. Goward.  Captain Goward is a former Senior Executive Service 
official in the U.S. Coast Guard who was responsible for the permitting and regulation of over 
18,000 bridges.  As Captain Goward’s observations make clear, the FRA should not approve the 
Project as it is currently conceived but should instead either reject the Project or, at a bare 
minimum, require significant revisions to AAF’s handling of the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and 
New River bridges.  Captain Goward also provided input with respect to the comments below on 
the second and third topics. 
 
1.   The DEIS Fails to Address the Significant Flaws in  



the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River Bridges 
 
A central – and highly troubling – feature of the Project is that it will retain the existing St. Lucie 
and Loxahatchee bridges, despite the fact that both bridges are nearly 80 years old and already 
significantly impede navigation.  See DEIS at S-9 to S-10 (explaining that there will be no 
changes to the structure or dimensions of either bridge); id. at 5-24 (noting that even without the 
Project 25% of the boats arriving at the Loxahatchee bridge experience delays).  Indeed, the 
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Project will actually cause additional delays at each bridge.  DEIS at 5-21 & 5-24 (predicting 
that the Project will cause delays for 42% of the boat traffic at each bridge, significantly more 
than under the no-action alternative).   
 
It is highly unlikely that neither the St. Lucie bridge nor the Loxahatchee bridge would be 
permitted today.  Both bridges are more than 75 years old and local navigation needs have 
increased dramatically during that time.  The existing bridges already negatively and 
unreasonably impact waterway traffic and those negative impacts will only be compounded by 
the Project, which will result in many additional bridge closings each day.  Moreover, both 
bridges are also in advanced state of decay, which raises significant concerns about the safety of 
rushing more than 30 new high speed passenger trains over them each day.  And those safety 
risks are compounded by changing climate conditions.  As the FRA recognizes, changing climate 
conditions may lead to more frequent bridge closings.  See DEIS at 5-75.  The FRA needs to 
incorporate that important insight into its analysis of whether it is appropriate for the Project to 
retain the rusty and corroded St. Lucie and Loxahatchee bridges.  Similar concerns exist for the 
New River Bridge. 
 
Included below are Captain Goward’s observations about each bridge.  His comments make clear 
that:  (a) the three bridges should be replaced in their entirety with new bridges that are not 
unreasonably obstructive of navigation, and (b) in the interim, strict, highly predictable 
scheduling of bridge openings and closings should be implemented. 
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Comments of Captain Goward 
 
a) St. Lucie Bridge Operations 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
Summary: 
 
Changes in rail traffic and maritime activity since 1938 have caused the Florida East Coast 
Railroad bridge at Stuart over the St. Lucie River to become an unreasonable obstruction to 
navigation.  
 
The St. Lucie Bridge (also referred to as the “Stuart Bridge”) must either be completely removed 
or replaced with one that is not unreasonably obstructive. 
 
In the interim, strict, highly predictable, long term scheduling of bridge openings and closings 
must be instituted to mitigate obstruction of the waterway. 
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Background:  
 
Waterway Description & Navigation Considerations 
 
The waterway connects the communities of Palm City, Port St. Lucie, parts of Stuart, and the 
Okeechobee Waterway to the Atlantic and the north-south portion of the intra-coastal waterway. 
The Okeechobee Waterway connects the east and west coasts of Florida, is maintained at a depth 
of 8 feet and is suitable for both commercial tug-barge and recreational traffic. The 165 mile 
waterway from Stuart on the east coast to Ft. Myers on the west coast saves approximately 360 
miles compared to rounding the Florida peninsula. The Army Corps of Engineers reports that 
approximately 10,000 vessels and 26,000 tons of cargo transit the waterways’ nearby St. Lucie 
lock each year. 
 



 
 
The navigable waterway passes through a 50’ wide opening between the protected abutments of 
the FEC the railroad bridge. This is the narrowest point that mariners must navigate on the 154 
mile Okeechobee Waterway where the canal varies from 80 to 100 feet wide (some of the locks 
are 50’ wide, but they are not in open water, subject to cross currents and do not pose navigation 
safety issues).   
 
When the bridge is closed it comes within 7’ of the surface of the water, effectively closing the 
waterway - vessels that require less than 7’ vertical clearance usually have very shallow drafts 
and do not need to use the channel portion of the waterway as they can safely pass under the 
bridges at numerous points.  When the railroad bridge is open, waterway vertical clearance in the 
area is 65’ under the adjacent Route 1 Highway Bridge, and 14’ under the adjacent draw bridge 
on N. Dixie Highway. This drawbridge is manned by a bridge tender and will open upon 
demand.  
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As with any choke point between large bodies of tidal waters, currents are strong 



except for brief windows during slack tide. 
 
Transiting through these three bridges is challenging for many vessels because of the 
configuration of the waterway. Vessels must pass through three narrow bridge openings, which 
are not perfectly aligned, within less than a quarter mile. As with any choke point between large 
bodies of tidal waters, currents are strong except for brief windows during slack tide. Captains of 
tug and barge operations report that they must time their transits carefully so as to arrive when 
the tide is changing and the current is at its weakest. And while smaller vessels are able to pass 
each other safely, transits of the quarter-mile gauntlet by vessels of any size limit the waterway 
to one way traffic.  
 
Changes in Rail Traffic and Waterway Use 
 
When the rail bridge was built, circa 1938, use of the waterway was much lower and trains were 
very infrequent. In the last 76 years: 



• The population in St. Lucie and Martin counties has grown from a 
few thousand to over 350,000 full time residents. The winter 
population in many areas increases by 20%. 



• The regional economy and lifestyle has shifted from mostly 
agriculture (pineapple farming) to waterway-oriented residential, 
and water-oriented commercial 



• The Atlantic intra-coastal waterway was built and intersected with 
the St. Lucie River  



• The Okeechobee Waterway was built connecting Ft. Myers, Palm 
City, Stuart, St. Lucie, the Atlantic intra-coastal waterway, and the 
Atlantic Ocean. 



• Waterway use between the St. Lucie River west of the FEC rail 
bridge and points east has greatly increased. During one 53 day 
period almost 13,000 transits were observed.  This equates to over 
88,000 per year. 



• The number of railroad bridge closures per day has greatly 
increased, and the closure times have gotten longer.  
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Communities Built Around 
Waterway Use 
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Waterway users from both sides of the bridge transit to use the waterways. Most of the 15 major 
marina and dockage space in the area is west (upstream) of the bridge. These vessels, and those 
transiting from the Okeechobee Waterway, must pass through the FEC rail bridge to access the 
Atlantic Ocean and/or the Atlantic intra-coastal waterway, and contribute to the estimated 88,000 
transits per year.  
 
The Gulf Stream is often within 8 to 14 miles off the coast making offshore fishing particularly 
attractive.  
 
According to the FECR, the bridge closes the waterway approximately 14 times each day and the 
closures last approximately 20 minutes. Local residents, though, report more extended closures 
and indicate that closures of an hour are not uncommon when the bridge does not open in 
between trains. None of the closures are scheduled, nor are they announced more than a few 
minutes in advance. Users also have no way of knowing how long the closure will last.  
 
Bridge closures discourage users on both sides of the bridge from fully using the waterways, 
especially since the closures are at random and of unpredictable length. 
 
The Bridge Currently Does Not Meet the Reasonable Needs of Navigation Because:  
 
1. It interferes with the primary economic engine of the local economy and undermines the 
foundation upon which the local water-oriented communities were built. 



 
Huge-water oriented 
communities in Stuart, 
Palm City, St. Lucie and 
the surrounding areas, 
marine services, marine 
retail, and all the 
supporting business and 
economic activity would 
not exist, but for the 
presence and usability of 
the waterways. 
 
The importance of this 
type of economic 
activity is essential to 
the entire state of Florida 
and is well documented.  
The Florida Oceans and 
Coastal Council reported 
that the states coastal 
counties contribute 
about 79 percent of the 
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state’s economic productivity.2  
 
Dr. James Cato, an economist, Florida Oceans and Coastal Council member, and former 
Director, School of Natural Resources and the Environment, University of Florida has testified 
that “[a]nything affecting coastal tourism, recreation and marine transportation has a huge impact 
on Florida's ocean economy [.] These sectors of economic activity represent 88 percent of 
Florida's ocean economy . . . .”3  
 
Over 450 vessels per day transit through the bridge on peak days. These can be a varied 
combination of large and small recreational vessels and larger tugs with barges.  This mixture 
increases wait times as larger vessels must pass through more slowly and do not safely allow for 
traffic in the opposite direction. Many vessels must loiter for some period waiting for the bridge 
to open, burning fuel, increasing air emissions, and wasting time. Loitering also increases the 
risk of vessels colliding with each other, running aground or being set upon the bridge by strong 
currents.  
 
Rail bridge closures deter waterway use. While it is impossible to measure events that do not 
occur, it is, nevertheless, obvious that waterway use would be higher if the bridge never closed, 
and the surrounding community’s economies would be that much stronger.4 
 
2. The bridge’s age and condition risks structural and mechanical failures that obstruct the 
waterway. 



     



                                                 
2  Florida Oceans and Coastal Council, Florida's Ocean and Coastal Economies Report, Phase II., at 6 (June 2008), 
available at http://www.floridaoceanscouncil.org/reports/Facts_and_FiguresII.pdf.  
3 Oceans and Coast Drive Florida’s Economy, Environmental News Service, (Oct. 1, 2008), http://www.ens-
newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp. 
4 While the local area is prosperous and growing, regional economic information is unfortunately not readily 
available. This information is crucial to public policy decisions, however, and such data and analyses must be 
incorporated into any decisions.  For example, if an obstructive rail bridge decrements a $20B/yr local economy by 
half a percent, that would be a cost shift from the private rail company to taxpayers of $100M/yr. Similarly, if it 
degraded the value of $50B in property by half a percent, that would be a loss of $250M to taxpayers. 





http://www.floridaoceanscouncil.org/reports/Facts_and_FiguresII.pdf


http://www.ens-newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp


http://www.ens-newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp
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While information on past bridge malfunctions was not immediately available for this paper, a 
casual inspection of the bridge shows that it has suffered from lack of attention and maintenance.  
 
As the 76 year-old bridge structure, materials and mechanisms continue to age and degrade, 
mechanical and material failures are certain.  
 
3. Alternatives to obstructing the waterway exist, are available, and are feasible. 
 
Waterway users have only one route available to them, the railroad has several. 
 
Railroad tracks farther to the west are available, and in use, for both freight and passenger 
service.  
 
An elevated rail bridge is feasible.  Bridges with grades of up to 4% support freight operations in 
other locations.  
 
Alternatives to using a 76 year-old, poorly maintained bridge that unreasonably obstructs the 
waterway are more expensive for the FECR. By not using these alternatives, though, FECR is 
imposing much greater costs on the citizens of the surrounding area. 
 
4. Competent government agencies have determined that the bridge height does not 
provide for the reasonable needs of navigation.  
 
If FECR were to seek a permit to build a new version of this bridge today, it would most 
certainly be denied. 
 
US Coast Guard and US Department of Transportation policies specifically state preferences for 
fixed bridges over mobile bridges, whenever possible, as they minimize negative impacts to all 
transportation modes at these important intersections of systems. 
 
When the State of Florida constructed the Route 1 bridge over the St. Lucie River and adjacent to 
the FEC rail bridge it made a deliberate decision that a fixed bridge at 65’ over the waterway 
would meet the needs of both navigation and highway traffic. Highway traffic is more 
continuous than rail traffic, so the parallel is not exact. However, as rail traffic has increased, 
both in the number of trains and their length, the parallel between the two has become much 
closer. For example, local officials and waterway users report that the rail bridge often does not 
open between individual trains to allow navigation, even if it means another 20 minutes the 
waterway will be closed. 
 
The FEC RR bridge is approximately 7’ above the water when closed. The USCG Bridge 
Clearance Guide calls for bridges in this area to be 21’ above the water when closed.  
Guidance for bascule bridges on the Okeechobee waterway between St. Lucie locks and the 
Atlantic inter-coastal waterway – see U.S. Coast Guard, Bridge Guide Clearances, available at 
http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg551/bridge.asp (stating that bridges at the guide height “will 





http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg551/bridge.asp
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ordinarily receive favorable consideration under the bridge permitting process (33 CFR Chapter 
1, Subchapter J - Bridges) as providing for the reasonable needs of navigation.”). 
 
The Bridge Currently, Before the Project, Does Not Meet the Reasonable Needs of 
Navigation.  The Coast Guard must designate this bridge as an unreasonable obstruction to 
navigation under the Truman-Hobbs act and mandate its replacement. 
 
Mitigation Pending Removal or Replacement of the Bridge 
 
Until the bridge is removed or replaced, its negative impact on the waterway must be minimized. 
This requires that: 
 
1. The waterway be open to navigation for at least 31 minutes each hour, 
 
2. The length of openings allow passage of all vessels waiting,  
 
3. The amount of time for any single closure does not exceed 15 minutes as this would 
discourage waterway use, and   
 
4. The times that the waterway will be open are highly predictable and easily understood. 
 
Openings  
 
The law gives deference to waterways users because of their limited alternatives, and the 
multiple alternatives available to surface transportation. 
 
The waterway must be open at least 31 minutes per hour, and for at least 15 minutes per opening.  
 
Safe vessel transits are often limited by the narrow passage to one direction at a time, and the 
need for a slow to modest speed (no more than 10 to 15 knots).  The length of the openings must 
allow passage for all vessels waiting on both sides to cross. With 88,000 transits per year and up 
to 450 per day, including large commercial vessels, waiting lines can be long. Less than 15 
minutes would often be insufficient for vessels on both sides of the bridge to organize, 
accelerate, and individually pass under the bridge. Note that it is too narrow for safe two way 
traffic for many vessels.  
 
Waiting for the bridge to open degrades the boating experience significantly, and can drive 
potential waterway users to just stay home.  According to one source: 
 



“Americans spend roughly 37 billion hours each year waiting in line. The 
dominant cost of waiting is an emotional one: stress, boredom, that 
nagging sensation that one’s life is slipping away. The last thing we want 
to do with our dwindling leisure time is squander it in stasis.”5 



 
                                                 
5  Alex Stone, Why Waiting is Torture, New York Times (Aug. 19, 2012), 
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9B07E4D7113BF93AA2575BC0A9649D8B63. 





http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9B07E4D7113BF93AA2575BC0A9649D8B63
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Informal interviews with users show that they consider a wait of 15 minutes or less reasonable. 
This is predicated upon the schedule of such waits being highly predictable so that users can 
structure their arrivals so as to avoid most closures altogether. 
 
As mentioned earlier, vessels loitering and trying to position themselves for when the bridge 
opens unnecessarily waste fuel, have increased air emissions due to the addition fuel burn and 
typically low engine speed, and run greater risk of collision, grounding and being set upon the 
bridge by strong currents. 
 
Predictability and Clarity 
 
Safe and enjoyable waterway use requires time and preparation.  Numerous items of equipment, 
some of which are time consuming to prepare and requires special transport, are often involved.  
It is also often a group activity, so schedules of multiple people must be coordinated, sometimes 
weeks in advance. 
 
Minimizing the negative impact of rail bridge closures on waterway use requires that users have 
a long term predictable schedule of when the waterway will be open.  This certainty will manage 
expectations, and allow users to adjust their activities and schedules accordingly. 
 
It is also important that schedules be clear, easily understood and recalled from memory. For 
example: “The bridge will open on the hour and half hour, and stay open for 20 minutes.”  
 
We request that the schedule for the waterway being open be published in the Federal Register as 
part of the rulemaking.  Less preferred would be that the rulemaking require that the schedule be 
published at least 90 days in advance and that all schedules remain unchanged for at least 90 
days.  This is a change that should be made with or without the project.  
 
b) Loxahatchee Bridge Operations 
 
Summary: 
 
Changes in rail traffic and maritime activity since 1935 have caused the Florida East Coast 
Railroad bridge over the Loxahatchee River to become an unreasonable obstruction to 
navigation.  
 
The bridge must either be completely removed or replaced with one that is not unreasonably 
obstructive. 
 
In the interim, strict, highly predictable, long term scheduling of bridge openings and closings 
must be instituted to mitigate obstruction of the waterway. 
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Background:  
 
Waterway Description & Navigation Considerations 
 
The navigable waterway passes through a narrow, 40’ space between the protected abutments of 
the FEC railroad bridge. When the railroad bridge is open, waterway vertical clearance is 25’ 
which is controlled by the adjacent Route 811 fixed highway bridge. The 3,000 mile intra-coastal 
waterway that traverses the Atlantic and Gulf coasts is immediately to the east of the two 
bridges.  A third of a mile downstream the Route 1/A1A fixed highway bridge has 26’ vertical 
clearance.  



 
When the railroad bridge is in use the waterway into and out of the Loxahatchee River system is 
closed as the bridge comes within 4’ of surface of the water.  
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Boats waiting for the bridge to open must often contend with strong tidal currents estimated at 7 
to 8 knots. This is caused by the tide surging through a narrow river neck into and out of the very 
large basin and recreation area comprised of the three forks of the Loxahatchee River and the 
extensive, wide confluence area just west of the bridge. Boats waiting for the bridge to open can 
have difficulty avoiding being set onto the bridge, the shore, and each other.  
 
The narrow passage and strong current beneath the bridge make it impossible, or at best unsafe, 
for even small vessels to pass each other. So traffic is almost always limited to one way at a time.  



 
Changes in Rail Traffic and Waterway Use 
 
When the rail bridge was built, circa 1935, use of the waterway was much lower and trains were 
very infrequent.  In the last 79 years: 
 



• The local population has grown by approximately 10,000% 
• The regional economy and lifestyle has shifted from working 



agriculture to waterway-oriented residential, and water-oriented 
commercial 



• The intra-coastal waterway was built and intersected with the 
Loxahatchee 



• Waterway use between the Loxahatchee River system and other 
waterway areas has greatly increased. For 193 days during the first 
half of this year, the Jupiter Inlet District observed over 48,000 
vessel transits through the rail bridge. This equates to over 90,000 
a year. 



• The number of railroad bridge closures per day has greatly 
increased, and the closure times have gotten longer.  



 
While there are more than 1,200 boat slips upstream, waterway users from both sides of the 
bridge transit to use the waterway on the other side. Boaters from the east side of the bridge 
transit west to the broader and more sheltered areas of the river to water ski, jet ski, picnic on a 
wide and long sand bar at low-tide, and visit Jonathan Dickinson State Park. Boaters from the 
west side transit east to use the intra-coastal waterway, visit marinas, patronize restaurants, and 
enter the Atlantic.  
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The Gulf Stream comes closer to shore in this area than anywhere else in the United States 
(between 1 and 2 miles) making offshore fishing particularly attractive. Average year-round 
water temperature is 78 degrees adding to the attractiveness of in-water and water-borne 
recreation. 
 
According to the FECR, the bridge closes the waterway 
approximately 14 times each day for approximately 20 
minutes. Residents report that the closures can be much 
longer, though, lasting up to an hour when the bridge does not 
open between trains.  Data collected by the Jupiter Inlet 
District, though, shows that the number of times per day the 
waterway is open for navigation during daylight hours varies 
greatly between zero and 16. None of the closures are 
scheduled, nor are they announced more than a few minutes in 
advance. Users also have no way of knowing how long the 
closure will last.  
 
Bridge closures discourage users on both sides of the bridge 
from fully using the waterways, especially since the closures 
are at random and of unpredictable length. 
 
The Bridge Currently, Before the Project, Does Not Meet 
the Reasonable Needs of Navigation Because:  
 
1. It interferes with primary economic engine of the local economy and undermines the 
foundation upon which the local water-oriented communities were built. 
 
Huge-water oriented communities in Jupiter, Tequesta, southern Martin County and northern 
Palm Beach County, marine services, marine retail, and all the supporting business and economic 
activity would not exist, but for the presence and usability of the waterways.  
 
The importance of this type of economic activity is essential to the entire state of Florida and is 
well documented.  The Florida Oceans and Coastal Council reported that the states coastal 
counties contribute about 79 percent of the state's economic productivity.6  
 
Dr. James Cato, an economist, Florida Oceans and Coastal Council member, and former 
Director, School of Natural Resources and the Environment, University of Florida has testified 
that "Anything affecting coastal tourism, recreation and marine transportation has a huge impact 
on Florida's ocean economy[.]  These sectors of economic activity represent 88 percent of 
Florida's ocean economy . . . .”7 
 



                                                 
6 See Florida Oceans and Coastal Council, Florida's Ocean and Coastal Economies Report, Phase II., at 6 (June 
2008), available at http://www.floridaoceanscouncil.org/reports/Facts_and_FiguresII.pdf  
7 See Oceans and Coast Drive Florida’s Economy, Environmental News Service, (Oct. 1, 2008), http://www.ens-
newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp.  



Communities 
Located So As To 
Use Waterways 



Mapquest 





http://www.floridaoceanscouncil.org/reports/Facts_and_FiguresII.pdf


http://www.ens-newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp


http://www.ens-newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp
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Over 500 vessels per day transit through the bridge on peak days. Many, if not most, must loiter 
and wait for the bridge to open, burning fuel, increasing air emissions, and wasting time. 
Loitering also increases the risk of vessels colliding with each other, running aground or being 
set upon the bridge by strong currents.  
 
Rail bridge closures deter waterway use. While it is impossible to measure events that do not 
occur, it is, nevertheless, obvious that waterway use would be higher if the bridge never closed, 
and the surrounding community’s economies would be that much stronger.8  
 
2. The bridge’s age and condition has caused failures that obstructed the waterway. The 
risk of additional and more frequent obstructions is increasing. 
 



 
 
Upon one occasion a large piece of metal fell from the bridge and obstructed the waterway. 
Because it was not visible from the surface, several boats struck the metal and reported minor 
damage. Requests to the railroad for it to be removed went unheeded. The large metal object was 
eventually cleared from the waterway by the Jupiter Inlet District. 
 
Mechanical failures of the bridge mechanism have obstructed the waterway while it was being 
repaired.  
 
Extended waterway closures have resulted from a faulty locking system or signal system. With 
the bridge in the down position, trains have repeatedly stopped short of the crossing  
for the engineer to dismount, walk up to the bridge to ensure it is locked down and safe to cross. 
For south-bound trains this also blocks all three streets exiting the City of Tequesta and has 
resulted in complaints to FECR by the mayor.  
 



                                                 
8 While the local area is prosperous and growing, regional economic information is unfortunately not readily 
available. This information is crucial to public policy decisions, however, and such data and analyses must be 
incorporated into any decisions.  For example, if an obstructive rail bridge decrements a $20B/yr local economy by 
half a percent, that would be a cost shift from the private rail company to taxpayers of $100M/yr. Similarly, if it 
degraded the value of $50B in property by half a percent, that would be a loss of $250M to taxpayers. 



Corrosion, lack of care 
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Very little to no preventive maintenance or care is evident to anyone walking out onto the bridge 
(the bridge is entirely accessible to casual pedestrians and even lacks land-side warning or “no 
trespassing” signs.) 
  
As the 79 year-old bridge structure, materials and mechanisms continue to age and degrade, an 
increase in mechanical and material failures is certain. 
 
3. Alternatives to obstructing the waterway exist, are available, and are feasible. 
 
Waterway users have only one route available to them, the railroad has several. 
 
Railroad tracks farther to the west are available, and in use, for both freight and passenger 
service.  
 
An elevated rail bridge is feasible. Bridges with grades of up to 4% support freight operations 
exist in other locations.  
 
US Coast Guard and US Department of Transportation policies specifically state preferences for 
fixed bridges over mobile bridges, whenever possible, as they minimize negative impacts to all 
transportation modes at these important intersections of systems. 
 
When the State of Florida constructed the route 811/A1A bridge over the Loxahatchee and 
adjacent to the FEC rail bridge it made a deliberate decision that a fixed bridge at 25’ over the 
waterway would meet the needs of both navigation and highway traffic. Highway traffic is more 
continuous than rail traffic, so the parallel is not exact. However, as rail traffic has increased, 
both in the number of trains and their length, the parallel between the two has become much 
closer. For example, local officials and waterway users report that when individual trains are 
separated by 20 minutes or less, the rail bridge will not open to allow navigation between train 
crossings.  
 
The FEC RR bridge is approximately 4’ above the water when closed. The USCG Bridge 
Clearance Guide calls for bridges on the adjacent intra-coastal waterway to be 21’ above the 
water when closed.  Guidance for bascule bridges on the Atlantic intra-coastal waterway 
between Jacksonville and Miami– see U.S. Coast Guard, Bridge Guide Clearances, available at 
http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg551/bridge.asp (stating that bridges at the guide height “will 
ordinarily receive favorable consideration under the bridge permitting process (33 CFR Chapter 
1, Subchapter J - Bridges) as providing for the reasonable needs of navigation.”).  
 
Alternatives to using a 79 year-old, poorly maintained bridge that unreasonably obstructs the 
waterway are more expensive for the FECR. However, by not using these alternatives, FECR is 
imposing much greater costs on the citizens of Tequesta, Jupiter and the surrounding area.  
 
If FECR were to seek a permit to build a new version of this bridge today, it would almost 
certainly be denied. 
 





http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg551/bridge.asp
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The Bridge Does Not Currently Meet the Reasonable Needs of Navigation Before the 
Project.  The Coast Guard must designate this bridge as an unreasonable obstruction to 
navigation under the Truman-Hobbs act and mandate its replacement. 
 
Mitigation of Negative Impact Pending Removal or Replacement of the Bridge 
 
Until the bridge is removed or replaced, its impact on the waterway must be minimized. This 
requires that: 
 
1. The waterway be open to navigation for at least 31 minutes each hour, 
 
2. The length of openings allow passage of all vessels waiting,  
 
3. The amount of time for any single closure does not exceed 15 minutes as this would 
discourage waterway use, and   
 
4. The times that the waterway will be open are highly predictable and easily understood. 
 
Openings  
 
The law gives deference to waterways users because of their limited alternatives, and the 
multiple alternatives available to surface transportation. 
 
The waterway must be open at least 31 minutes per hour, and for at least 15 minutes per opening.  
 
Safe vessel transits are limited by the narrow passage to one direction at a time, and the need for 
a slow to modest speed (no more than 10 to 15 knots).  The length of the openings must allow 
passage for all vessels waiting on both sides to cross. The Jupiter Inlet District has observed an 
average of 288 vessel bridge transits each day, and even more vessels would do so, but for the 
obstruction of the bridge.  With over 500 transits per day on peak days, waiting lines can be long. 
Less than 15 minutes would often be insufficient for vessels on both sides of the bridge to 
organize, accelerate, and individually pass under the bridge (it is too narrow for safe two way 
traffic).  
 
Waiting for the bridge to open degrades the boating experience significantly, and can drive 
potential waterway users to just stay home.  According to one authority: 
 



“Americans spend roughly 37 billion hours each year waiting in line. The 
dominant cost of waiting is an emotional one: stress, boredom, that 
nagging sensation that one’s life is slipping away. The last thing we want 
to do with our dwindling leisure time is squander it in stasis.”9 
 



                                                 
9  Alex Stone, Why Waiting is Torture, New York Times (Aug. 19, 2012), 
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9B07E4D7113BF93AA2575BC0A9649D8B63. 





http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9B07E4D7113BF93AA2575BC0A9649D8B63
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Informal interviews with users show that they consider a wait of 15 minutes or less reasonable. 
This is predicated upon the schedule of such waits being highly predictable so that users can 
structure their arrivals so as to avoid most closures altogether. 
 
As mentioned earlier, vessels loitering and trying to position themselves for when the bridge 
opens unnecessarily waste fuel, have increased air emissions due to the addition fuel burn and 
typically low engine speed, and run greater risk of collision, grounding and being set upon the 
bridge by strong currents. 
 
Predictability and Clarity 
 
Safe and enjoyable waterway use requires time and preparation. Numerous items of equipment, 
some of which are time consuming to prepare and requires special transport, are often involved. 
It is also often a group activity, so schedules of multiple people must be coordinated, sometimes 
weeks in advance. 
 
Minimizing the negative impact of rail bridge closures on waterway use requires that users have 
a long term predictable schedule of when the waterway will be open. This certainty will manage 
expectations, and allow users to adjust their activities and schedules accordingly. 
 
It is also important that schedules be clear, easily understood and recalled from memory. For 
example: “The bridge will open on the hour and half hour, and stay open for 20 minutes.”  
 
We request that the schedule for the waterway being open be published in the Federal Register as 
part of the rulemaking.  Less preferred  would be that the rulemaking require that the schedule be 
published at least 90 days in advance and that all schedules remain unchanged for at least 90 
days.  This is a change that should be made with or without the project.  
 
c) New River Bridge Operations 
 
Summary: 



Changes in rail traffic, maritime 
activity, and the community since 
the bridge was first permitted in 
1974 have caused the Florida East 
Coast Railroad bridge at Ft. 
Lauderdale over the New River to 
become an unreasonable 
obstruction to navigation.  



The bridge must either be 
completely removed or replaced 
with one that is not unreasonably 
obstructive. 



Vessels waiting in narrow waterway for railroad 
bridge to open. 
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In the interim, strict, highly predictable, long term scheduling of bridge openings and closings 
must be instituted to mitigate obstruction of the waterway. 



Background:  



Waterway Description & Navigation Considerations 



The New River is a naturally occurring and (by Florida standards) relatively deep waterway that 
originates in the Everglades and has been used for commercial transportation for over 100 years. 
In the area of greatest interest to this report, it is approximately 9 feet deep making it navigable 
by sizeable vessels for 8 miles from where it enters the Atlantic Ocean in the east to the last 
dockage for major vessels on the western reaches of its South Fork. The river provides excellent 
hurricane protection and connects the interior of Broward County, the Central Business District 
of Ft. Lauderdale, the north-south Atlantic intra-coastal waterway, and the Atlantic Ocean. It is 
used extensively for a wide range of marine activity including commercial industrial traffic 
associated with major yacht maintenance and storage, other commercial traffic such as water 
taxis and sightseeing vessels, marine construction vessels and barges, law enforcement/military 
vessels, and a high volume of recreational traffic. The waterway has been designated a “Broward 
Urban River Trail,” which encourages its use by small motorized and non-motorized vessels.10  
 
The waterway is fairly narrow, though vessels over 200 feet long have safely transited the eight 
miles to the industrial centers in the west. 



Many larger vessels transit with two smaller vessels, one each tethered to their bow and stern, to 
help ensure against a loss in steerage or propulsion, and to help the captain avoid other vessels 
and fixed obstacles.  



 
The south fork of the New River west of the FEC RR Bridge is home to one of the largest 
concentrations of commercial marine operations I have ever seen (location of just some of the 
facilities are depicted on the above illustration).  It includes the 50 acre Lauderdale Marine 
Center which bills itself as the largest yacht repair facility in the United States.   



                                                 
10 See Broward Urban River Trails, available at http://www.burt.org/Frame.htm.  



FEC Rail 
Bridge 



Marine Industries 





http://www.burt.org/Frame.htm
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A 214 foot vessel is reported to be the largest serviced to date in the facilities on the South Fork 
of the New River. Available services range from hauling 330 ton vessels out of the water for 
bottom maintenance, to engine replacements and cosmetic services (painting and finishing). In a 
2006 report, the Marine Industries Association of South Florida (MIASF) found over 1,500 
mega-yachts (80’+) in the region served by this commercial hub. It also found that when these 
vessels used a boatyard, the average (2006) invoice was for $169,000.   



A recent report by MIASF documents that, in Broward County (Ft. Lauderdale) alone, the 
marine industry is responsible for $8.8B/year in economic impact, and over 100,000 jobs. A 
great part of Ft. Lauderdale’s success at being “The Yachting Capital of the World” is 
undoubtedly its huge capacity for industrial and maintenance support of all kinds of recreational 
vessels, especially larger ones. 



While the economic impact of marine activities on the New River is substantial, the potential for 
greater success, job creation, and economic development is continually threatened and/or 
stymied by the FECR bridge’s frequent, unpredictable closures, and its poor reliability.  



The western reaches of the New River also serve as a hurricane evacuation location for many 
large vessels. This provides value to the region, in and of itself, as most marine insurance 
companies require owners to have an evacuation plan and location as a condition of coverage.  
Thus, vessels from the entire US Eastern seaboard and around the Caribbean that may not have 
another reason to visit and transit the river benefit from its accessibility. 



The FECR bridge (bridge 341.26) is downstream from the: 



• Enormous and highly productive marine commercial and industrial hub on the South 
Fork of the New Rivers 



• Numerous water-oriented communities 
• Broward Center for the  Performing Arts 
• Museum of Discovery and Science & 



Imax Theatre 
• Esplanade Park 
• Historic Himmarshee Village & the Old 



Ft. Lauderdale Museum of History 
• New River Inn 
• Cooley’s Landing (with live aboard 



dockage) 
• South Fork - Secret Woods Nature 



Center 
• Approximately 5,000 docks.   



 
When closed, the FECR bridge rests 4’ above the water and closes the river to navigation. The 
adjacent Andrews Avenue bridge is 21’ above the water when closed.  This allows the majority 
of the river traffic to transit beneath without the bridge needing to open. Note that the USCG 
guide height for bascule bridges in this area is 21’ in the closed position.   



4’ Height Closes River 
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One of Three Large Storm Water Outfalls Near Bridge 
That Cause Cross Currents 



Through credible and peer-reviewed modeling work, area planners and scientists region predict 
that sea levels along the SE Florida coast will rise 9 to 24 inches in the next 50 years (from 2010 
to 2060).11  This will likely result in the surface of the water coming into contact with the main 
bridge structure during storm surges from major weather events and during high water and storm 
water outflow events after tropical rain falls. 



The 60’ horizontal clearance through the bridge is the narrowest point on the New River, which 
is 100’ or wider along its navigable length. All but the smallest vessels must confine themselves 
to one way, one at a time traffic when transiting through the bridge. 



The river at the FECR bridge is subject to tidal currents, a river current that varies depending 
upon the amount of recent rainfall, and cross currents from storm water outflows on the north 
bank immediately downstream from the bridge. Tidal current on the river has been measured in 
excess of 4 knots, according to NOAA 
data.12  Since the New River is 
connected to a major regional drainage 
canal under the jurisdiction of the US 
Army Corps of Engineers (and local 
sponsor South Florida Water 
Management District), high storm water 
discharge conditions - which in sub-
tropic South Florida happen frequently -
can cause the current to be much faster. 
Extreme storm events (such as 
hurricanes and major thunderstorm 
systems) can deliver enough water such 
that the level of the river at low tide 
approaches that of a normal high tide, 
and can effectively eliminate low tides 
for extended periods. The short term 
impact on the river’s current, especially 
when added to an outgoing tidal flow, can be dramatic and turbulent. This makes navigation, and 
waiting for bridges to open, all that much trickier.  
 
In addition to the current and narrow channel restricting vessels’ ability to maneuver, mariners 
report (and this author witnessed) significant cross currents from periodic and unpredictable 
                                                 
11 See Southeast Florida Regional Climate Change Compact, A Unified Sea Level Rise Projection for Southeast 
Florida, at iii (April 2011), available at http://www.southeastfloridaclimatecompact.org//wp-
content/uploads/2014/09/sea-level-rise.pdf.  
12 NOAA, Tides and Currents, available at  
http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=F
ort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-
0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&
footnote= (last accessed Dec. 1, 2014). 





http://www.southeastfloridaclimatecompact.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/09/sea-level-rise.pdf


http://www.southeastfloridaclimatecompact.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/09/sea-level-rise.pdf


http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=Fort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&footnote=


http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=Fort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&footnote=


http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=Fort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&footnote=


http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=Fort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&footnote=
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storm water outfalls in very close proximity to the east side of the FEC rail bridge. These further 
complicate the ability to safely navigate, hold course, or hold position while waiting for the 
bridge to open. 
 
Vessels speeds are limited by “no wake” restrictions along much of its length and several 
manatee zones. 
 
Bridge Operation – Prior to the Project – Is Not In Accordance With Federal Regulations 
 
Operation of the bridge does not conform to provisions in the Code of Federal Regulations 
(CFR) in several ways. 
 
33 CFR 117.4 provides for an automated drawbridge to be kept open to navigation when not in 
use by a train. Local waterway users and neighbors report that the bridge is often closed for 
extended periods, frequently an hour or more, when no train is present. 
 
22 CFR 117.42 states that, when an automated bridge operation is approved, “…a description of 
the full operation of the remotely operated or automated drawbridge will be added to subpart B 
of this part.”  No such description is included in subpart B.  
 
Since no “description of the full operation” is included in subpart B, the default requirement is in 
33 CFR 117.5 which states that “…drawbridges must open promptly and fully for the passage of 
vessels when a request or signal to open is given in accordance with this subpart.” Since the 
bridge is untended, the visual and sound signals outlined in 33 CFR 117.15 are of no use, and no 
provision has been made for radio telephone communications. This writer was not able to find 
any method for making a request or giving a signal to open this bridge in the CFR, Coast Pilot, 
or any other publication. The bridge owner is in violation of federal regulations for not having 
and publicizing a method for mariners to signal for the bridge to open. 
 
33 CFR 117.55 requires that the owner of each drawbridge post signs upstream and downstream 
of the bridge notifying waterway users of the operating scheme for the bridge.  No such signs are 
present. 
 
Notes: 
 



1. The Federal Railroad Administration reports that the bridge closes 11 times a day for 
rail traffic with an average closure time of about 20 minutes. 



 
2. Local waterway users report that the bridge is often down for much longer periods 
extending to an hour or more. This is attributed, in part, to a desire to not raise the bridge 
between trains, and that some trains stop on the tracks on either side of the bridge which 
signals the automatic system to keep the bridge down. 
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Vessel Traffic 
 
No independent measurement of yearly vessel traffic in this section of the river was identified for 
reference during the preparation of this paper. This is an important missing datum that should be 
obtained as soon as possible by an independent government authority.  
 
In spite of the apparent absence of reliable quantitative data, it is clear to even a casual observer 
that the section of the New River near the FECR bridge is an exceptionally busy waterway.  For 
example, even though a majority of vessels are able to pass beneath the adjacent 21’ high 
Andrews Avenue bridge without it opening, this bridge still opens about 1,000 times a month to 
allow larger vessels to pass. Assuming a 6:1 ratio of smaller vessels to larger ones makes an 
estimate of annual traffic about 84,000 transits per year. 
 
It is still important to note, though, that even an accurate count of current traffic and transits does 
not include the amount of waterway and economic activity that is deterred by this bridge closing 
the waterway as often as it does.  For example, Mr. William Walker, owner of “Water Taxi of Ft. 
Lauderdale” operates a fleet of 14 boats carrying over 440,000 passengers each year. His water 
taxis serve the area east of the bridge, but not the tourist and cultural area just west of the bridge 
that includes the Broward Center for the Performing Arts, Museum of Discovery and Science, 
Imax Theatre, Esplanade Park, Historic Himmarshee Village, and the Old Ft. Lauderdale 
Museum of History. These attractions would ordinarily be ideal water taxi stops. Unfortunately, 
frequent, unscheduled, and often extended rail bridge closings prevent such service as they 
would too often cause great delays and anger water taxi customers. 



Changes in Rail Traffic and Waterway Use 



The FEC Railroad has operated a bascule rail bridge over the New River in Ft. Lauderdale since 
1912. The current rail bridge was permitted in 1974-5 and construction was complete in 1978. 
Since the current bridge was permitted, the marine industry and residential areas to the west have 
grown significantly. By example, the overall year-round population of the Broward County has 
doubled since 1978, from about 900K to 1.8M. And this does not include substantial seasonal 
increases and tourist visits. 



Waterway users from both sides of the bridge transit to use the waterways on the other side. To 
the west there are extensive marine industrial support facilities, thousands of waterfront 
residences, and the numerous attractions and parks mentioned earlier. To the east lie the intra-
coastal waterway, Port Everglades, and the Atlantic Ocean. Restaurants and other waterfront 
attractions can be found all along the length of the river. 



As mentioned earlier, according to the FRA, the bridge closes the waterway approximately 11 
times each day and the closures last approximately 20 minutes. Local waterway users report 
more extended closures and indicate that closures of an hour are not uncommon. None of the 
closures are scheduled, nor are they announced more than a few minutes in advance. Users also 
have no way of knowing how long the closure will last.  
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Bridge closures discourage users on both sides of the bridge from fully using the waterways, 
especially since the closures are at random and of unpredictable length. 



The Bridge Before the Project Does Not Meet the Reasonable Needs of Navigation Because:  



1. It interferes with a primary economic engine of the local economy and undermines 
the foundation upon which the local water-oriented communities were built. 



“With 300+ miles of inland waterways and 50,000 registered yachts, Fort Lauderdale is 
dubbed ‘the Yachting Capital of the World’ . . . and home to the largest boat show in the 
world, the Fort Lauderdale International Boat Show.”13  
 
Ft. Lauderdale prides itself on being yachting capital of the world. Sustaining that reputation 
and economic engine depends upon ready availability access to a wide range of industrial, 
engineering, maintenance and support services for those vessels. Access to almost all of these 
facilities is controlled by the FEC rail bridge over the New River.  



The bridge also controls access to more than 5,000 docks at marinas and homes up river. 



Many vessels must loiter for some period waiting for the bridge to open, burning fuel, 
increasing air emissions, and wasting time. Loitering also increases the risk of vessels 
colliding with each other, hitting and damaging vessels docked along the river, or being set 
upon the bridge by strong currents.  



Rail bridge closures delay waterway users and deter future use (the water taxi that does not 
serve the attractions on the west side of the bridge is just one example). Every time the bridge 
closes and delays a vessel transit it negatively impacts a critical economic engine of the local 
economy, and reduces property resale values upstream.14 



The importance of this type of economic activity is essential to the entire state of Florida and 
is well documented.  The Florida Oceans and Coastal Council reported that the states coastal 
counties contribute about 79 percent of the state's economic productivity.15  



Dr. James Cato, an economist, Florida Oceans and Coastal Council member, and former 
Director, School of Natural Resources and the Environment, University of Florida has 
testified that "Anything affecting coastal tourism, recreation and marine transportation has a 
huge impact on Florida's ocean economy[.]  These sectors of economic activity represent 88 
percent of Florida's ocean economy . . . .”16 



                                                 
13 Lena Katz, Luxury in the Yachting Capital of the World, Huffington Post (June 21, 2012), 
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/justluxe/boatup-luxury-in-the-yach_b_1594873.html. 
14 For example, if an obstructive rail bridge decrements a $20B/yr local economy by half a percent, that would be a 
cost shift from the private rail company to taxpayers of $100M/yr. Similarly, if it degraded the value of $50B in 
property by half a percent, that would be a loss of $250M to taxpayers. 
15 See Florida Oceans and Coastal Council, Florida's Ocean and Coastal Economies Report, Phase II., (June 2008) 
at 6, available at http://www.floridaoceanscouncil.org/reports/Facts_and_FiguresII.pdf. 
16 Oceans and Coasts Drive Florida’s Economy, Environmental News Service (Oct. 1, 2008), http://www.ens-
newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp. 
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2. Alternatives to obstructing the waterway exist, are available, and are feasible. 



While waterway users have only one route available to them, the railroad has several. These 
include: 



• Using existing rail bridges to the west. The New River is crossed by 
two other rail bridges much further upstream that avoid obstructing 
much of the activity on the waterway. These bridges carry regional 
passenger (Amtrak), commuter (Tri-Rail) and freight traffic.   



• Developing a new rail corridor that is west of the New River entirely. 
The State of Florida is exploring a rail corridor along US 27 that 
would greatly increase capacity for the region, while at the same time 
bypassing numerous existing conflicts with water and vehicle traffic.17   



• Shipping freight along a parallel, but otherwise nearly identical route, 
by barge. Marine transport is generally recognized as the most 
efficient, economical, safest, and most environmentally friendly 
method of moving cargo, 18 and “marine highways” are being 
investigated by regional, state, and federal planners. 



• Replacing the bridge with a higher one that does not unreasonably 
obstruct navigation, or a tunnel. The State of Florida has estimated the 
costs would be $53M for a fixed bridge with 65’ vertical clearance, 
$66M for a drawbridge that had 45’ vertical clearance when closed, 
and a $530M for a tunnel.19  



Note: A tunnel option should not be dismissed merely because of 
capital cost as this would be amortized over an exceptionally long life-
cycle. There are precedents in the immediate area for tunnels being 
selected as the best transportation option:   



o The Henry Kinney Tunnel on U.S. 1 in Fort Lauderdale, which 
replaced a low-level drawbridge in 1960. 



o The $1B Port Miami tunnel that recently connected Miami's 
MacArthur Causeway to the Port of Miami   
 



                                                 
17 Angel Streeter, Railroad coming to U.S. 27? A new vision emerges, Sun Sentinel (May 18, 2013), 
http://articles.sun-sentinel.com/2013-05-18/news/fl-us-27-rail-expansion-study-20130516_1_freight-trains-rail-
corridor-rail-line. 
18 Nationals Waterways Foundation, A Modal Comparison of Domestic Freight Transportation Effects on the 
General Public:  2001-2009 (Feb. 2012), http://www.nationalwaterwaysfoundation.org/study/FinalReportTTI.pdf  
19 Michael Turnbell, Bridge or tunnel considered for proposed commuter train to cross New River in downtown Fort 
Lauderdale, Sun Sentinel (Oct. 5, 2010), http://articles.sun-sentinel.com/2010-10-05/news/fl-fec-new-river-bridge-
tunnel-20101005_1_boat-owners-andrews-avenue-bridge-or-tunnel.  
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Some of these alternatives are more expensive for the FECR. By not using them, though, the 
FECR is imposing much greater costs on the citizens of the area. 



3. Competent government agencies have determined that the bridge height does not 
provide for the reasonable needs of navigation.  



If FECR were to seek a permit to build this bridge today, it would most certainly be 
denied. 



US Coast Guard and US Department of Transportation policies specifically state preferences 
for fixed bridges over mobile bridges, whenever possible, as they minimize negative impacts 
to all transportation modes at these important intersections of transportation systems. 



In 2009, the State of Florida examined alternatives to the FEC rail bridge over the New River 
and developed the two bridge and tunnel options mentioned earlier because the state 
recognized the problems posed by the bridge and that it did not meet the reasonable needs of 
navigation. 



The FEC RR bridge is approximately 4’ above the water when closed. The USCG 
Bridge Clearance Guide calls for bridges in this area to be 21’ to 25’ above the water 
when closed.  Guidance for bascule bridges on the nearby Atlantic inter-coastal waterway 
and Miami River – see U.S. Coast Guard, Bridge Guide Clearances, available at 
http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg551/bridge.asp (stating that bridges at the guide height “will 
ordinarily receive favorable consideration under the bridge permitting process (33 CFR 
Chapter 1, Subchapter J - Bridges) as providing for the reasonable needs of navigation.”). 



The Bridge Does Not Meet the Reasonable Needs of Navigation.  The Coast Guard must 
designate this bridge as an unreasonable obstruction to navigation under the Truman-
Hobbs act and mandate its replacement. 



Mitigation Pending Removal or Replacement of the Bridge 



Until the bridge is removed or replaced, its negative impact on the waterway must be 
minimized. This requires that: 



1. The waterway be open to navigation for at least 40 minutes each hour, 



2. The length of openings allow passage of all vessels waiting,  



3. The amount of time for any single closure does not exceed 15 minutes as this would 
discourage waterway use, and   



4. The times that the waterway will be open are highly predictable and easily understood. 



Openings  



The law gives deference to waterways users because of their limited alternatives, and the 
multiple alternatives available to surface transportation. 





http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg551/bridge.asp
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The waterway must be open at least 40 minutes per hour, and for at least 15 minutes per 
opening.  



Safe vessel transits are usually limited by the narrow passage to one direction at a time, and 
the need for a slow, no-wake speed in what is also in a manatee zone. The length of the 
openings must allow passage for all vessels waiting on both sides to cross. With so many 
transits per year, including large commercial vessels, waiting lines can be long, especially 
during peak periods. Less than 15 minutes would often be insufficient for vessels on both 
sides of the bridge to organize, accelerate, and individually pass under the bridge.  



Bridge closures directly impact the safety and costs of the commercial transits to and from 
the western commercial center. Delays have both a direct cost in time, fuel, additional 
hazards waiting in the river, etcetera, but also ripple through the entire commercial enterprise 
by throwing off schedules, work plans, and so on.  In its Truman-Hobbs study of the 
waterway, the USCG should examine the cost of lost business to commercial marinas caused 
by operators who choose to go elsewhere due to the risk of transiting the New River and its 
obstructive bridge.   



Waiting for the bridge to open also degrades the boating experience significantly, and can 
drive potential waterway users to just stay home or relocate where they moor their vessel. 
According to one authority: 



“Americans spend roughly 37 billion hours each year waiting in line. The 
dominant cost of waiting is an emotional one: stress, boredom, that 
nagging sensation that one’s life is slipping away. The last thing we want 
to do with our dwindling leisure time is squander it in stasis.”20 
 



Informal interviews with users show that they consider a wait of 15 minutes or less 
reasonable. This is predicated upon the schedule of such waits being highly predictable so 
that users can structure their arrivals so as to avoid most closures altogether. 



As mentioned earlier, vessels loitering and trying to position themselves for when the bridge 
opens unnecessarily waste fuel, have increased air emissions due to the addition fuel burn 
and typically low engine speed, and run greater risk of collision, grounding and being set 
upon the bridge or shore by strong currents. Collectively this inconvenience amounts to 
decline in property and business value.   



Predictability and Clarity 



Safe and efficient (and in the case of recreational users, enjoyable) waterway use requires 
time and preparation.  Numerous items of equipment, some of which are time consuming to 
prepare and require special transport, are often involved.  It is also often a group activity, so 
schedules of multiple people and organizations must be coordinated, sometimes weeks in 
advance. 



                                                 
20  Alex Stone, Why Waiting is Torture, New York Times (Aug. 19, 2012), 
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9B07E4D7113BF93AA2575BC0A9649D8B63. 
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Minimizing the negative impact of rail bridge closures on waterway use requires that users 
have a long term predictable schedule of when the waterway will be open. This certainty will 
manage expectations, and allow users to adjust their activities and schedules accordingly. 



It is also important that schedules be clear, easily understood and recalled from memory. For 
example: “The bridge will open on the hour and half hour, and stay open for 20 minutes.”  



We request that the schedule for the waterway being open be published in the Federal 
Register as part of the rulemaking.  Less preferred  would be that the rulemaking require that 
the schedule be published at least 90 days in advance and that all schedules remain 
unchanged for at least 90 days.  This is a change that should be made with or without the 
project.  



 
 
2. The Methodology the FRA Used to Examine the Project’s Navigation Impacts is 
 Profoundly Flawed and Understates the Project’s Adverse Navigation Impacts 
 
Although the DEIS recognizes that vessel wait times and queue lengths will increase at the St. 
Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River bridges (see, e.g., DEIS at 5-15) it nevertheless concludes 
that those impacts will have “no adverse economic impacts to marine jobs, economic growth, or 
development.”  Id.  The DEIS’ conclusion is flawed because the FRA has severely 
underestimated the extent to which the Project will harm navigation at the St. Lucie, 
Loxahatchee and New River Bridges.   
 
To assess the Project’s impacts on navigation, the FRA relied on a consultant’s study – the 
“Navigation Discipline Report” – prepared for AAF by AMEC Environment & Infrastructure, 
Inc.   See DEIS Appendix 4.1.3-C.  That study – and the FRA’s use of the study – suffers from 
the following seven flaws that render the FRA’s navigation analysis wholly unreliable and 
inconsistent with the Agency’s obligation to ensure the “professional integrity” of its analysis.  
40 C.F.R. § 1502.24. 
 
First, the FRA examined navigation impacts only in 2016, not any of the later years during 
which the Project will be operational.  See DEIS at 5-18.  That truncated approach ignores harms 
that will be suffered for years to come.  It also ignores any increases in recreational and 
commercial boating that may occur in the future.  That approach is not consistent with the 
Agency’s obligation to make a reasonable forecast of what will happen in the future. 
 
Second, the FRA also failed to establish an appropriate baseline against which to measure the 
impacts of the Project.  To the contrary, the Navigation Discipline Report uses three different 
baselines – one for each bridge – without any explanation of why that is appropriate.  See 
Navigation Discipline Report at 2-10. 
 
Third, the Navigation Discipline Report claims that vessels can pass through the bridge crossing 
in less than 7 seconds.  See Navigation Discipline Report at 2-10.  But that is based solely on 
crossing time and ignores the time that will be required to accelerate from a standing position 
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when the bridge is closed.  In sum, it ignores how the vessels will actually move when the 
Project is operational.   
 
Fourth, the FRA and AAF’s consultant have evaluated the Project’s impacts under the rosiest of 
assumptions, including that the trains will operate properly without delays or incidents on the 
bridges. That approach cannot be reconciled with the FRA’s own conclusion that changing 
climate conditions are likely to cause problems with bridge infrastructure.  It also defies common 
sense.  The FRA should base its projections of anticipated impacts on what is reasonably 
foreseeable, not on the “absolute best case” scenario. 
 
Fifth, the FRA and AAF’s consultant appear not to have collected data on daily boat traffic from 
either the Jupiter Inlet District or the Treasure Coast Regional Planning Counsel. 
 
Sixth, the FRA appears to have concluded that the navigation impacts are minimal based on 
“average” wait times, rather than the total number of vessels that will be forced to wait or the 
total aggregate waiting time of all vessels.  The DEIS provides no justification for such an 
approach, which does nothing but gloss over the fact that the Project will indisputably cause 
greater inconvenience for more boats, as documented on Pages 5-21, 5-24 and 5-26 of the DEIS. 
 
Seventh, the FRA has prematurely rejected the idea of requiring AAF to replace the existing St. 
Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River bridges on the grounds that such a project would be too 
costly.  See DEIS at 5-27.  In doing so, the FRA has provided no cost data that would justify 
such a conclusion.  To the contrary, the DEIS says:  “The use of elevated bridge structures would 
result in significant cost increase; preliminary cost estimates indicate at least an increase in costs 
of two to three times planned activities.”  DEIS at 5-27.  Nowhere does the DEIS provide 
reliable estimates of what it would cost to replace just the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River 
bridges.  Publicly reported bridge construction estimates suggest that the cost of building three 
new elevated bridges would be far, far less than the $1.6 billion loan that AAF has requested – 
and nowhere close to “two to three” times that amount.  In particular, the Fort Lauderdale Sun 
Sentinel reported in October 2010, that the cost of building a new bridge over the New River 
could cost as little as $53 million – a small fraction of the cost of AAF’s $1.6 billion “planned 
activities.”21 
 
3.   The DEIS Ignores the Adverse Environmental Impacts That Stem  
 From the Increased Vessel Queues and Delays that the Project Will Cause 
 
Despite the flaws (discussed above) in the FRA’s study of the Project’s navigation impacts, the 
DEIS nevertheless confirms that the Project (even under the rosiest of assumptions) will lead to 
significantly more boats idling at the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River bridges.  See DEIS 
at 5-21, 5-21 and 5-26 (noting that 76% of the boats passing under the New River bridge will be 
delayed because of the Project).  The increase in boat idling will produce at least two reasonably 
foreseeable adverse environmental impacts:  (a) adverse air quality impacts, and (b) more vessel 
collisions.  But the DEIS nowhere mentions those impacts let alone takes a “hard look” at them. 



                                                 
21 Michael Turnbell, Bridge or tunnel considered for proposed commuter train to cross New River in downtown Fort 
Lauderdale, Sun Sentinel (Oct. 5, 2010), http://articles.sun-sentinel.com/2010-10-05/news/fl-fec-new-river-bridge-
tunnel-20101005_1_boat-owners-andrews-avenue-bridge-or-tunnel. 
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First, the FRA has improperly ignored the adverse air quality impacts that will result from more 
boat idling.  As the DEIS explains:  “Motor vehicles emit CO2 at high rates when they are 
operating a low speeds or idling in queues.”  DEIS at 5-38.  The same concern exists when 
marine vessels idle at length in long queues.  Yet that is exactly what the Project is likely to 
cause.  See DEIS at 5-21 & 5-24 (projecting that the total percentage of boats waiting in queues 
will triple at the St. Lucie bridge and nearly double at the Loxahatchee bridge).  In these 
circumstances, the FRA must prepare a supplemental DEIS that addresses the impact of the 
Project on local air quality. 
 
Second, the FRA has also improperly ignored the risk of more boat collisions – and the harms 
they bring, including not only more oil spills but also injuries and fatalities.  Just as increased 
motor vehicle congestion can be reasonably expected to lead to more motor vehicle collisions, so 
too can increased marine vessel congestion be expected to lead to increased marine vessel 
collisions.  Yet this topic receives no meaningful discussion in the DEIS.  There is, for example, 
no projection of the number of boating accidents likely to occur and no projection of the amount 
of oil that may be spilled in Florida’s rivers as a result of those accidents.  This is true even 
though the Navigation Discipline Report itself discloses facts that telegraph the ways in which 
the Project will increase the risk of marine vessel collisions.  It notes, for example, that boats 
already try passing under the various draw bridges when those bridges are in the process of 
opening and closing.  See Navigation Discipline Report at 2-10.  Since the bridges will be 
opening and closing far more often if the Project goes forward, there will likely be many more 
opportunities for boats to crash into the bridges as they open and close.  In all events, the FRA 
must prepare a supplemental DEIS that takes a hard look at that issue.  The FRA needs to project 
what accidents are likely to occur, when they are likely to occur and what impacts they are likely 
to have, and it should compare those projections to what is likely to happen under reasonable 
alternatives.   
 
4. The FRA Has Prematurely Rejected the Idea of 
 Requiring AAF to Install Elevated Replacement Bridges 
 
Perhaps the most troubling feature of the DEIS’s navigation discussion is that despite all the 
manifest problems with the existing St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River bridges – to say 
nothing of the ways the Project will make those problems worse – the FRA appears to have 
already improperly concluded that it is not “feasible” to replace those bridges with elevated 
structures.  See DEIS at 5-27 (rejecting the idea of replacing all the bridges).  The FRA has failed 
to offer persuasive reasons why new elevated bridges should not be considered for the St. Lucie, 
Loxahatchee and New River rail crossings, beyond the cost to AAF and failure to meet AAF’s 
claimed schedule of construction.   
 
B. THE DEIS PROVIDES AN INADEQUATE 
 ANALYSIS OF CLIMATE-RELATED RISKS 
 
As noted above, although the DEIS recognizes the threats that climate-change poses to Florida’s 
eastern coast, it makes no attempt to integrate those threats into the FRA’s evaluation of how the 
Project will impact safety and navigation.  The proposed coastal route would be far more 
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vulnerable to rising sea levels and storm surges than the alternative CSX route.  However, the 
DEIS fails to assess the alternatives’ susceptibility or lack thereof to the effects of climate 
change. The failure to undertake a more meaningful analysis of the Project’s climate-related 
vulnerabilities is not consistent with President Obama’s November 2013 Executive Order calling 
on all federal agencies to examine ways of promoting climate resiliency.22  
 
Other federal and state agencies have not hesitated to require project proponents to provide 
detailed information about climate-related risks and/or measures for mitigating those risks.  For 
example, on November 24, 2014, the Federal Regulatory Energy Commission directed an 
applicant seeking approval to construct a liquefied natural gas facility in a coastal area to:  (i) 
“[d]escribe potential storm surge impacts on the Project area,” (ii) “explain how the facility will 
be designed and protect for a 500 year return hurricane storm considering wind and wave effects, 
regional subsidence and sea level rise,” and (ii) discuss “how design components would avoid or 
minimize flooding, wind, and other storm impacts.”23  The FRA’s DEIS for the AAF Project 
contains no comparable information about storm risks or ways the Project will be designed to 
minimize storm-related flooding and damage.  The Agency should issue a supplemental DEIS 
that addresses this information. 



C. THE DEIS OMITS CRITICAL INFORMATION ABOUT THE PROJECT 
 
In 2003, the Florida High Speed Rail Authority briefly examined the environmental impacts of 
four potential high speed rail routes between Orlando and Miami and concluded that of those 
four potential routes the route that AAF’s high speed passenger train will traverse was the worst 
in terms of environmental impacts.24  But this critically important fact finds no mention in the 
FRA’s DEIS for the Project.  The omission is important, but also emblematic of more serious 
problems.  Most notably, the DEIS omits information that the public – and the Agency – requires 
to evaluate whether AAF’s assertions about the Project’s commercial viability are realistic.  But 
what little the DEIS does reveal about the Project’s underlying economic and operating 
assumptions suggests that those assumptions are unrealistic and inconsistent on their face, if the 
DEIS had disclosed them. 
 
1. The DEIS Fails to Disclose, Let Alone Evaluate,  
 Essential Information About AAF’s Economic Model  
 
A central premise of the DEIS is that the Project will provide commercially-viable privately-run 
high speed passenger rail service between Orlando and Miami.  See, e.g., DEIS at 3-10 
(concluding that AAF’s preferred route “would provide a trip time consistent with the ridership 
target needed to sustain a viable private enterprise.”)  That premise underlies several conclusions 
in the DEIS, including:  (1) the FRA’s decision to exclude the alternative CSX route from 
serious consideration, see DEIS at 3-7 & 3-10; (2) the FRA’s conclusion that the bulk of AAF’s 
                                                 
22 See Exec. Office of the President, Executive Order – Preparing the United States for the Impacts of Climate 
Change (Nov. 1, 2013), available at http://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2013/11/01/executive-order-
preparing-united-states-impacts-climate-change.   
23 See FERC Letter to Louisiana LNG Energy, LLC in Docket Number PF14-17, Paragraphs 67k, 67h & 70 (Nov. 
24, 2014), available at http://elibrary.ferc.gov/idmws/search/advResults.asp).    
24 See Florida High Speed Rail Authority, Orlando-Miami Planning Study Executive Summary at 7 (Mar. 2003), 
http://www.floridabullettrain.com/fhsra/uploaddocuments/p25/Exec%20Summary%20FINAL1.pdf  
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intercity passengers will be diverted from cars, see DEIS at S-9; and (3) the conclusions that 
flow from point (2), such as that the diversion of car drivers will result in improved air quality 
and reduced vehicular accidents, see DEIS at 5-33 & 5-134.  The DEIS forecasts that the Project 
will remove 336,000 cars from the road (69% of AAF’s forecasted ridership) by 2016 and 1.35 
million cars from the road by 2030.  DEIS at 3-47.   How can the agency predict the specific 
number of cars that will be taken off the road without providing the single most important factor 
in ridership, the suggested ticket price?  No average Orange or Palm Beach County family will 
choose taking an AAF train instead of driving to Miami or Orlando unless it makes economic 
sense. 



 
Nowhere does the DEIS disclose sufficient information about AAF’s ticket prices and economic 
model to determine whether the document’s central premise is correct.  Simply put, although the 
DEIS asserts that “[t]he economic viability of the Project is dependent on ridership,” DEIS at 3-
5, it omits the very information that is essential to evaluating whether the Project will in fact 
attract a sufficient supply of riders.  More specifically, the DEIS is completely devoid of any 
discussion of two critical topics:  (1) ticket prices, and (2) the whipsaw in which AAF has placed 
itself with respect to ticket prices, as low ticket prices to entice riders creates serious problems 
for repaying the FRA’s RRIF loan.  Similarly, if ticket prices are relatively higher and realistic in 
terms of the amounts needed for repayment of the loan, then train ridership will not achieve 
claimed numbers and car abandonment will not occur. 
 
First, the DEIS nowhere discloses any information, even in the form of a range of prices that 
AAF may charge for tickets, although that information is surely relevant to a judgment that the 
Project will attract riders and the public has the expertise to evaluate it instantly.  The omission is 
especially troubling given that the widely divergent publicly-available information about AAF’s 
plans.  As of December 2, 2014, AAF’s website for the Project said “pricing has yet to be 
determined.”25  But AAF clearly disclosed this information and its ridership study to its potential 
investors.  What is unclear is (a) whether the Agency examined this information at all, (b) why it 
did not provide any of this information to the Project’s potential riders, and (c) why it failed to 
engage in any discussion of what various ticket prices imply for the potential success of the 
Project.  It is highly troubling that the FRA accepted AAF’s ridership assertions based solely on 
the “summary” of the ridership study found at Appendix 3.3-F of the DEIS, without examining, 
let alone sharing with the public, the actual ridership study. 
 
Second, the DEIS fails to examine the extent to which AAF has put itself in a whipsaw with 
respect to ticket prices and repayment of the FRA’s proposed loan.  More specifically, the DEIS 
fails to consider whether AAF’s prices will be high enough for AAF to repay its debt while 
staying low enough to attract sufficient riders to fill its trains.  That oversight is highly troubling 
given that so many of the DEIS’s conclusions hinge on the self-proclaimed assumption that the 
Project will be commercially viable. 
 
These points are well-made in a November 17 Palm Beach Post column by Frank Cerabino, “All 
Aboard Florida’s ridership estimates a field of dreams.” Among his many points, Mr. Cerabino 
states the following:   
                                                 
25 All Aboard Florida, All Aboard Florida: Train FAQS, available at 
http://www.allaboardflorida.com/facts/faqs.html (last accessed Nov. 21, 2014). 
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“What will make tourists line up to spend about $50 per person for a round-trip 
ticket between Miami and West Palm Beach?  Maybe some things will.  But to 
make these ridership numbers work, you’d need 1.94 million tourists lining up for 
the higher-priced version of South Florida rail travel every year.  And if you 
divide that by 365 days in a year, and then divide again by the 32 daily trains, you 
get 166 tourists on each train between Miami, Fort Lauderdale and West Palm 
Beach.  All year long.  For every train . . . And these estimates are the 
conservative ones.  If you look at All Aboard Florida’s rosiest projection of 5.1 
million annual riders in 2019, that would put an average of 437 people on each of 
the 400-seat trains all year long.” 26 



 
2. The DEIS Presumes Travel Times That Are Unrealistic 



 
The DEIS recognizes that travel time is one of the most important factors in choosing a form of 
transportation and contends that one of the attractive features of the Project is that “[t]rip times 
would meet the 3‐hour target” needed for private intercity passenger service to be commercially 
viable.  DEIS at 3-11.  But the DEIS is unduly rosy about the speed of the anticipated AAF 
passenger trains.  As a threshold matter, the conclusion that the trip will take only 3 hours 
assumes that each train will stop for no more than one minute at each station.  DEIS at 3-45.  Yet 
that assumption seems highly implausible on its face.  No passenger train travelling at anywhere 
near full capacity will be able to arrive at a stop, allow many of its passengers to exit the train 
with their luggage, and have all the boarding passengers enter the train in just one minute.   
 
The DEIS also in explicably ignores total travel time – which necessarily includes not just the 
length of the train ride but also the time required to get to the station and from the station to the 
final destination.  We believe this total failure to make any estimate of this additional time 
renders the DEIS impermissibly incomplete.  How can FRA or AAF argue that a theoretical 
passenger arriving at the Orlando train station has completed their journey with no additional 
time estimate to reach destinations such as the Disney or Universal properties, or downtown 
Orlando?  The time estimate to arrive at an AAF station and to reach the time destination is 
critical.  Equally important, the DEIS makes no mention of the possibility that safety measures 
will be implemented that significantly delay the passenger trains.  For example, the DEIS does 
not explore the possibility of imposing speed limits at the nearly 350 at-grade crossings included 
in the Project corridor, although such a possibility should surely be considered.   
 
3. AAF’s Profits Should Not be FRA’s Primary Concern 



 
Another troubling feature of the DEIS is that it frequently emphasizes AAF’s potential profits 
over all other concerns.  The Agency’s hasty dismissal of three possible alternative routes – the 
CSX Route Alternative, the Florida Turnpike Route Alternative and the I-95 Route Alternative – 
displays this quality.  The DEIS recognizes, for example, that some of those routes would also 
achieve the 3-hour target travel time, but nevertheless dismisses them as reasonable alternatives 



                                                 
26 See Frank Cerabino, All Aboard Florida’s ridership estimates a field of dreams, Palm Beach Post (Nov. 17, 
2014), http://www.mypalmbeachpost.com/news/news/state-regional/cerabino-all-aboard-floridas-ridership-
estimates-a/nh82M/?icmp=pbp_internallink_textlink_apr2013_pbpstubtomypbp_launch).       





http://www.mypalmbeachpost.com/news/news/state-regional/cerabino-all-aboard-floridas-ridership-estimates-a/nh82M/?icmp=pbp_internallink_textlink_apr2013_pbpstubtomypbp_launch
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because, among other reasons, it would allegedly be too costly and time consuming for AAF to 
develop them.  See DEIS at 3-10 to 3-11.  Likewise, with respect to bridge safety, although the 
Coast Guard requested that AAF evaluate alternatives that would raise certain bridges, the FRA 
has in more or less final language dismissed elevating bridges as too costly and too time 
consuming – for AAF.  In particular, the Agency has “determined that the significant delays, 
costs, and risks associated with the use of elevated structures make raising any of the corridor 
bridges not feasible.”  DEIS at 5-27 (emphasis added).  The residents of communities along the 
track and those who operate vessels on the impacted waterways deserve more of an explanation 
from a federal agency charged with such a major project.  The DEIS explanation should be 
changed to read:  “AAF’s desire for financial gain, made possible through $1.6 billion in federal 
funds, outweighs public safety concerns and concerns about navigations of the waterways.” 
 
4. A Supplemental DEIS is Required to Address the Information Gaps 
 
Having failed to address the ticket price, economic model and travel time issues highlighted 
above, the Agency should prepare a supplemental DEIS that carefully examines those topics.  
The FRA should consider the range of ticket prices that AAF may charge, evaluate the impacts 
of those prices on AAF’s ability to fulfill the objectives of the Project and should also carefully 
examine whether AAF’s other assumptions (such as station dwell times) are realistic.  In doing 
so, the Agency should keep the following considerations in mind:   
 



• AAF must have high enough ticket prices to bring in enough revenue to 
pay back its substantial expectations of either RRIF funding or PAB bonds 
and funds to repay its junk bond level interest rate debt to private 
investors, but it also must have low enough ticket prices to attract 
sufficient riders to fill its trains and abandon their cars.  The Agency 
should examine whether AAF can in fact thread that needle as the data 
relied upon in the DEIS is totally opaque to the public. 
 



• The Agency should not overlook the cost of getting to – and the time that 
it takes to get to – each AAF station, whether by foot, car, public 
transportation, taxi or other means.  No average Orange or Palm Beach 
County family will choose to take an AAF train instead of driving to 
Miami or Orlando unless it makes economic sense.  And those families 
cannot be expected to base their ridership decisions on ticket prices and 
on-the-train travel times alone.  They will also be looking at total door-to-
door costs and time, and so should the FRA. 
 



• An agency cannot rubberstamp information provided by an applicant 
without critical review.  See, e.g., Sierra Club v. Van Antwerp, 709 F. 
Supp. 2d 1254, 1267 (S.D. Fla. 2009), aff’d 362 F. App’x 100 (11th Cir. 
2010) (chastising the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers for “uncritically” 
accepting certain assertions made by permit applicants).  Instead, federal 
agencies are required to ensure that the data they rely on is accurate and 
reliable.  See 40 C.F.R. § 1502.24 (federal agencies must ensure the 
“professional integrity” of their analyses). 
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D.   THE DEIS PROVIDES AN INADEQUATE 
 ANALYSIS OF THE PROJECT’S SAFETY IMPACTS 
 
1. The DEIS Does Not Accurately Identify the Project’s Impacts 
 
The overarching flaw in the DEIS’s discussion of the Project’s safety impacts is that the DEIS 
fails to adequately – or accurately – describe those impacts.  And that means that the DEIS also 
fails to provide an appropriate discussion of appropriate safety risk mitigation measures.  Both 
flaws warrant the preparation of a supplemental DEIS.  More specifically, the discussion of 
safety impacts in the DEIS is inadequate for at least seven reasons: 
 
First, the DEIS does not compare the nature and frequency of rail-related accidents under the 
Project with those under the no-action alternative.  Yet that is exactly the sort of analysis that the 
DEIS is supposed to provide.  NEPA requires federal agencies to engage in “reasonable 
forecasting” of potential impacts.  Delaware Riverkeeper Network et al. v. FERC, 753 F.3d 1304, 
1310 (D.C. Cir. 2014).  Here, the agency has provided no forecast at all of rail-related accidents, 
let alone a reasonable one.  Instead, the DEIS states that “greater frequency of trains may 
increase opportunities for conflict between trains and vehicles or people.”  DEIS at S-17 & 5-132 
(emphasis added).  But a single vague sentence, repeated twice, about unspecified 
“opportunities” for “conflict” does nothing to inform the public about the nature or extent of the 
safety risks actually posed by the Project.  Nor does it describe those risks in a manner that 
would satisfy the agency’s obligation to take a “hard look” at them.  In reality, the Project does 
not threaten “opportunities for conflict,” it threatens collisions—with both vehicles and people— 
and that is the topic that the agency needs to address.  The agency should prepare a reasonable 
forecast of what collisions are likely to occur, how frequently they are likely to occur and where 
they are likely to occur. 
 
Second, the DEIS also fails to identify, or take a “hard look” at, a second major safety risk posed 
by the Project – delays to emergency vehicles.  The Project will plainly result in additional traffic 
delays – and dramatically longer traffic queues – at key intersections all along the North-South 
Corridor.  See, e.g., DEIS Appendix 3.3 C, Transportation and Railroad Crossing Analysis for 
the All Aboard Florida Passenger Rail Project from Cocoa to West Palm Beach, Florida, Pages 
3-16 to 3-26 (describing anticipated traffic queues and wait times).27  Yet the DEIS provides no 
discussion at all of how those delays may impact the ability of ambulances to reach hospitals or 
fire trucks to reach emergency sites.  Simply put, the DEIS does not forecast those impacts.  
Instead, the closest the DEIS comes to an analysis of this issue is to recognize that emergency 
vehicles may be adversely impacted during the Project’s construction, not during its operation. 
See DEIS at 5-132.  That truncated approach is not adequate, especially given the evidence that 
traffic delays will not merely continue during the Project’s operation, they will actually get 
worse over time.  See DEIS Appendix 3.3. C at 3-17 (comparing 2016 conditions and 2036 



                                                 
27  This appendix is itself flawed in various ways, as discussed at length of the comments submitted by The 
Board of County Commissioners of Indian River County, Florida, (the “Indian River County Comments”), which 
CARE FL respectfully incorporates by reference here.  See Indian River Comments at 18-19 (identifying at least 
seven shortcomings in the Appendix’s methodology and analysis).   Nevertheless, even accepting the Appendix’s 
traffic congestion numbers at face value, the Appendix establishes that the Project will permanently and severely 
disrupt traffic flows at several important intersections. 
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conditions).  Moreover, even with respect to the adverse impacts during construction, the DEIS’s 
discussion is profoundly flawed.  The DEIS asserts on page 5-132 that “[a]s discussed in Section 
5.1.2, AAF will work with local communities to minimize disruption to traffic and to maintain 
emergency access.”  But Section 5.1.2 contains no such discussion.  Simply put, the DEIS lacks 
any meaningful discussion of what will happen to emergency vehicles.   
 
Third, it is no answer to these concerns to say that the agency either does not possess or cannot 
produce reasonable forecasts of train collisions and emergency vehicle delays.  The agency is 
required to obtain information that is “essential to a reasoned choice among alternatives,” unless 
the cost of doing so is “exorbitant” 40 C.F.R. § 1502.22.  Here, it cannot be disputed that an 
accurate description of, and a reasonable forecast of, adverse safety impacts is “essential to a 
reasoned choice among alternatives.”  Indeed, the DEIS touts the Project’s alleged “overall 
beneficial effect” on public safety as a reason for undertaking the Project.  See DEIS at S-17.  In 
these circumstances, the agency must prepare a supplemental DEIS that forecasts the adverse 
safety impacts of the Project and provides a meaningful basis on which to compare the Project’s 
impacts to those of the no-action alternative and other potential alternatives.   
 
Fourth, having failed to identify the actual specific safety impacts that may result from the 
Project, the DEIS’s conclusion that the Project will have an “overall beneficial effect” on safety, 
DEIS at S-17 and 5-132, is premature.  Simply put, the DEIS puts the cart before the horse.  The 
DEIS lists a vague set of “improvements” “serving to minimize potential conflicts and their 
consequences,” DEIS at 5-132, but because the DEIS omits a clear description of the 
“consequences” in the first place, there is no way for the public – or FRA decision-makers – to 
assess whether the “improvements” are pertinent, let alone whether they will be effective.  The 
FRA needs to identify the safety risks posed by the Project before it concludes that any 
“improvements” associated with the Project will outweigh those risks.   
 
Fifth, the “improvements” identified in the DEIS are also too vague to support the FRA’s 
conclusion that the Project will be beneficial, or to support an alternative conclusion that those 
improvements will be adequate to mitigate the adverse safety impacts of the Project.  Most 
notably, the DEIS indicates that the FRA “will be publishing recommendations” for the Project’s 
349 at-grade crossings, at some unspecified point in the future.  DEIS at 5-134.  But there is not 
one word about whether those recommendations will actually be implemented by AAF, despite 
clear CEQ guidance requiring a discussion of that topic.  See Forty Most Asked Questions 
Concerning CEQ’s National Environmental Policy Act Regulations, 46 Fed. Reg. 18026 (March 
23, 1981), Question 19b (“to ensure that environmental effects of a proposed action are fairly 
assessed, the probability of the mitigation measures being implemented must also be discussed.”)  
Indeed, the DEIS fails to mention evidence that AAF may actively resist the agency’s safety 
recommendations.  In March 2014, FRA Engineer Frank Fray reported that despite his support of 
the use of a sealed corridor, AAF officials “have openly expressed that the proposed 110 MPH 
segment will NOT incorporate the “Sealed Corridor” concept.”  See Appendix A, F. Frey, On-
Site Engineering Field Report – Part 1, March 20, 2014 (the “March 2014 Field Report”) at 2.  
That evidence of resistance to reasonable safety measures finds no mention in the DEIS, despite 
applicable CEQ guidance requiring the FRA to “acknowledge such opposition.”  Forty Most 
Asked Questions Concerning CEQ’s National Environmental Policy Act Regulations, Question 
19b.  In sum, the vague promise that safety “recommendations” will be made in the future 
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provides no assurance that those recommendations will be pertinent to the actual risks posed by 
the Project, let alone that they will be implemented, even if they are pertinent.  In these 
circumstances, the agency should prepare a supplemental DEIS after it has published its safety 
recommendations for the Project.  See 40 C.F.R. § 1502.9(a) (requiring a supplemental DEIS 
where the initial discussion is so truncated as to preclude “meaningful analysis”). 
 
Sixth, the DEIS’s premature conclusion that the Project will have an “overall beneficial effect” 
on public safety suffers from a separate, additional flaw – it is premised, at least in part, on the 
assertion that the Project will result in “decreased congestion and the potential for fewer 
vehicular crashes.”  DEIS at S-18.  That assertion, to the extent it concerns congestion within the 
Project’s rail corridor, cannot be squared with other parts of the DEIS that conclude the Project 
will increase congestion.  See, e.g., DEIS at S-9 (explaining that the Project “would result in 
some degradation in Levels of Service” along the North-South Corridor).  Alternatively, to the 
extent the assertion about “decreased congestion” concerns congestion along the highways 
between Orlando and Miami, the assertion is premised on an assumption that has inadequate 
factual support; namely, the assumption that the Project will divert a meaningful number of 
riders away from the highway.  As discussed in Section [III.C.1] above, the DEIS presumes that 
riders will be diverted, but does not provide sufficient factual information to assess the viability 
of that assumption.   
 
Seventh, no mention is made in the DEIS of increased risks from additional freight train traffic 
that may be induced by the Project or that it is otherwise reasonably foreseeable as a result of 
other economic developments. 
 
2.   The Project Will Increase the Risk of Potentially Catastrophic Collisions  



That Will Cause Fatalities 
 
Several facts illustrate that the Project will almost surely increase the risk of train collisions – 
collisions with cars, collisions with people and collisions with other trains.  Those facts include, 
at a minimum, the following: 
  



• The Project will retain 349 at-grade crossings, even though there is no 
genuine doubt that at-grade crossings are dangerous and present the 
“opportunity” for crashes.   
 



• The Project will not merely retain the at-grade crossings, but will more 
than triple (from 14 to 52) the number of trains passing through those 
crossings each day, while also potentially nearly quadrupling (from 28.5 
miles per hour to as much as 100 miles per hour) the speed of those trains.   
 



• Pedestrian trespassing along certain parts of the Project’s corridor is 
“epidemic.”  Frey March 2014 Field Report at 3.  Yet AAF appears not to 
have committed to install measures designed to curtail such trespassing.  
 



• Even assuming that the use of double-tracks and positive train control 
technology will help reduce the risk of collisions between passenger trains 
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and freight trains, there are still times when freight and passenger trains 
will be sharing the same track – such as when going over one-track 
bridges.   



 
Regrettably, the DEIS contains almost no discussion of these facts, let alone an attempt to 
explain why these facts should not lead to outright rejection of the Project.  Running passenger 
trains at speeds in excess of 79 miles per hour in the same right of way as freight trains is 
reckless.  In Oregon, Union Pacific Railroad, the owner of a track sought to run high speed 
trains, has sounded the alarm about high speed passenger trains and freight trains sharing the 
same right of way.28  The company stated that it will never allow speeds above 79 miles per hour 
on its tracks; anything faster would be far too dangerous.  Simply put, the facts strongly suggest 
that there will be more frequent and more severe rail-related accidents under the Project than 
under the no-action alternative and the DEIS nowhere provides evidence to the contrary.   
 
Moreover, all of the safety risks identified above are compounded by changing climate 
conditions.  Yet the DEIS fails to grapple with that reality.  The DEIS acknowledges that 
changing climate conditions will adversely affect the Project’s critical infrastructure:   “Bridge 
structures will have increased vulnerability over time; potential infrastructure damage may result 
from flooding, tidal damage, and/or storms.”  DEIS at 5-75.  But the FRA has not integrated that 
fact into its examination of the safety risks posed by the Project, or into its discussion of 
appropriate mitigation measures.  For example, the DEIS does not examine the potential for 
“infrastructure damage” to result in more frequent, or more catastrophic, rail-related accidents.   
 
To fulfil its obligations under NEPA, the FRA should prepare a supplemental DEIS that 
carefully examines the safety risks highlighted above.  It should take a “hard look” at the risk of 
increased train collisions—collisions with vehicles, collisions with people and collisions with 
other trains—by providing a reasonable forecast of where those collisions are likely to occur, 
how frequently they are likely to occur and how much damage they are likely to cause.  It should 
also incorporate the risks created by changing climate conditions into that discussion.  And once 
it has identified the safety risks, it should include a discussion of potential mitigation measures.  
Only at that point will the public – and FRA decision-makers – be in a position to fully 
understand the potential safety impacts of the Project. 
 
3.   The Project Will Consistently Result in Increased Delays for Emergency Vehicles,  
 Potentially Resulting in Increased Fatalities  
 
No question exists that the Project, with 349 at-grade crossings, will cause delays for emergency 
vehicles such as ambulances and fire trucks.  The FRA itself has previously acknowledged as 
much – although not in the DEIS.  Previously, in an environmental impact statement for a 
different proposed high speed rail line, the FRA warned:   
 



                                                 
28  See Ben Jacklet, Comments on high-speed rail in Oregon roll in, Portland Business Journal (Jan. 29, 2013), 
http://www.bizjournals.com/portland/blog/sbo/2013/01/high-speed-rail-comments-roll-in.html?s=print.    
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At-grade railroad crossings hinder emergency response times when 
trains block the crossings.29 



 
Remarkably, the DEIS for AAF’s high speed rail proposal contains no such warning – even 
though AAF’s Project features 349 more grade crossings than the Fresno-to-Bakersfield project, 
which featured zero grade crossings.  The FRA’s omission of such a critical warning cries out for 
the preparation of a supplemental DEIS.   
 
Significantly, even extremely short ambulance delays can cost lives.  As Dr. Michael Collins, the 
Medical Director for the Jupiter Medical Center’s emergency department has publicly stated in 
relation to the Project:  
 



Sometimes eight seconds, fifteen seconds, thirty seconds is all we have to save a 
life in the emergency department. I’m very concerned about multiple trains going 
through our community, starting traffic jams that keep ambulances from getting to 
us. We get twenty percent of our patients via ambulance. We get almost all of 
Tequesta’s ambulance patients, and the thought of them waiting behind multiple 
crossings during the day is worrisome to me. Well, you can say that ambulances 
can get through traffic jams because they have horns and sirens, but I’m also 
concerned about physicians that are trying to get to our hospital, obstetricians, 
surgeons, cardiologists, neurologists. Seconds do count in the world of critical 
care, and I feel that All Aboard Florida needs to address these issues to the public. 
They need to explain what their plan is to prevent communities from being cut off 
from their hospitals.  In critical care times, seconds count.30 



E. THE DEIS FAILS TO ANALYZE PRACTICABLE ALTERNATIVES THAT 
WOULD NOT DETRIMENTALLY IMPACT NAVIGATION, SAFETY, AND 
THE ENVIRONMENT  



 
The alternatives analysis “is the heart of the environmental impact statement.” 40 C.F.R. 
1502.14.  An EIS is supposed to “[d]evote substantial treatment to each alternative considered in 
detail including the proposed action so that reviewers may evaluate their comparative merits.” 
1502.14(b) (emphasis added). Yet the DEIS defined the purpose of the Project so narrowly that it 
failed to adequately compare reasonable alternatives, specifically the alternative inland CSX 
route.  The Agency dismissed the three alternative routes, including the CSX route, because it 
would be too expensive and time consuming for the company.  See DEIS at 3-10 to 3-11.  As 
discussed in Section III.A, the proposed Project would have an unacceptable detrimental impact 
on maritime navigation.  The CSX alternative, by nature of its inland route, would not encounter 
and create these dangerous navigation conditions.  The CSX alternative would not run through 
such densely populated communities, and therefore, it would not raise such striking safety 
concerns to communities.  



                                                 
29 California High-Speed Train Project Final EIR/EIS, Final Environmental Impact Report / Environmental Impact 
Statement and Section 4(f) Evaluation and Draft General Conformity Statement Fresno to Bakersfield Section, at 
3.11-15, available at http://www.hsr.ca.gov/Programs/Environmental_Planning/final_fresno_bakersfield.html  
30 A video of Dr. Collins’ comments can be found here:  http://www.saveourfl.com/news-conference-jupiter-
medical-center/. 





http://www.hsr.ca.gov/Programs/Environmental_Planning/final_fresno_bakersfield.html
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Additionally, the proposed Project represents a significant encroachment on floodplains, yet the 
FRA fails to explore alternatives that are not located in floodplains.  This failure is detailed in 
Section 5 of Indian River Count’s Comments.  See Indian River’s Comments at 13-14.  The 
Agency fails to illustrate why the Project must be located in floodplains, and it also fails to 
demonstrate why non-flood plain construction alternatives are not practicable.  Cf. Sierra Club v. 
Van Antwerp¸709 F. Supp. 2d 1254 (S.D. Fla. 2009), aff’d 362 F. App’x 100 (11th Cir. 2010) 
(holding that the Army Corps of Engineers acted arbitrarily and capriciously in determining that 
a proposed mining project was water dependent and that there were no practicable alternatives to 
mining in the wetlands).   



Finally, the DEIS fails to evaluate each route’s vulnerability to the effects of climate change.  
The proposed Project would run through areas that are most susceptible to rising sea levels and 
storm surges.  Although the proposed route will encounter these effects and would result in 
significant repair and mitigation costs—most likely to the taxpayer—the DEIS does not address 
this reasonably foreseeable impact in its alternatives analysis. As with navigation and safety 
concerns, the alternative CSX route runs inland and would not be anywhere near as vulnerable to 
the effects of climate change as the proposed route.   



Thus, in order to fulfill “the heart of the environmental impact statement,” the Agency must issue 
a supplemental DEIS that includes a meaningful alternatives analysis addressing these important 
concerns. 



F. THE DEIS FAILS TO ADEQUATELY ASSESS CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS 
 
The proposed Project would be a massive undertaking that would require construction over 
multiple years; this would result in significant impacts on surrounding areas, including increased 
traffic congestion and air pollution from diesel construction equipment.  Yet the DEIS merely 
glosses over these impacts with no substantive analyses.  See DEIS at 5-5, 5-14, and 7-4. Indian 
River County does an excellent job describing this concern in its Comments.  See Indian River’s 
comments at 15-16.  We believe these concerns are legitimate and need to be addressed by the 
Agency. 



G. THE DEIS FAILS TO ADEQUATELY ANALYZE THE PROJECT’S 
INCREASED NOISE AND VIBRATION AND THE IMPACTS ON LOCAL 
COMMUNITIES 



 
The DEIS greatly underestimates increases in noise levels and vibration caused by the Project.  
See Indian River’s Comments at 17-21.  The Agency fails to follow its own Noise Manual and 
uses faulty methodology to conclude that “the Project would have no permanent noise impacts.”  
Id. at 21 (quoting DEIS at 5-49).  We believe these concerns are legitimate and need to be 
addressed by the Agency. 



H. THE DEIS IMPROPERLY EXCLUDED LOCAL AUTHORITIES FROM 
 NATIONAL HISTORIC PRESERVATION ACT CONSULTATION 
 
Despite NHPA regulations requiring the Agency to invite local governments to participate in a 
consultation to identify historic and archaeological resources that could be affected by the 
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Project, the FRA selectively chose “certified” localities that were more likely to support the 
Project.  See Indian River’s Comments at 21-24.  As Indian River County explains, the flawed 
consultation and the DEIS failed to identify multiple archaeological and historic resources.  We 
believe this concern is legitimate and needs to be addressed by the Agency.  



I. THE DEIS FAILS TO CONSIDER THE PROJECT’S IMPACTS ON 
COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AREAS 



 
The DEIS fails to identify five Community Redevelopment Areas (“CRAs”) in Martin County 
that the Project would bisect.  As Martin County explains in its Comments, the Project would 
have a disproportionate detrimental impact on low-income areas in the County.  The DEIS does 
not address populations that travel primarily by walking and bicycling.  Nor does it address the 
detrimental impact it would have on small businesses in these CRAs.  See Martin County’s 
Comments at 25-31, ex. N.  These are serious concerns that need to be addressed by the Agency. 



J. THE DEIS BASES ITS ENDANGERED SPECIES ANALYSIS ON INCOMPLETE 
OR INADEQUATE WILDLIFE DATA 



 
Martin County raises important concerns related to the DEIS’s flawed endangered species 
analysis.  See Martin County’s Comments at 21-24.  The DEIS fails to (1) identify preserved rare 
and unique upland areas (scrub), (2) provide potential impacts on state and federal listed animal 
and plant species, and (3) provide mitigation measures for these listed animal and plant species. 
We urge the Agency to examine these significant concerns. 
 
IV. IF THE PROJECT GOES FORWARD, THE FRA MUST ENSURE THAT 



APPROPRIATE AND MEANINGFUL MITIGATION MEASURES ARE TAKEN 
 
CARE FL is opposed to the Project as currently conceived and urges the FRA to reject the 
Project.  At a minimum, the FRA should prepare a supplemental DEIS that adequately addresses 
all of the concerns identified above, as well as those raised by other parties submitting comments 
on the DEIS.  But if the FRA moves forward with preparation of a Final EIS, it must ensure that 
appropriate mitigation measures are implemented, and it must develop an appropriate plan for 
monitoring the effectiveness of those measures.   
 
It is impossible for CARE FL to identify – and comment on – all appropriate mitigation 
measures until the FRA (i) provides a comprehensive and accurate account of the Project’s actual 
safety impacts, and (ii) publishes its safety recommendations for the Project.  Nevertheless, even 
in the absence of such information, it is clear that the Agency should implement the following 
three mitigation measures:   
 
First, the Project should not go forward unless the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee, and New River 
bridges are replaced in their entirety with modern, safe bridges that do not adversely impact 
navigation and do no create adverse noise, vibration or visual impacts on the surrounding 
communities.   
 
Second, the Project should not go forward without implementation of a full suite of rail-related 
safety measures – not merely the vague plans discussed in the DEIS (such as the preparation of a 
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comprehensive safety plan), but also such the creation of a sealed corridor at all at-grade 
crossings and the installation of pedestrian gates at where sidewalks are present on either side of 
the rail line, at the expense of the project, not the adjoining counties, cities and towns.   
 
Third, the FRA should develop a comprehensive mitigation monitoring plan, to ensure that any 
mitigation measures discussed in the final EIS and committed to by the Agency and AAF are in 
fact implemented.   
 
Indian River and Martin Counties have also identified other specific mitigation measures that 
should be taken.  Finally, the FRA should also compare – in a supplemental DEIS – the pros and 
cons of imposing speed limits at each grade crossing.  It should include in its discussion an 
examination of whether such limits would reduce the risk of potential accidents, and if so, would 
those benefits be offset by increased traffic delays. 
 
V. CONCLUSION 
 
The Project is poorly conceived and threatens unacceptable adverse impacts to the safety and 
welfare of Florida's citizens.  For those reasons, the FRA should reject the Project.  At a bare 
minimum, the FRA should refrain from proceeding with the Project until it prepares a 
supplemental DEIS adequately addressing the concerns raised in these comments and in the 
comments submitted by other concerned citizens and entities. 
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U.S. Department of Transportation 



Federal Railroad Administration 



Office of Safety RRS-23 



Highway Rail Crossing and Trespasser Program Division 



ON-SITE ENGINEERING FIELD REPORT — Part 1 



All Aboard Florida 



Background: 



FRA Headquarters, in conjunction with the Region 3 office, assisted in the diagnostic safety 



review of the Florida East Coast (FEC) Railway grade crossings between Miami-Dade to St. Lucie 



counties. This is due to High Speed Passenger Rail service being planned between Miami and 



Orlando, known as "All Aboard Florida". Beginning February 4, 2014 and ending on March 7, 2014, 



a total of 263 public and private grade crossings were assessed. Participants included officials from 



Florida Depai 	tment of Transportation (FDOT), FEC, All Aboard Florida (AAF); including local city 



and county officials at some locations. 



For the purposes of this report, Part 1 represents the diagnostic review taken place from 



Miami-Dade to St. Lucie Counties. Part 2 designates the diagnostic review from Indian River County 



to Cocoa Beach, which is expected to occur in mid - to - late June 2014. There are approximately 90 



grade crossings in Part 2. The segment between Cocoa Beach and Orlando will be designed for 125 



MPH, however, AAF will not be traversing over any at-grade crossings along that rail corridor. 



Scope: 



Crossing locations between Miami to north of West Palm Beach are being designed for a 



maximum authorized speed of 79 MPH. The 110 MPH segment begins/ends at 30th Street in West 



Palm Beach (milepost 297.40), and continues through the Private Road Crossing in Indrio (milepost 



233.90). Within the 110 MPH segment, train speeds are lowered to conventional rail limits where 



civil constraints exist; such as curves or draw bridges, which are noted on the accompanying field 



design plans. 



Currently the design plans are at 30%. The next reiteration will be at 90%. Therefore, the 



decisions for the grade crossing signaling equipment and warning devices will be determined fairly 



soon. 



The existing crossing signaling equipment contain a mix of signal cases and relay houses, 



equipped with either Phase Motion Detectors (PMD-1) or HXP 3R2's highway crossing processors. 
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Each crossing location will eventually consist of relay houses equipped with GE Transportation's 



ElectroLoglXS XP4 for constant warning time as part of this project For 110 MPH, the crossing 



circuits beyond the 79 MPH standard will utilize a GE device linked through the PTC system for the 



advanced crossing starts. The technology will diagnose a health check to determine whether or not 



all roadway/pedestrian gates are in the down position. 



Results: 



Of the 263 grade crossings in Part 1, there are 57 crossing locations affected for Sealed 



Corridor treatments within the 110 MPH territory. Officials from All Aboard Florida passenger rail 



project (herein the "Project") have openly expressed that the proposed 110 MPH segment will NOT 



incorporate the "Sealed Corridor" concept as outlined in FRA's Highway-Rail Grade Crossing 



Guidelines for High-Speed Passenger Rail, Version 1.0 (November 2009). They stated that since 



these are "guidelines, not regulations" as quoted on page iii, in which they are not obligated to 



incorporate any of the described crossing treatments as illustrated in the document. The Project 



estimates that in doing so would incur an additional financial burden of about $47 mil. 



In my professional opinion, I respectfully disagree with the Project's approach in that they 



are not exercising appropriate safety practices and reasonable care when designing for High Speed 



Passenger Rail service. I explained to the entire diagnostic team how important it was to adopt the 



principles of the Sealed Corridor approach. However, it was clearly evident that the Project was not 



pursuing such concept 



As a result, the Project has directed their signaling engineering consultants to design 



crossings to ONLY accommodate for the additional track while complying with the MUTCD - but not 



to incorporate any of the Sealed Corridor treatments. Furthermore, since there is a completely 



different philosophical view towards safety between the Project and I, the accompanying marked-



up design plans and field notes are notably different  from the Project's design plans; particularly 



along the 110 MPH segment. The Project has been maintaining a running log noting my Sealed 



Corridor recommendations. 



Officials from FDOT's Rail Office are not taking a position, one way or the other, at this time. 
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Safety Recommendations: 



The following are recommendations made to the Project based upon my on-site field assessments 



during the diagnostic safety review: 



A. Pedestrian gates - there are certain locations along the corridor in which sidewalks are 



present on both sides of the railroad right-of-way, but do not follow through. Some of these 



sidewalks do not comply with today's ADA's standards, however pedestrian travel is 



evident due to the worn foot path on the surface, and general witnessing of usage. Typically 



the roadway gate covers the entrance side of the adjacent sidewalk, but there are no 



pedestrian gates on the opposite quadrants. The Project stated if there is no agreement 



with the city or county for the service and maintenance of a pedestrian gate assembly, they 



will not install them. 



Trespassing is an epidemic along this corridor. Rather than encourage it, it is recommended 



per my field notes at those particular locations to equip sidewalk approaches with a visual 



and gated barrier. This is to provide safe passage of pedestrians through a very active rail 



line and prevents those from walking into an open railway corridor; or directing them onto 



the street - irrespective if there is an agreement or not. 



B. Vehicle Presence Detection - for those public and private crossings between 80-110 MPH 



in Part 1 to be equipped with a Vehicle Presence Detection ("VPD") system. The entire FEC 



corridor is equipped with Cab Signaling control. Presence detection will serve as a long term 



obstacle system, where the presence of a vehicle within the crossing area for a fixed length 



of time would be reported as an alarm through the remote monitoring system, irrespective 



of the approach of a train. Subsequently, for those 3-Quadrant and 4-Quadrant gated grade 



crossings between 80 - 110 MPH (as identified further below), it is recommended that either 



through the activation of a loop detector and/or a vertical exit gate (indicating a roadway 



vehicle is occupying the crossing) that a vehicle is detected by the train as a "feedback loop" 



of information; resulting in a loss of cab-signals, thus placing the train in an automatic speed 



restriction. 



Motor vehicles stalled, or trapped on a crossing due to queuing, present a derailment 



hazard; and in multiple track territory or where freight equipment is standing on adjacent 



sidings or industry tracks, derailments can result in catastrophic secondary collisions. 



Therefore, presence detection providing feedback to the train control system to high speed 
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trains traveling along this FEC corridor be active in order to minimize the possibility of 



derailments as well. 



Recommending a VPD system is due to the following safety reasons: 



1. Field observations with vehicular traffic stopping on tracks 



2. Safety concerns expressed by city, county and FDOT officials 



3. Several crossings with reduced or no vehicle clearance at roadway T-intersections 



4. Vehicles yielding to oncoming traffic while on tracks at non-signalized T-



intersections 



5. Motorists / Commercial Vehicles queuing over tracks due to 4-way stop 



intersection, and vehicles entering adjacent driveways and parking lots 



6. The multiple track surfaces enables motorists to make U-turns or cut thru's easier 



7. Severely skewed crossings 



8. Acute-angled crossings with main gates perpendicular to the vehicular roadway 



C. Sealed Corridor Treatments - the following grade crossing locations arc the 



recommended Sealed Corridor Treatments required by the Project to install: 



Four-Quadrant Gates (also referred as exit gates) (41) 



Street Name City/Town Milepost DOT # 



30th  Street West Palm Beach 297.40 272 406 1 



Inlet Blvd. Rivera Beach 295.45 272 400 T 



Flagler Street Rivera Beach 295.15 272 399 B 



Silver Beach Road Lake Park 293.75 272 389 V 



Park Ave Lake Park 293.30 272 387 G 



Richard Road Palm Beach Gardens 292.20 272 385 T 



Lighthouse Drive Palm Beach Gardens 291.70 272 384 L 



RCA Blvd. Palm Beach Gardens 290.30 272 382 X 



Fred Small Road Jupiter 286.20 273 020 P 



Toney Penna Dr. * Jupiter 284.20 272 378 H 



Gleason Street Hobe Sound 274.50 272 367 V 



Bridge Road Hobe Sound 274.10 272 366 N 



Pettway Street Hobe Sound 272.70 272 365 G 



Crossrip Street Salerno 271.40 272 362 L 



Osprey Street Salerno 270.90 272 934 K 
Cove Road Salerno 267.14 272 359 D 



Broward Street Salerno 266.80 272 358 W 



Salerno Road Salerno 266.60 272 357 P 



Seaward Street ** Salerno 266.50 272 356 H 
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Monterey Road Stuart 263.30 272 353 M 



SR AlA Stuart 262.50 272 350 S 



Florida Street Stuart 262.30 272 349 X 



Palmetto Drive Rio 257.40 272 342 A 



Jenson Beach Blvd. Rio 256.80 272 340 L 



Pitchford Land* *  Rio 256.20 272 338 K 



Skyline Drive Rio 255.50 272 337 D 



County Line Road Rio 255.30 272 336 W 



Walton Road Walton 252.50 272 332 U 



Midway Road Walton 246.30 272 331 M 



Savannah Road Fort Pierce 243.80 272 330 F 



No. Bch. Causeway Indrio j 239.80 272 218 U 



Shimoner Ln. *** lndrio 239.50 272 217 M 



Tarmac Road*** lndrio 239.20 272 215 Y 



St. Lucie Lane Indrio 238.80 272 214 S 



Chamberlain Blvd. lndrio 238.40 272 213 K 



Milton Road lndrio 237.80 272 211 W 



Torpey Road lndrio 237.10 272 210 P 



Rouse Road Indrio 236.70 272 209 V 



Michigan Street Indrio 236.10 272 208 N 



Wilcox Road lndrio 235.60 272 207 G 



Harbor Branch Rd Indrio 235.10 272 206 A 



* - Last crossing location (northbound) for proposed Tri-Rail service 



** - Recommend to be CLOSED 



*** - Private Crossing 



100-foot Non-traversable Medians * (7) 



Street Name City/Town Milepost DOT # 
is 



36 	Street West Palm Beach 297.10 272 405 C 



45 th  Street West Palm Beach 296.65 272 403 N 



49 th  Street West Palm Beach 296.30 272 240 G 



County Line Road Hobe Sound 280.90 272 372 S 



Park Road Hobe Sound 277.70 272 370 D 



SR AlA ** Salerno 268.65 272 360 X 



Avenue A Fort Pierce 241.30 272 238 F 



* Please note: if for any reason the Project and the respective municipality cannot agree on 



the median treatment, then those location(s) be equipped with exit gates. 



** Medians to he at least 150-feet each approach due to severe roadway skew. 
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Three -Quadrant Gates (due to a median present on the opposite side) (6) 



Street Name City/Town Milepost DOT # 



Blue Heron Blvd. Rivera Beach 294.90 272 390 P 



Burns Road Palm Beach Gardens 290.80 272 383 E 



Hood Road Palm Beach Gardens 288.50 272 380 J 



Donald Ross Road Palm Beach Gardens 287.20 272 379 P 



lndiantown Road Jupiter 283.60 272 377 B 



Orange Avenue Fort Pierce 241.50 272 239 M 



Private (6 locations within 110 MPH) 



Street Name City/Town Milepost DOT # 



Miracle Way * Rio 257.10 272 341 T 



Pitchford Lnd ** Rio 256.20 272 338 K 



Shimoner Ln lndrio 239.50 272 217 M 



Tarmac Road ** lndrio 239.20 272 215 Y 



Private Road * Indrio 234.50 272 205 T 



Private Road * lndrio 233.90 272 204 L 



*- Recommend locked gate with procedures seeking permission from R.R. dispatch to cross. 



**- Recommend the Project to equip with Four-Quadrant Gates (including VPD) 



Closed (17) 	Please note: Officials from the city or county are not taking a position, one 



way or the other, at this time. 



Street Name City/Town Milepost DOT # 



179th  Street Aventura 353.60 272 602 R 



141st  Street * North Miami Beach 356.12 272 609 N 



Third Street Hallandale 350.30 272 591 F 



Monroe Street Hollywood 349.03 272 588 X 



Fillmore Street Hollywood 348.52 272 585 C 



Garfield Street Hollywood 348.07 272 582 G 



Dania Blvd * Dania Beach 345.94 272 574 P 



First Street * Dania Beach 345.81 272 573 H 



22 nd Street Fort Lauderdale 342.96 272 566 X 
D 



9i Street Fort Lauderdale 341.80 272 661 N 



6 th  Street * Fort Lauderdale 341.56 272 559 M 



5th  Street * Fort Lauderdale 341.45 272 558 F 



g od  Street Pompano Beach 333.31 272 534 5 



4th  Street Deerfield Beach 327.41 272 513 Y 



2"d  Street Deerfield Beach 326.81 272 511 K 



Hunter Street West Palm Beach 303.18 272 450 W 



Seaward Street Salerno 266.50 272 356 H 



*- or possible one-way 
"- only crossing to be closed along 110 MPH segment 
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Conclusion: 



Based upon my professional background and experience in regards to grade crossing safety, 



I strongly recommend officials from All Aboard Florida to adhere to the principles as outlined in the 



FRA's guidelines for Emerging High-Speed Rail (80-110 MPH). In doing so incorporates the 



optimum safety practices in the engineering and design of their crossing locations for the following 



reasons: 



I. The operating dynamics are significantly changing within the existing environment of 



the grade crossings, along with an already an active freight operation that will include: 



The addition of 16 round-trip trains (32 total) at 110 MPH 



The eventual inclusion of Tri-rail Commuter Rail service, which will add 74 trains. 



Changing from single track to multiple track configurations. 



II. Densely settled neighborhoods with congested roadways 



Ill. 	As many as 5 traffic lanes in the oncoming direction at T-intersections 



In summary, as the travelling public begins to assimilate to a substantial increase in railroad 



operations - by incorporating enhanced railroad signaling technology and increased active highway 



warning devices are paramount to ensuring safety awareness as both entities interact with one 



another. Therefore, equipping crossing locations with the recommended actions, as outlined above 



in this report, will dramatically reduce potential safety hazards and catastrophic events. 



Report Respectfully Submitted By: 



Frank A. Frey, Gen. Engineer-HSR 



Federal Railroad Administration I U.S. DOT 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
RRS-23 I W33-447 
Washington, DC 20590 
(202) 493-0130 
iPhone (202) 738-2195 



frank.frey@dot.gov  



March 20, 2014 
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B. Frank Cerabino, All Aboard Florida’s ridership estimates a field of dreams, Palm 



Beach Post (Nov. 17, 2014), http://www.mypalmbeachpost.com/news/news/state-
regional/cerabino-all-aboard-floridas-ridership-estimates-
a/nh82M/?icmp=pbp_internallink_textlink_apr2013_pbpstubtomypbp_launch  
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Cerabino: All Aboard Florida’s ridership estimates a field of dreams 
The Palm Beach Post 
By Frank Cerabino  
 
Now that the groundbreaking of the All Aboard Florida station in West Palm Beach has begun 
we can all look forward to the near future when 3.4-5.1 million train passengers a year will be 
stopping or passing through the yet-to-be-built downtown station. 
 
At least that’s the projected figures from a ridership survey proffered by the rail company. 
 
Where exactly are all these future riders? Who knows? 
 
They weren’t at the groundbreaking on the new station. It was closed to the public. 
Maybe they were riding Tri-Rail that day. Last year, Tri-Rail, a government subsidized rail 
service between Miami and West Palm Beach, had 4.4 million riders. 
 
You think these rail commuters are going to jump to All Aboard Florida for a quicker trip with 
fewer stops and more comfort? 
 
Maybe some will. 
 
But considering that you can get from Miami to West Palm Beach on Tri-Rail for $6.90, and that 
the Miami-to-West Palm Beach ticket on All Aboard Florida has been projected to be as low as 
$23.77, I’m guessing all those job commuters and students I see on Tri-Rail aren’t waiting for the 
day that they can more-than-triple their commuting costs. 
 
Public transportation in South Florida is essentially what people do when they don’t have a 
better option. 
 
So maybe it’s the tourists who will bring this gleaming new All Aboard Florida station in West 
Palm Beach to life. 
 
Let’s look at the math. 
 
The ridership survey’s conservative estimate is that 1.94 million people a year will ride All 
Aboard Florida just between its Miami, Fort Lauderdale and West Palm Beach stations. And 
then another 1.53 million will be taking the train each year between the South Florida stations 
and Orlando, the line’s other stop. 
 
When you add all those short and long-haul trips, you get the 3.47 million that is the line’s 
conservative estimate of expected riders for the year. 
 
There are 16 trains going each way every day, and a capacity of 400 seats on each train. So you 
can break down these yearly estimates in numbers that are easier to envision. 
 











It breaks down to 9,509 riders a day. And if you divide them equally over the 16 trips going 
north and 16 trips going south each day, you end up with each train car filled with 297 riders — 
making each train three-quarters filled. 
 
Do you believe that? 
 
Do you think that the 9 p.m. southbound train pulling into West Palm Beach on a Monday in 
late August is going to have nearly 300 people aboard? 
 
I don’t either. 
 
Well, that’s just an average. So maybe the summer trains will be nearly empty. OK, if so, that 
would mean that 600 or 700 people would have to be riding those 400-seat trains during the 
tourist season. 
 
And according to the projections, most of those riders will be just going between Miami and 
West Palm Beach. 
 
For what, exactly? What will make tourists line up to spend about $50 per person for a round-
trip ticket between Miami and West Palm Beach? 
 
Maybe some things will. But to make these ridership numbers work, you’d need 1.94 million 
tourists lining up for the higher-priced version of South Florida rail travel every year. And if 
you divide that by 365 days in a year, and then divide again by the 32 daily trains, you get 166 
tourists on each train between Miami, Fort Lauderdale and West Palm Beach. All year long. For 
every train. 
 
That’s putting a lot of pressure on the quilt shows at the Palm Beach County Convention 
Center. 
 
And these estimates are the conservative ones. If you look at All Aboard Florida’s rosiest 
projection of 5. 1 million annual riders in 2019, that would put an average of 437 people on each 
of the 400-seat trains all year long. 
 
So I look at this month’s groundbreaking for the All Aboard Florida station in West Palm Beach 
as more of an act of faith than an act of construction. 
 
Like that heart-warming tale of the baseball diamond carved out in an Iowa cornfield, we’ve 
entered the realm of magical realism, a build-it-and-they-will-come era. 
 
We’re building a track of dreams, a dream that’s a lot easier to believe if you avoid looking at 
the numbers. 
 
 
See the original article here: The Palm Beach Post 
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From: blystonesmith@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:41:54 AM


I say NO to your plan of passenger train service through the Treasure Coast, etc. Build it to the west away from
 communities.


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:blystonesmith@aol.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Patricia Haslam
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida opposition
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 1:45:57 PM


Oct. 31, 2014
<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]-->


ALL ABOARD FLORIDA


<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]-->


Highly touted;
Greatly  doubted.
<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]-->
Thirty-two a day
Plus freight?  No way!
Too many crossings
On east coast way.
<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]-->
Down the interior
Far superior.
<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]-->
Solution: Better a mono-rail down the median of Florida’s Turnpike.
              Jobs may be created, more stops along the way, greater safety, and maybe more West 
Coast accessibility. 
<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]-->
<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]-->
Submitted by Pat Haslam, Vero Beach
In  support of Timothy J.Wilson’s letter to the Press-Journal of Oct. 30, 2014.
<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]-->
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From: ANNETTE LIEBLEIN
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: RE: All Aboard Florida
Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 3:42:37 PM


To Whom it may Concern:


STOP THIS TRAIN PROJECT
I am deeply opposed to the proposed plan to run additional tracks near the


 senior community of Vista Royale bordering Rt. 1 and the existing railroad tracks.
 Remember this is "our" Florida too and I doubt that you would be in favor of
 railroad tracks bordering your property. How low can our property value go!!


Respectfully,


Annette DeLucia Lieblein
RESOLUTION


Be It Resolved That the Vista Royale Board of Directors, representing a
 senior community of 1512 condos in Indian River County, bordering Route 1 and the
 current railroad tracks, is overwhelmingly against the All Aboard Florida proposal to add
 tracks allowing up to 32 passenger trains a day, travelling at high speeds, very close to our
 community. There are presently 3 railroad crossings (Oslo Road, 1st Street and 4th Street)
 that will be directly affected by the planned tracks and trains, limiting our access to
 emergency services, shopping and daily travel throughout Indian River County, as well as
 the safety issues associated with the additional trains.


Residents of Vista Royale are presently disturbed by the existing train noise
 throughout the day and night, and any additional trains and noise associated with them will
 only exacerbate this level of disturbance and severely limit our peaceful use of the many
 outdoor activities we currently enjoy. We are also concerned that Vista Royale’s properties
 will decline in value because of the diminished access to our community and the increased
 noise generated by the high speed trains.
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From: Denise Hartman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Florida All Aboard
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 2:06:14 PM


I have lived in the town of Jupiter at my present address for 19 years. I am a recreational boater. We own a sailboat
 that requires bridge openings but do not travel up the Loxahatchee River because it is two shallow.


My community in Jupiter boarders I 95. When we purchased our home we knew the interstate was there and that
 someday it would be widened and would become noisier. A sound barrier was erected but when the wind blows
 from the west  you can here the traffic from the highway.


I am very much in favor of the train.  I am very much aware of climate change and it's effects on my environmental
 surroundings. Tides are higher and beach erosion is more prominent. A rainier and longer wet season has increased
 local and coastal flooding. Our oceans are becoming more acidic. Our community is geared towards retirees and the
 ocean and the leisure activities that are associated with these activities. I believe in climate change and it's long term
 effects on my children and my state and country that I am willing to reduce my carbon foot print  to   the extent that
 I drive a hybrid.


I understand that this train and it's scheduled traffic is geared more towards European and South American Tourists
 and those people arriving in port on cruise ships. It is a very effective and efficient way to move passengers from
 South Florida to Orlando. I also do not believe that the country has the capacity to continue moving large amounts
 of baby boomers and Mellinnials by air.    I am hopeful that this is the beginning of train infrastructure development
 in Florida and the rest of the United States. I find it embarrassing the countries refusal to invest in high speed rail
 and much other needed infrastructure. We are decades behind other developed peers and China will have built
 12,000 miles of high speed rail in less than 15 years., 


Many people site concerns that this will result in increases freight traffic between Miami and points north. There is
 great concern and worry about mega container ships emptying their containers in Miami and then 20,000 containers
 will be hitting our highways and rails heading north.  I do not believe this to be the case. McKinsey and Company
 have stated that because of business preference for just in time delivery that larger container ships will not be as
 profitable or as desirable as believed. The time to unload ships, load them on trains or trucks and then drive north is
 too expensive and time consuming. Miami will never be able to compete effectively with Jacksonville or
 Savannah.   If shipping is required to be moved north of West Palm it will


The highest demand for bridge openings for the is between 10 and 6 pm on weekends during the summer months. In
 my opinion the non opening AIA bridge is as much a hinderance to the free flow of traffic in and out of the
 Loxsahatchee as the 100 year old bascule bridge. Is it possible when upgrades to the track are made to build double
 the current width of the ecisting bridge or add an additional opening  to allow two way traffic during those busy
 weekends. I do not favor raising the elevation of the bridge above current grade because that would hinder and
 destroy the town feel of the current track elevation both from a visual standpoint. Most people would prefer to wait
 in traffic than to visually change the Dixie Highway/A1A corridor in Jupiter.


Lastly since the tracks are on privately owned right of way and have been there for nearly 100 years I do not believe
 that the Towns, and or property owners along the RR right of way have a legal leg to stand on. I would prefer an
 accommodative solution than war. 


Sent from my iPhone
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From: Gloria Swanson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Changing the route
Date: Sunday, November 30, 2014 8:43:43 PM


I am not in favor of moving the route west of and parallel to I 95 and the turnpike.
A homeowner in Traditions.
Gloria Swanson
10476 SW Stratton Dr.
Port St. Lucie, FL. 34987
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From: Carol Waldner
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:43:46 AM


I believe this project will affect safety, peace and add to freight trains going through our space.  There is no plus for
 Treasure Coast residents.  Please stop this.


Carol Waldner


Sent from my iPad
Be a hero!  Be an organ donor!
I thank my hero every day!
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From: Tropicool AC
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida plans for the Treasure Coast in Florida
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 7:22:50 AM


Regarding the disastrous plan of All Aboard Florida/Fortress Investment Group creating a
 route from Miami to Orlando all along the heavily populated Treasure Coast of Florida: 
 SAFETY, SAFETY, SAFETY, is of utmost concern! These additional tracks and trains will simply
 endanger all persons and wildlife who live along this corridor. Adding these passenger and
 freight trains, without numerous mitigating flyovers and/or tunnels, will endanger and ruin
 the lifestyle of residents; first responders will not be able to efficiently respond; those people
 who need to cross the tracks daily, several times a day, either for work or school will be
 subjected to hazards posed by this project. Although a more western route may be more
 costly for AAF, it is the ONLY sensible route and will benefit AAF and residents in the long run.
 The route would be shorter, with less danger and disruption; it would benefit the sparsely
 populated area, creating jobs and services there, and would avoid the disasters that would
 inevitably occur with the planned eastern route; there is more land there for the double
 tracks that will be needed; AAF would not need to spend monies for quiet zones; trains
 carrying hazardous materials would not enter populated areas. PUBLIC SAFETY AND
 ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES SHOULD TRUMP PROFIT!!!! OVER A MILLION PEOPLE IN MARTIN,
 ST lUCIE AND INDIAN RIVER COUNTIES WILL BE NEGATIVELY IMPACTED BY THIS DANGEROUS
 PROJECT. PLEASE MOVE THE TRACKS OUT WEST!
Donna Long
5885 SE General Lee Terrace
Stuart, FL 34997
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From: Babsnearl@aol.com
To: John.Winkle@DOT.gov
Subject: RE: All Aboard Florida
Date: Saturday, November 22, 2014 7:49:25 AM


DATE: _____________


TO: John.Winkle@DOT.gov and AAF_comments@vhb.com
 (AAF_comments@vhb.com)


FROM: Barbara & Emil Reisert  (babsnearl@aol.com)


Mailing address   9471 Fleming Grant Rd- Micco. FL 32976 


___________________________________________________________________


 


Dear Sir:


We are writing with concerns about the All Aboard Florida (AAF) passenger rail
 project and the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) they have forwarded
 to the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) for review and comment.


 


The DEIS repeatedly refers to the impacts of adding 32 high speed trains as “will
 be mitigated.” No remedies are discussed for important issues like noise, vibration,
 air quality, construction staging or the impact more freight and 32 passenger trains
 will have on our natural habitats and wildlife.  There has been a serious attempt by
 AAF to fool us into accepting their plan with misleading facts or partial truths at
 area forums.  Additionally, as the South Florida Phase 1 segment is moving
 forward, many people believe there is nothing we can do to resolve their
 concerns.  That sentiment has been used by AAF to limit comments and promise
 local officials concessions and/or stations “sometime in the future.” 


 


The new AAF tracks will bisect our community of mostly retired and senior



mailto:Babsnearl@aol.com

mailto:John.Winkle@DOT.gov

mailto:John.Winkle@DOT.gov

mailto:AAF_comments@vhb.com

mailto:AAF_comments@vhb.com

mailto:babsnearl@aol.com

mailto:babsnearl@aol.com

mailto:babsnearl@aol.com





 residents. This means increased train activity could virtually cut off the east parts
 of my neighborhood from western portions. This is a serious impediment to the
 delivery of emergency services.  Neighbors will be separated from neighbors and
 access to needed community services will be limited by increased delays at
 crossing.


 


Safety at railroad crossings is also a huge concern.  Add 32 daily high speed trains,
 PLUS 16 to 20 freight trains to road crossings, that are level to the roadway (grade
 level) and we have an accident waiting to happen.   


 


Also not adequately addressed is the demolition and replacement of the St.
 Sebastian River railroad bridge.  AAF states the bridge will remain in its right-of-
way.  While the bridge may be in the right-of-way, the tracks are being moved east
 and at landfall will impact homes in the Little Hollywood community.  Among the
 issues “to be mitigated” are the impacts of bridge construction on the annual winter
 migration of the Florida Manatee, an endangered species. The St. Sebastian River
 is treated as a stand-alone issue.  No mention is made concerning its use as a
 watershed by the St. Johns River Management District or that the River is a
 tributary of – and included in - the National Indian River Lagoon Estuary, a Lagoon
 of national importance and in critical need of restoration.


 


Finally, Florida already has a passenger train that goes from Miami to Orlando and
 no one rides it.  It’s called Amtrak. 


 


We are asking the Railroad Administration to reject the flawed Draft Environmental
 Statement and tell All Aboard Florida to do their due diligence and provide needed
 facts that truly justify this proposal.  Better yet, tell them to move their trains west. 
 Florida voters approved an amendment to the state’s constitution in 2000
 authorizing a high speed “bullet” train adjacent to Florida’s Turnpike.


 


Sincerely yours,







Barbara & Emil Reisert


 


 


 


 








From: Jancy11@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Florida All Aboard
Date: Thursday, October 30, 2014 2:24:06 PM


Dear Sir:
 Again this morning I watched the St. Lucie railroad bridge from my living room across the water.
 
Road bridge down to boat traffic and not opening because RR bridge is going up in 5 minutes 7:36 am
RR bridge went up at   7:41 am
South bound train at   7:53 am
Train finished crossing at   8:00 am
RR bridge stayed down
North bound train at   8:16 am
Train finished crossing at   8:22 am
RR bridge goes up at   8:26 am
Road bridge goes up at   8:28 am
Now the boats can go thru 6 headed east bound and 4 west bound
 
The boat traffic held up for 52 minutes.........
This happens almost every weekday morning.
And now they propose adding 2 passenger trains an hour.
This will shut down boat traffic to a stand still.
 
Send the passenger trains West from West Palm Beach to Orlando missing all the coastal areas and
 bottle necks.
 
 Sincerely,
Jack Sailer
1111 SW 5th Terrace
Palm City, FL 34990
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From: Rebecca Grohall
To: rgrohall@city-ftpierce.com
Subject: City of Fort Pierce <Watchdog: Virus checked>
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:23:01 AM
Attachments: AAF COMMENTS 111414.pdf


Please find attached the City's review 


* * * * * LEGAL DISCLAIMER * * * * *
Mail is intended for work preparation purposes only. No legal definite promise.


Under Florida law, e-mail addresses are public records. If you do not want your e-mail address
 released in response to a public-records request, do not send electronic mail to this entity.
 Instead, contact this office by phone or in writing.


This document should only be read by those persons to whom it is addressed and is not intended
 to be relied upon by any person without subsequent written confirmation of its contents.
 Accordingly, The City of Fort Pierce disclaims all responsibility and accepts no liability (including
 in negligence) for the consequences for any person acting, or refraining from acting, on such
 information prior to the receipt by those persons of subsequent written confirmation.


If you have received this e-mail message in error, please notify us immediately by telephone.
 Please also destroy and delete the message from your computer. 


Any form of reproduction, dissemination, copying, disclosure, modification, distribution and/or
 publication of this e-mail message is strictly prohibited.
* * * * * LEGAL DISCLAIMER (autocreated by iQ.Suite Trailer) * * * * *
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TO:   Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council and the Federal Railroad Administration 
   
FROM:   Rebecca Grohall, Planning Manager 
 
RE:  City Of Fort Pierce Staff Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement For The 



All Aboard Florida Project 
 



DATE:  November 14, 2014 
 
 
Purpose 
The purpose of this report is to outline Fort Pierce City staff comments in response to the recent Federal Railroad 
Administration (FRA) release of their Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the All Aboard Florida 
(AAF) Orlando to Miami Intercity Passenger Rail Project.  The FRA is required by the National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) to analyze the potential environmental impact that may result from this project. According to 
NEPA, the intent of a DEIS is to facilitate public discourse, allow federal agencies to study environmental 
impacts and asses alternatives, and inform decision makers and the public.  The study evaluates the project 
comprehensively, but focuses primarily on Phase II West Palm Beach to Orlando.  Overall recommendation is 
further comprehensive analysis needs to be completed with identified deficiencies being addressed, so that a 
complete understanding of increased train travel can be obtained.   
 
The following report is divided into five major sections, Transportation, Land Use, Noise, & Vibration, 
Environmental Conditions, Hazardous Materials and Solid Waste Disposal, and Social, Economic, & Community 
Impacts, these sections correspond to major sections in the DEIS report. 
 
Transportation 
Roadway Network and Grade Crossings: 
The proposed All Aboard Florida Orlando to Miami Intercity Passenger Rail project is expected to run 32 
passenger trains per day.  In addition,  Florida East Coast Railway (FEC) freight train trips are expected to 
increase from 14 to 20, thus approximately 52 trains per day would run on the FEC rail line, by 2016.  This is a 
tremendous increase in train activity for the Fort Pierce area.  A rapid increase such as this is obviously a concern 
to the community.  Below are the major concerns that have been identified regarding the transportation section. 
 
Road Analysis- Currently train routes intersect vital thoroughfares for the community.  These roads include:  



• Seaway Drive 
• Orange Avenue 
• Avenue A 
• Avenue D Fisherman’s Warf 
• North Causeway 
• Avenue C (A.E Backus Ave) 
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Undoubtedly, a rapid increase in trains per day will negatively affect the City’s roadways.  FRA did analyze 
traffic operations at grade crossing sections (Appendix 3.3 Grade Crossing Details); however, they only analyzed 
the largest volume arterial roads. Specifically for Ft. Pierce, they studied North Causeway and Seaway Drive.  
These are major thoroughfares, connecting the mainland to the islands, but they are not the City’s only major 
roads.  Consequently, without complete analysis of all grade crossings, we contend the report is inadequate and 
are requesting that AAF complete a full analysis of all grade crossings.   
 
Level of Service- Reviewing the information available in the report estimated crossing grade for North Causeway 
during normal cycle is expected to be at Grade A.  When freight trains cross Level of Service will be at Grade C 
and when Passenger trains cross level of service will be at Grade B.  Weighted average is expected to be at Grade 
A.  This is above minimum level of service standards, which is a D or better.   
 
In contrast, the estimated crossing grade for Seaway Drive during normal cycle will be at Grade A.  When freight 
trains cross level of service will be at Grade F and when Passenger trains cross level of service will be at Grade F.  
Weighted average is expected to be at Grade B. The change to level of service for Seaway Drive is alarming.   
However, it is unclear by the report why this crossing will fall below acceptable grade levels due to train traffic.   
 
While the report offered no suggestions as to why Seaway Drive would operate at LOS F, perhaps the answer is at 
the Avenue C Bridge .  The bridge is a single track; presently daily operations often necessitate trains to switch to 
allow others to bypass.  Added passenger service will presumably increase the need for railroad switching in this 
area. The report does not clearly state what actions will be taken to improve this crossing, in the report there is no 
indication FEC or AAF will be updating this bridge.  In order to maintain level of service above standard grade 
during crossing, it will be necessary to upgrade this bridge and now would be the best time to take action.    
 
Traffic operations- The DEIS report of North Causeway and Seaway Drive states these crossings will individually 
remain above acceptable level of service, but does not provide impact analysis of when trains cross multiple 
arterial roads simultaneously.  In the case of multiple crossing closures, it is reasonable to predict further delays, 
as well as increase in road traffic on minor roadways which do not have the capacity for high volume traffic.   The 
report does convey the increase in trains will cause additional closure events, but does not provide further research 
to understand the impact of the closures. In the report it states since passenger trains are shorter in length than 
existing freight, the additional impact from freight and passenger will be minimal.  However supporting detail is 
vague and the report never addresses the overall impact of additional freight and passenger trains.  
 
Moreover, the report does not provide any analysis on bicycle and pedestrian level of service. For the Ft. Pierce 
area this is important to identify, because of the City’s growing alternative transportation users. Given the report’s 
incomplete analysis of level of service, the report does not provide a full picture of the true impact of increased 
train activity at the City’s grade crossings.   
 
Upgrades and Maintenance- The City is concerned about the initial cost and future maintenance of crossing 
guards and surrounding area.  Not only would the City’s roadway crossings, which include gates, lights, 
signalization, medians, and other items, have to be upgraded, pedestrian crossings will need to be improved as 
well, which can include sidewalks, pedestrian guards and signs, pavement markings, and raising the approach to 
tracks.  Supplementary documents from AAF state they would cover costs for upgrading and maintenance 
associated with double tracking only, not including quiet zones upgrades.  At present it is unclear what upgrades 
and maintenance will be covered by AAF, the report did not include this information.     
 
In addition, upgrading and maintenance of two bridges, Taylor Creek and Avenue C, is also a concern for the 
City.  According to the DEIS report, the Taylor Creek bridge would be rehabilitated, though details were not 
presented in the report.  Avenue C Bridge however was not discussed at all in the document.  The AAF project 
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will increase the number of trains per day, and as a result frequency of road closures will also rise.  A result, road 
closures will impact shifts in traffic patterns.  Commuters will presumably utilize Avenue C as well as Citrus 
Avenue overpass more frequently to bypass the increased train traffic.   
 
As previously stated the Avenue C Bridge (Figure 1), an older single track bridge, needs to be upgraded to assist 
with train and road traffic flow.  Since it is a single track, only one train can cross at a time, thus train switching 
before or after the crossing is necessary. This creates traffic flow problems at crossing intersections.  
Consequently, we will see traffic build ups at crossing intersections, such as Seaway Dr., Avenue D, Avenue A, 
Cedar Place, Avenue C, and the Citrus overpass.   
 



 
Figure 1: Avenue C Bridge 



 
 
Traffic increase on Citrus Avenue overpass (Figure 2) is also concerning.  If the AAF project moves forward the 
overpass will require inspection.  Additional traffic, an expected result from the AAF project, will put increased 
stress on the overpass.  AAF should work with the City to assist with upgrading and maintaining the overpass.  
Their assistance will help ensure the overpass meets safe load carrying capacity standards.  For the safety of 
travelers going over the train tracks on Citrus Avenue Overpass, it is imperative that it undergoes rehabilitation.     
 
Speed- The DEIS report estimates train speeds may be in excess of 110 miles an hour at the Savannah Road 
crossing. Speed in the downtown area is expected to be between 40- 60 miles per hour.  Trains moving through 
City center at those speeds pose obvious concern for community and wildlife safety.  The report acknowledges a 
sealed corridor will be in place, but does not provided detailed information on the type of sealed corridor.  An 8ft 
chain link fence would not be aesthetically pleasing, nor is it consistent with our code standards for our historic 
district and redevelopment areas. Since the FEC rails run through the middle of our community the material of the 
sealed corridor must be compatible with the aesthetics in our area.  This is to avoid disruption to the look and feel 
of our areas. With trains moving through our community on a regular basis, an unattractive, sealed corridor will 
create the feel of a barrier between neighborhoods. 
      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Figure 2: Citrus Avenue Overpass 
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Marine Navigation: 
The DEIS report states the Taylor Creek railroad 
bridge would be rehabilitated.  However, no details 
were provided.  In 2007, the Taylor Creek Charrette 
was completed. At that time it was recommended to 
replace the current Taylor Creek Bridge with a 
vertical lift style bridge. The Treasure Coast 
Regional Planning Council team, during this time 
met with an FEC Representative, whom deemed a 
Vertical Lift bridge feasible and the preferred option 
(TCRPC, 2007).   
 
Replacing the bridge would allow boats to travel 
from the Indian River Lagoon through Taylor Creek 
and spurring economic development.  A major facet 
of the Taylor Creek Charrette was the discussion of 
expanding marine industry opportunities.  To 
accomplish expansion of the marine industry it was 
identified improvements of the bridge were 
necessary.  If the bridge were to be modernized to a 
vertical lift bridge it would not only update an old 
outdated bridge, but also be a catalyst for 
redevelopment, by allowing for marine navigation 
into the area.  
 
Other Transit: 
The City wants to maintain our multi-modal connectivity and optimal level of service.  However, the DEIS report 
did not speak to this issue specifically for Fort Pierce. 
 
Bicycle/ Pedestrian: 
Ensuring safety near the tracks is another concern, especially for residents who travel by alternative transportation 
modes such as walking and bicycling.  The FEC rail line runs through Ft. Pierce’s lowest income areas (Census 
tracts 380100, 380200, 381000) the residents in these neighborhoods are more likely to use alternative forms of 
transportation and have higher probability to travel back and forth over the tracks.  With the increase in trains per 
hour, risk for these travelers will greatly increase. Safety of these travelers is very important to the community, the 
DEIS does not provide in depth information on its plans to create safe pedestrian areas near and around the rails. 
 
Public Safety and Emergency Response: 
Consistent with impediment of traffic operation level of service, is the obstruction of connectivity between major 
areas of the City.   While once considered a benefit when passenger rail stopped in the community, the train is 
now seen as a disadvantage.  The rail line currently cuts through major economic hubs and divides the mainland 
from North and South Hutchinson Island. The City sees the influxes of trains passing through the community as a 
hindrance to ensuring levels of connectivity between neighborhoods as well as between the mainland and the 
islands.  Maintaining connectivity is important, especially for ensuring our emergency responders, Fire, Rescue 
and Police response, can respond without hindrance. The DEIS does not address the impact the additional trains 
will have on our emergency responders. Additionally, in the event of an evacuation be it manmade or natural, 
how would the FEC respond? Would they stop the trains? Do they have an evacuation plan in place?  
Furthermore if these trains were used to evacuate other communities in Florida, what is the FECR response to the 



Figure 3: Taylor Creek Charrette area. 
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negative impact it would oppose on our community. All these questions are not sufficiently answered by the 
report. 
 
Recommendations:  



• Analyze of all our grade crossings, so that we have sufficient information on the impacts to the 
community; 



• Provide further information regarding bicycle and pedestrian level of service; 
• Implement adequate safety measures for pedestrian and bicycle areas around and on the track; 
• Update crossings, ensuring they are ADA compliant; 
• Implement improvements to Avenue C bridge; 
• Implement improvements, such as vertical lift, to Taylor Creek bridge; 
• Provide detailed information of the sealed corridor ; 
• Research multi-modal connectivity and level of service in the Fort Pierce area; and 
• Provide plans demonstrating how evacuation procedures will be impacted by trains, especially for trains 



that may be stopped for switching and blocking evacuation routes. 



Land Use, Noise, & Vibration 
Existing Land Use: 
The description of St. Lucie County as “low density and undeveloped lands” is a clear misrepresentation of our 
area.  The City of Fort Pierce, established in 1901, is one of the oldest communities on the east coast of Florida.  
Ft. Pierce today remains a vibrant community with a rich history that includes a close relationship with the FEC 
rail line. The City became an important location for the rail line when Henry Flagler designated Fort Pierce as a 
division point in 1911.  Earning this designation facilitated exponential growth for the City, as well as establishing 
Fort Pierce as a pivotal location for freight train operations. Even though Fort Pierce is a significant location for 
the FEC, land use information provided within the DEIS report relating to Fort Pierce was incomplete and 
inaccurate. 
 
Noise:  
Noise pollution, already a negative externality currently impacting our residents, is one concern Ft. Pierce wants 
to be proactive in mitigating.  Noise pollution includes noise generated by wheels, flanging, idling, whistles 
blowing, and railroad switching.  With additional trains running through the middle of the community, increased 
noise will unquestionably bolster the negative externalities already impacting residents, something the City is very 
concerned about.  The DEIS report did not adequately address the negative externalities associated with increased 
train trips.  The report addresses existing conditions, but we contend the report did not sufficiently forecast future 
conditions.  It is important to understand fully the noise impacts, so that plans can be made for mitigation efforts.   
 
Quiet Zones: 
The possible need and costs to the municipality for Quiet Zones or other noise mitigation alternatives is a concern 
for the City. If the AAF project moves forward and noise is an issue, it is recommended that the AAF upgrade all 
FEC crossings guards to meet Quiet Zone standards at their costs and not pass those costs onto Cities.  
Alternatively, if AAF does not fully fund Quiet Zones, and the City wishes to pursue them – Staff recommends 
that they join with other governments to work with the Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council in a joint 
application for funding.    
 
Historical Structures and Districts: 
The DEIS report currently does not specify how additional vibration will affect homes and business located near 
the FEC rail.  A majority of housing and commercial stock in the City of Fort Pierce is located near the rail line.  
A fuller understanding is needed to evaluate the true consequence of vibration to our structures, since a majority 
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of our historically significant properties, both commercial and residential, as well as an entire community enclave, 
Edgartown, is located very close to the rail line. Many of these buildings were built between late 1900’s to 1950. 
The report poorly conveys how the vibration will negatively affect these areas.  Concerns regarding vibration on 
these older buildings are a great concern for the City.  Three different historic districts are located throughout the 
FEC corridor: the Downtown Historic District, as well as the Edgartown Settlement and the Rivers’ Edge Historic 
Districts.  Additionally, numerous properties are on the National Register of Historic Places but not addressed – 
including the Sunrise Theater, Cresthaven/Boston House, Old City Hall, the Moore’s Creek Bridge (aka “tummy 
tickle hill”) and Old Fort Park.  The Sunrise Theater may be part of the number of auditoriums listed that are 
impacted by noise and vibration; however they were presented as a number only without a corresponding list, it is 
impossible to determine what the impacts are to the theater both to the structure and to performances. 
 
Along with vibration is the concern about the possibility of a sealed corridor.  If a sealed corridor is to be built in 
the downtown, the City does not want chain link fence to be an option.  Aesthetically it does not fit the look and 
feel of downtown nor is it allowed or compatible with the design standards.  A chain link fence will be a 
hindrance to the City’s redevelopment and historic preservation efforts. The FRA did not reach out to City staff to 
get a better understanding of the City’s historic area, which calls into question their ability to evaluate the effects 
of vibration to these buildings. Chain link is not an allowed use in our redevelopment area, nor is it an allowed 
material in the historic areas.  
 
Recommendations:  



• Provide a more in-depth quantitative and qualitative evaluation on spill-over costs and negative 
externalities from noise; 



• Provide further detailed research on impact of noise and vibration on historic structures; and 
• Improve communication with City of Fort Pierce Planning Department staff. 



 
Environmental Conditions 
It’s imperative that environmentally sensitive locations such as Savannah Preserve, Old Fort Park archeological 
site, Indian Hills Recreation Area, the Indian River Lagoon and other coastal waterways are not destroyed or in 
any manner damaged.  Savannah Preserve is a State Park running through Fort Pierce and St. Lucie County 
comprised of environmentally sensitive land in freshwater marshes and is perhaps the largest single remaining 
piece of east coast savanna land.   In addition to other environmentally sensitive lands adjacent to the tracks, the 
report does not address impacts to the migration corridors.  Also missing is a discussion impacts to threatened and 
endangered species like gopher tortoises, indigo snakes, bobcats, scrub jays and numerous other birds, on the 
“protected species” lists.  Nor does the report address impacts any of the protected plants that are on the state or 
federal lists.   The DEIS report does not address in any detail on how train traffic will impact these areas, nor 
offers any mitigation measures to ensure these sensitive areas will be protected over time.  Thus, the City 
contends the DEIS is incomplete in this section.  
 
Recommendations  



• Provide detailed impact analysis on our local environmental areas; 
• Provide wildlife crossing areas through the use of culverts; and 
• Provide detail environmental mitigation plans  



 
Hazardous Materials and Solid Waste Disposal 
Hazardous materials and solid waste disposal is not discussed except during construction period. This section is 
vague and does not give any substantive detail specific to any area.  The report also is ambiguous about how they 
will handle mitigation efforts after construction period.  How the AAF will prevent or mitigate any hazardous 
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material spills or solid waste leakage is unclear.  Additionally, the report claims there are 337 potential 
contaminated sites, but does not discuss any details regarding any of the sites.   
 
Recommendations:  



• Provide detailed information on prevention and mitigation of hazardous material spills or solid waste 
leakage; 



• Provide detailed information on where the contaminated sites are located;  and if sites are located in our 
area provide plans of site cleanup.  



 
Social, Economic, & Community Impacts 
Environmental Justice: 
The majority of minority and low income residents in St. Lucie County identified by the DEIS report live in Ft. 
Pierce. The City has been working toward improving the quality of life not only for these community members, 
but for the entire Ft. Pierce community.  Increased train traffic running three times per hour will negatively affect 
the quality of life, resulting in lasting negative effects for the entire community.  Although the report drew 
attention to the low income and minority census tracts, it failed to provide any research on passenger rail and 
social equity.  They failed to address issues such as barriers to integration, taking of land, and health.  Until this 
section of the DEIS report addresses those and similar issues, the section should be considered incomplete.  
 
Economic Impacts: 
The AAF project is expected to create spill-over costs.  Negative externalities such as increased train noise and 
vibration, additional traffic delays, and an unattractive sealed corridor may spur direct and indirect negative 
economic impacts to the Fort Pierce community.  Loss of investment in Historic Fort Pierce Downtown, real 
estate degradation of commercial and housing properties, and loss of tourists’ dollars to the local area, have all 
been identified as most concerning to the City.   
 
Fort Pierce and surrounding Treasure Coast communities will be absorbing all the costs with no benefits.  
Economically, the current proposed project does not benefit our local area.  The DEIS report did not sufficiently 
discuss potential positive or negative economic impacts to Fort Pierce or similar areas, that will not be getting a 
stop.  The report only discussed positive externalities and economic opportunities that will be spurred in cities 
with train stops.  It is imperative the report identify both positive and negative impacts for all areas that will be 
affected by the project.  
 
Historical & Cultural Resources: 
Preservation of Historical and Cultural Resources is important to the City of Fort Pierce.  The City’s restoration 
and preservation efforts have been and continue to be a top priority.  Fort Pierce historical buildings were built as 
long ago as 1882.  The typologies of these historic buildings vary from wooden frame, clay, concrete, and marble.  
Many of the oldest buildings are concentrated downtown and along the river and railroad (Appendix A: Historic 
Structures and Sites).  The impact of additional trains per day on these various historical structures in these areas 
is unknown. Review of the DEIS report found the FEC did not sufficiently research Fort Pierce historical and 
archeological sites, nor did they adequately seek local planner comments regarding local historic resources.  The 
report states they contacted our department, however there is not a planner on staff with the City or County who 
can verify that.  There was no reporting or researching included regarding the archeological site at Old Fort Park, 
the Ais Indian burial mound at Old Fort Park.   
 
Since the FRA did not accurately or sufficiently identify local resources, they did not address the possible 
negative economical and physical impacts to our community.  Increased trains will impact our historical, 
archeological, and culture resources, but the impacts are currently unknown, due to their lack of research.  
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Furthermore, FRA did not discuss any mitigation plans addressing how AAF would protect historic and 
archeological sites. Overall we find this section of the report lacks completeness.   We have attached several maps 
in the Appendix showing the historical resources.  
 
Recreational Resources: 
The FEC rail travels along or near several parks including Savannas Preserve State Park , Indian Hills Golf 
Course,  Heathcote Botanical Gardens, Ilous Ellis Park (aka “Open Space Park”) and Indian Hills Recreation 
Area.  Concerns over maintaining and preserving these open, passive spaces have been identified.  The report 
stated there will be some impact from noise and vibration, however they do not speak specifically to our park 
areas nor do they offer any mitigation plans to protect these valuable areas.  
 
Recommendations:  



• Research the economic impacts on historical areas; 
• Reevaluate of all historical structures and sites; 
• Address impacts on all historical building typologies; 
• Improve communication with City of Fort Pierce Planning Department staff; and 
• Reevaluate impact on local recreation areas. 
 



Conclusion 
The AAF project is expected to impact the City, however there is not enough information presented in the DEIS 
to fully evaluate the report and gauge the full extent of the impact.  The report lacked meaningful, quantifiable 
data that could be utilized to evaluate the additional traffic delays; impacts to grade crossings, effects on roadways 
and adjacent neighborhoods, and most importantly the true costs to the City.  The City of Fort Pierce respectfully 
requests that All Aboard Florida reevaluate the report and provide actual data, not brushstroke statements.  
 
 
Attachments –  Appendix A:  Historical Resources in Fort Pierce  
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From: Danny Kresky
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 1:29:52 PM


Railroad thing coming through the Treasure Coast shows the greed of Governor Scott and a
 couple of his cronies that have been lobbying for this for 3 years. You people do not give a
 fucking shit about the people who live in the Treasure Coast. Governor Scott you're a bald
 headed motherfucker and I don't like you. What you people have planned which is great for
 Miami and Orlando but not for the hundreds of thousands that live in the Treasure Coast. If it
 were up to me I would join about five or six lawyers from different cities in this area and file
 a class action suit against the FCC and Governor Scott. This whole railroad thing is to
 undermine the Treasure Coast. Treat the town like a ghost town and not give a fuck about the
 people who live there. Deaths will occur and accidents will occur all because of this fucking
 railroad.


Danny Kresky 
DKresky8@aol.com
(954)260-3744
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From: Laurie MacDougall
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida project
Date: Wednesday, November 12, 2014 4:14:52 PM


The All Aboard Florida RR plan will provide nothing but negatives to Stuart and Martin
 County, FL, where I am a resident and registered voter. Not stopping here means we can't
 even be passengers.


What happens to RR crossings that are blocked due to delays or breakdowns? How does that
 affect emergency response vehicles? What about near constant noise of 32 AAF trains per
 day, in addition to increased freight train traffic expected due to Miami Port enhancement?
 How quickly can a high speed train stop in an emergency? Who pays for needed changes to
 crossings--local taxpayers, who get nothing good in return?


Hundreds of fishing boats and sailboats currently pay fees at Stuart's Sunset Marina &
 Moorings and other nearby docks and boatyards. I have stood and watched the time-
consuming process of raising and lowering of the RR bridge on the St. Lucie River
 (Okeechobee Waterway). With only a few minutes per hour (or less) during daylight for
 openings of this bridge, most of those boats will be forced to find other locations. Other
 dockage with the needed depths do not exist locally, so this will result in many leaving the
 area, taking significant funds away from local economy. As owner of a sailboat, I face this
 dilemma myself. But why should I be forced to move my vessel away from the community in
 which I live?


This community and its economy is focused on its waters and boating, and now millions of
 dollars and jobs could be lost. Also how will this AAF plan lower values of home properties
 especially those with docks in the area (and taxes on them that go into local gov't budgets)?
 And what environmental damage could result if this RR bridge, which is old and not designed
 for such heavy use, caused a derailment? 


There are too many scenarios that the AAF project has no answer for, so I urge the Federal RR
 Admin to address these matters carefully, and require that the route be moved inland through
 the "Treasure Coast". I have traveled by Amtrak train on multiple occasions, several thousand
 miles across the US. I would definitely take advantage of a properly designed rail system if it
 stopped in my area, even if I had to drive 10+ miles west of our waterways and cities. A route
 that followed I-95 or Florida Turnpike makes much more sense..


If AAF moved the tracks inland along the Treasure Coast, residents here would be supportive,
 and many like myself would welcome a stop/station to utilize the high speed train. AAF is
 already planning to build new tracks further north; they should be required to do so here.


Loretta MacDougall
23 N. River Rd.
Stuart, FL 34996
lauriemac13@gmail.com
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From: joe conrad
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; john.winkle@dot.gov; Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov
Cc: Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil; David.Keys@noaa.gov; Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil; Allan.Nagy@faa.gov;


 James.Christian@dot.gov; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov; Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov;
 John_Wrublik@fws.gov; Charles_Kelso@fws.gov; CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov;
 BillNelson@senate.gov; Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com; Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov;
 GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com; MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov


Subject: RE: Deadline: Email Today or Tomorrow re Stop All Aboard
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:43:49 PM


I fully agree with all the sentiments expressed in the letter below. And I am firmly opposed to
 the concept of All Aboard Florida as well as any F federal and/or State loans to help promote
 this project. Joseph J Conrad (Stuart, Florida)


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE
Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590


Re: All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement and
 Section 4(f) Evaluation


Dear Mr. Winkle:


The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., a 501(c)(3) organization which has
 promoted a safe and healthy environment and the unique quality of life
 for Martin County residents for more than a decade, objects to the All
 Aboard Florida (AAF) high speed rail project as currently proposed and
 configured and submits comments with respect to the following
 categories evaluated in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
 (DEIS): Communities and Demographics (Social and Economic
 Community Impacts), Economic Conditions, Environmental Justice,
 Navigation, Public Health & Safety, Threatened and Endangered
 Species, Wetlands and Water Resources.


Introduction


Martin County is located within the North-South Corridor (N-S Corridor)
 identified on Page 4-1 of the DEIS. The County is located approximately
 40 miles north of West Palm Beach and has an estimated population of
 151,263 based on 2013 U.S. Census Bureau projections.


Since there are no station stops planned between West Palm Beach and
 Orlando, Martin County residents will gain no benefits from 32 new trains
 a day traveling at high speed through our community (along with an
 additional 12 to 14 freight trains). AAF will cause economic harm and
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 create safety, environmental, noise, and navigation hazards that Martin
 County residents do not currently face.


The stated purpose of the Environmental Impact Statement is to “disclose
 the environmental consequences” of the proposed AAF project “and to
 inform decision-makers and the public of any reasonable alternatives
 that would avoid or minimize adverse impacts to the natural or human
 environment.” The Draft EIS that was drafted by consultants who were
 paid by AAF fails to serve this purpose. It contains inadequate,
 incomplete, and inaccurate information that must be supplemented and
 corrected before decision-makers and the public may fully evaluate the
 impacts of the proposed AAF project.


Communities and Demographics (Social and Economic Community
 Impacts)


AAF will have serious negative social and economic community impacts
 within Martin County.


Incredibly, the DEIS completely omits Martin County and two
 incorporated municipalities which are crossed by the project in its
 discussion of Communities and Demographics. (DEIS 4-103 through 4-
105).


The City of Stuart, which is the County’s largest incorporated municipality
 (pop. est. 15,975) and is the County Seat for Martin County, is not
 mentioned in the DEIS report of impacts of the project on municipalities,
 although there are 10 at grade crossings in the city. The Town of Ocean
 Breeze, also an incorporated municipality within Martin County (pop. est.
 463) which, like the City of Stuart, is literally bisected by the project, has
 also been omitted.


Many of the City’s cultural resources, including the historic Lyric Theater,
 which is listed on the National Register of Historic Places, and the Stuart
 Heritage Museum are within 100 feet of the FECR tracks.


Comments submitted by the City of Stuart and Martin County address
 these issues in detail.


The Guardians of Martin County question the viability of the DEIS
 evaluation of Communities and Demographics affected by the AAF
 project when the largest incorporated municipality in the County and, in
 fact, all of Martin County is glaringly absent from the examination of
 these issues. The omission of Martin County, the City of Stuart, and the
 Town of Ocean Breeze from the DEIS evaluation of Communities and
 Demographics raises serious concerns about the thoroughness and
 veracity of the entire proposed EIS.


Another glaringly false and absurd statement with respect to the impact







 of the project on communities is the assurance in the DEIS that AAF
 “would benefit elderly and handicapped individuals by providing a
 transportation option that will enhance mobility and livability in their
 communities.” (DEIS 5-135)


Martin County has the highest percentage of elderly residents (28.9%) of
 any community within the N-S Corridor. Without any stops in Martin
 County, there is not a single “transportation option” provided by AAF to
 elderly and handicapped individuals. AAF not only fails to “enhance
 mobility and livability” in Martin County communities for elderly and
 handicapped residents, the project promises severe disruption to
 communities in which the elderly and handicapped reside and poses
 potential life-threatening risks.


Economic Conditions


Because the AAF project literally divides Martin County into two sections
 – that section east of the FECR tracks and that section west of the tracks
 – the project creates a severe threat to the economic survival of small
 businesses that rely on customers to cross the tracks for access.


Numerous small shops, restaurants, plants, groceries, and other
 business outlets are located adjacent to or near the FECR tracks. Fast
 and safe access across the tracks is not assured by the project,
 threatening the customer base of many of these small businesses,
 especially in the unincorporated areas of Port Salerno, Hobe Sound,
 Golden Gate and Jensen Beach and the incorporated municipality of
 Stuart, which encompasses the minority community of East Stuart.


Martin County has five “community redevelopment areas” (CRAs) which
 will be impacted by the project. None of the CRAs are identified or
 discussed in the DEIS. The Jensen Beach, Rio, Golden Gate, Port
 Salerno and Hobe Sound CRAs all are adjacent to or bisected by the
 FECR tracks. CRAs are statutorily created areas designed to eliminate
 blight, provide affordable housing, and generate economic development
 and stability within the communities where they are established. The
 DEIS fails to consider the project’s negative impacts to Martin County’s
 CRAs, such as the effect of lower property values caused by AAF on the
 Tax Increment Financing methodology that is used to finance and
 maintain CRA operations.


The economic benefits of the project touted by the DEIS are limited to
 temporary construction work in creating new infrastructure in Martin
 County.


The DEIS analysis that no job loss or neighborhood fragmentation will
 result from the project (DEIS S-17) is not borne out by the experience of
 small business owners and residents in the project area, especially
 those adjacent to or in close proximity to the FECR tracks.







Severe economic damage to existing small businesses will be long-
lasting or permanent. It is likely some will not survive the onslaught of
 increased train traffic that will block access to their businesses and
 create hazardous conditions for their customers trying to cross the
 tracks.


Environmental Justice


The DEIS fails to identify, quantify, or describe minority and low-income
 populations in Martin County that are disproportionately impacted by the
 negative impacts of the AAF project.


The County’s minority and low-income populations are, as in many other
 communities, situated closest to the project and are frequently bisected
 by the FECR tracks.


The East Stuart community within the City of Stuart is historically African-
American. East Stuart hosts two at grade crossings – at Florida Street
 and A1A (Dixie Highway) and at Decker and A1A. The tracks separate a
 densely populated residential area from the commercial area, and it is
 common for residents – especially children – to walk or ride their bikes
 across the tracks several times a day. One of the most beloved and
 utilized organizations within the East Stuart community, the Gertrude
 Walden Child Care Center, which provides services for low-income and
 minority parents and children, is located in the immediate vicinity of the
 project.


Similar situations exist in the Port Salerno, Hobe Sound and Golden
 Gate, where public schools, athletic fields, parks and youth centers such
 as the Boys and Girls’ Club are located in close proximity to the project.
 These communities have a high level of minority residents and
 businesses who are disproportionately impacted by the project, which
 does not directly impact the more affluent communities within the County
 which are not located as near the FECR tracks.


Among the negative effects of AAF on communities with higher
 percentages of low-income, minority, and elderly residents is the
 certainty that delay will be encountered by emergency vehicles crossing
 the FECR tracks to access emergency medical care.


Martin Memorial Medical Center, the largest medical care provider in
 Martin County (and also one of the largest employers in the County), has
 submitted comments objecting to the project noting that emergency
 responders throughout Martin County already “face a unique burden
 from existing freight traffic” on the “rail line [which] slices through the
 center of” the community.


Where the elderly and the very young live and congregate near the







 FECR tracks, the emergency access burden is of special concern and
 likely to result in tragic consequences. As the CEO of Martin Memorial
 Medical Center noted, even if delays caused by increased train traffic at
 crossings throughout the community are brief, “seconds can truly mean
 the difference between life and death.”


In low-income and minority communities, foot and bicycle traffic across
 the railroad tracks is common and presents additional disproportionate
 dangers to these residents.


Property values in lower-income areas are already depressed and will be
 further depressed by the proximity of the project. Noise and vibration
 from increased train traffic will disproportionately impact low-income and
 minority communities located closest to the FECR tracks.


Navigation


Numerous comments have been submitted regarding the serious
 negative impacts to navigation caused by the project and the failure of
 the DEIS to adequately and accurately address these concerns. The
 Guardians of Martin County, Inc., joins the marine industry, local
 governments, and boaters throughout the County in objecting to the
 project as it relates to navigation.


The information contained in the DEIS is indisputably inaccurate with
 respect to the number of vessels which pass through the St. Lucie River
 bridge. Comments submitted by Martin County include accurate counts
 of vessels passing through the bridge during the week and on
 weekends, reflecting more than twice as many vessels as the DEIS
 estimates.


Delays in allowing marine traffic to navigate through the St. Lucie River
 bridge opening will affect boater safety as well as property values for
 waterfront properties that lie to the west of the bridge. Commercial
 marinas and docks that require boaters to navigate through the bridge
 with longer and more frequent closures also will be severely impacted by
 the project.


Public Health & Safety


The DEIS fails to acknowledge that Fire Rescue and evacuation routes
 will be hampered by the project throughout Martin County.


Even in more affluent communities such as Jupiter Island and Sewall’s
 Point, there will be increased delays in the ability of emergency
 responders to reach the medical center located across the FECR tracks.
 Both the City of Stuart and Martin County, which contracts with other
 municipalities to provide fire rescue services, project serious increases in
 emergency response times due to increased train traffic and crossing







 closures.


Delays of as much as an additional 45 minutes are projected for
 evacuation in the event of an emergency at the St. Lucie Nuclear Power
 Plant on Hutchinson Island just north of Martin County. All evacuation
 routes are crossed by FECR tracks. In the event of other emergencies or
 weather events that require evacuation, increased train traffic will
 generate still more delays.


Pedestrian crossings which are frequently used throughout the County,
 especially in low-income and minority areas, will be even more
 dangerous with not only a higher number of trains on the tracks each
 day but increased speed of approaching trains. Pedestrians used to
 gauging the time available to cross the tracks based on the slower speed
 of freight trains will face significantly less crossing time with high-speed
 passenger trains approaching.


Threatened and Endangered Species


The DEIS discounts any impacts to threatened and endangered species
 and inaccurately states that no such species will be affected by the
 project.


The project passes through Jonathan Dickinson State Park (JDSP) in
 Martin County, which is the site of a number of resources which are not
 even mentioned in the DEIS. The Florida Division of Recreation and
 Parks (DRP) has submitted comments identifying species which will
 likely be impacted, such as perforated reindeer lichen ( Cladonia
 perforata ) located within the right-of-way and Curtiss’ milkweed
 ( Asclepias curtissi).


The Division notes that the federally protected eastern indigo snake has
 habitat within the N-S Corridor that will be impacted, as well as the
 Florida scrub jay, gopher tortoise, gopher frog, and Florida mouse. The
 gopher frog is especially likely to cross back and forth across the tracks
 in the park to travel between scrub habitat and wetlands breeding
 grounds.


Expansion of the tracks through JDSP will impact Florida scrub jay
 habitat as well as gopher tortoise on site.


More frequent closings of the rail crossing within JDSP will have severe
 negative impacts since the park has only one public access road.
 Emergency vehicles, campers, and day visitors could be trapped in the
 western part of the park during closures.


The DPR has submitted extensive and detailed comments addressing
 these issues.







Wetlands and Water Resources


As with other environmental impacts, the DEIS minimizes damage to
 wetlands and water resources resulting from the proposed project.


Comments submitted by Martin County detail serious concerns, including
 potential impacts to the Northwest Fork of the Loxahatchee River, which
 is federally designated as a Wild and Scenic River. The DEIS brushes
 off such concerns, suggesting that the lack of proximity to the FECR
 tracks eliminates or minimizes them. The entire Loxahatchee River
 watershed is a significant ecological complex, however, that provides
 unique habitat for endangered, threatened and migratory birds that travel
 throughout the area, including within the right-of-way.


Overall impacts to wetlands throughout the project area have not been
 quantified or addressed by the DEIS, which discusses mitigation of these
 impacts without acknowledging Martin County’s special protections for
 all wetlands. Insufficient data is provided for an accurate evaluation of
 the project’s wetlands impacts.


Impacts to water resources are being considered by the U.S. Army Corps
 of Engineers; however, the Corps has yet to schedule public hearings
 which have been requested by the Guardians of Martin County, Inc., as
 well as Martin County and other governmental agencies.


It is inevitable that impacts to manatee, protected seagrasses, and other
 marine life will be severe as a result of increased train traffic resulting in
 increased bridge closures producing more vessels queuing up to
 navigate through the bridge.


Conclusion


The DEIS failed to objectively and fairly evaluate the CSX Route
 Alternative (DEIS Figure 3.2-1), which would avoid most if not all of the
 negative impacts to Martin County residents and communities. The AAF-
paid consultants simply rejected the CSX Route Alternative out-of-hand,
 citing speculative issues such as “the risk that CSX would not be willing
 to enter into” a shared use agreement for existing infrastructure and
 unsupported conclusions such as the CSX Route Alternative poses “the
 highest potential adverse direct and indirect impacts to wetlands and
 protected species.” (DEIS 3-7)
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., strongly opposes the AAF project
 as proposed. The DEIS is replete with inaccurate, out-dated,
 speculative, and subjective material that appears to have been
 deliberately skewed by the drafters to support an unsustainable, critically
 flawed project.


The Guardians advocates consistency with the Martin County
 Comprehensive Growth Management Plan in all development







 throughout the County. The DEIS inaccurately states that the Plan was
 prepared by the Martin County “Division of Community Planning.” (DEIS
 4-4) There is no such agency within Martin County government. The
 Plan was prepared by the Martin County Growth Management
 Department.


Please insist that the final EIS be delayed until supplemental and
 accurate information is provided that truly reflects the AAF project’s
 impacts on the population and communities along the projected route.


Sincerely,


Peter H. Conze, Jr., President
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc.
www.theguardiansofmartincounty.com
Prepared by Virginia P. Sherlock, Esq.
Counsel to The Guardians of Martin County, Inc.



http://www.theguardiansofmartincounty.org/






From: Neil Barney
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Florida All Aboard
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 2:46:47 PM


Gentlemen:


"Florida All Aboard will be an unmitigated disaster for The Treasure Coast of Florida if it is 
allowed to proceed. Everything from many aspects of safety to property values will be 
negatively affected." 


I'm sure you've already heard the above many times, but the only way you will get a true sense
 of the calamity to come is to visit the area.
Take a week or two to visit the beautiful little towns from Cocoa to West Palm, stand near the 
major crossings and imagine these 110 MPH 
juggernauts passing through...twice an hour!


Many of those towns are already struggling to keep afloat. The most vulnerable ones will 
become ghost towns as the fat cats fly by throwing 'em down in the parlor car. 


My wife and I are already discussing selling our property in beautiful Vero Beach before the 
rush, because everybody tells us it's a done deal, "the fix is in" and there's nothing anyone can 
do. 


Before this happens, I implore you, visit the area. I believe that reason can prevail!   


Thank you,
Neil Barney
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From: Lyons, Alice
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: City of Stuart
Date: Wednesday, November 26, 2014 9:53:30 AM
Attachments: 001.pdf


Please see the attached City Response to AAF DEIS


Alice  Lyons
Executive Assistant to the City Manager
Florida Registered Paralegal
City of Stuart
121 SW Flagler Avenue
Stuart, Florida 34994
Phone   772-288-5312
Fax         772-288-5316
alyons@ci.stuart.fl.us


PUBLIC RECORDS NOTICE:


All e-mail sent to and received from the City of Stuart, Florida, including e-mail addresses and content, are subject
 to the provisions of the Florida Public Records Law, Florida Statute Chapter 119, and may be subject to disclosure.


*Under Florida Law, email addresses are public records. If you do not want your email address released in response
 to a public records request, do not send electronic email to this entity.
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From: Meghan Traynor
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 4:43:21 PM


I am very disappointed All Aboard Florida is petitioning to operate on a single track through Downtown Stuart and
 across the Intercoastal Waterway. Not only will this decision negatively affect the accessibility of medical services
 to Martin County residents,  downtown and marine merchants will also suffer as a result of the increase of trains.  I
 have no doubt the quality of life that brought me to Martin County will be disrupted.  I do not understand why the
 trains cannot run west of I-95, which would not affect the large populations of residents living near the coasts.  I ask
 you to please reexamine the "facts" of this decision that will affect so many Florida residents. Thank you!


Sincerely,
Meghan Traynor


197 SW Riverway Blvd.
Palm City, FL 34990


Sent from my iPhone
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From: Greg Gardner
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; john.winkle@dot.gov; Bill Gardner; Lori Van Dien
Subject: All Aboard Florida proposal
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:09:50 PM


John Winkle
Federal Railroad Adminstration
Washington, DC


Dear Mr. Winkle,


As a journalist on the Treasure Coast for more than 30 years and a
magazine writer for the past eight years on topics such as boating and
the environment, I have had plenty of opportunities to talk with many
marine industry and community leaders about AAF's proposed rail service
through our area.


Every single person I have spoken to agrees that not one cent of federal
money -- loans or otherwise -- should be given to AAF for this project.
If you loan them money for this, not only will it never be paid back,
but they will ruin our small cities from Sebastian to Tequesta.


They are trying to sucker you into giving them or loaning them money for
passenger service when clearly they want the federal money to improve
their tracks for freight. Everyone who has looked into the proposal sees
right through that charade.


No one believes the 522-page report prepared by AAF's consultants to be
true. It is filled with omissions, untruths and untold vague numbers
with no data to back them up. They have been so secretive about this
project, cities have to keep asking questions to find out what they
really plan to do to our downtowns.


I hope the FRA prepares its own un-biased report to examine this
proposal. The current report is like allowing the defendant to
exclusively pick the jury of his peers to decide his case.


The untold damage to everyone in the marine industry along the Treasure
Coast should be enough reason for you to deny any federal money for
AAF's passenger service as it is currently proposed. Closures of the
Okeechobee Waterway in Stuart and in Tequesta of up to nine hours a day
will devastate the property values of almost 5,000 waterfront owners
west of the Stuart FEC crossing.


Give or loan the money for a real bullet train through central Florida
or down the Florida Turnpike right-of-way as it was planned from the
start. You will be able to drive between the two cities faster than this
train.


Please do not allow federal dollars to pay for what clearly should be a
private venture. There is currently a plan in the works to allow the
state to give up the Turnpike right-of-way for the train to be built
there from Orlando to Miami. Stay tuned.


Thank you for your time and consideration.
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Regards and Happy Holidays,


Greg Gardner
11203 Ridge Ave.
Fort Pierce, FL
34982








From: khudon@verizon.net
To: OfficeofRPD@dot.gov
Subject: RE: EIS Draft remarks about Public Safety are Fabricated by All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, November 6, 2014 2:59:56 PM


All Aboard Florida will be laughing stock for countries who have real trains that travel at high speeds.  Using
 federal tax dollars for All Aboard Florida would be embarrassing to the United States.


Karen Hudon


OfficeofRPD@dot.gov wrote:


The Office of Railroad Policy & Development (RPD) has received your electronic message.


We are currently reviewing your inquiry and will send a response as soon as possible.


If your issue/concern requires immediate attention, please call the main RPD line at (202) 493-6381.


Thank you.



mailto:khudon@verizon.net
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From: Arthur Einstein
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Florida East Coast RR
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 12:02:28 PM


To whom it may concern


Please add my name to the list of outraged Floridans who oppose Florida East 
Coast’s plan to pollute our communities with more train traffic.


I am an enthusiast fan of high speed rail, if it’s properly done.  


Florida East Coast’s plan could and should be routed to minimize environmental 
and social impact.


All Aboard Florida sticks a finger in the eye of more than a million people who’ll 
be hit with more train traffic and all it brings with it:  more noise, more pollution, 
more traffic congestion, more hazardous driving and boating conditions, added 
expense for improving grade crossings, ripping up our downtowns to add tracks.  
The objections are many and obvious.


The environmental impact statement Florida East Coast commissioned in simply a 
sham.


They have refused to disclose financial projections - and we can only assume, based
 on 
experience elsewhere, that passenger service will be a loss leader - and that 
increased freight traffic, lumbering through our towns,  is the goal.


People I meet, who are being “flipped off” by Big Choo Choo object to our 
communities being trampled by a company who is proposing to provide a service 
but in fact will be creating slum corridors through our towns.


(signed)  Arthur Einstein Jr


Arthur Einstein
"Not such a bad guy once you get to know him"
914-772-8378
http://loyaltybuilders.com/blog  
http://theartofeinstein.typepad.com 
http://arthureinstein.com
http://packardadbook.com
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From: Jason Williams
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:07:41 PM


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave., SE Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590
 
Dear Mr. Winkle,
I would like to express my opposition to AAF running high speed rail service up the east coast
 to Cocoa.  The DEIS is extremely glossed over is using data from the great recession as a base
 line for freight traffic calculation when the economy in 2006 had 40% more traffic.  Impacts
 from Cocoa to Stuart will be dramatic to the population in that area.  It should not be
 approved for grants or loan guarantees, it is a classic bait and switch to get tracks to use for
 freight.
 
Sincerely, Jason Williams
 
 



mailto:ajwilliamz4500@aol.com
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From: Wjpostula@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: jklock@rascoklock.com
Subject: Comment about All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 7:33:35 PM


Dear Sirs and Madams,
 
    Below are my comments regarding the proposed plan for All Aboard
 Florida (AAF) and its environmental impact statement (EIS).  The premise
 for AAF to haul passengers from Miami to Orlando and back is false and
 the EIS is totally inadequate and misleading.  The EIS must be redone and
 expanded.
 
    I am a resident and property owner in Hobe Sound, FL (Martin County).  I
 live on SE Kingsley St. which is close to SE Gomez Avenue and SE Bridge
 Road.  Everyday I drive my car over the train tracks and crossings on SE
 Bridge Road as well as the crossing at SE Pettway Street.   AAF will bring
 at least 32 additional trains past my two crossings.  This will seriously delay
 traffic over this area; the traffic congestion will be burdensome to me as well
 as others.  Many laborers travel daily to the affluent Jupiter Island.  They
 travel east and west along Bridge Road and go over the train tracks on
 Bridge Road.  32 added trains will create an enormous delay on Bridge
 Road and will result in travel gridlock.  Roads will have to be widened to
 accommodate the increased traffic.  AAF is unwilling to pay for these
 road improvements. Further, the EIS does not adequately address these
 concerns.
 
   I can hear the noise from the eight (8) trains that go by every day and
 night along the tracks in Hobe Sound.  Bringing an additional 32 trains past
 Bridge Road and Pettway Street will bring much harmful noise to the area
 and my property.  I bought my home in Hobe Sound because it was a quiet
 and beautiful area on the water.  I hate noise.  32 additional, noisy trains will
 seriously harm my peace and quiet and annoy me.  Yet the EIS does not
 adequately address the added noise.  It must be redone. 
 
   Additionally, the noise created by 32 added trains past my home
 will impact the value of my home and property.  Will AAF compensate me
 and my neighbors for the decreased value of our properties?  Nothing about
 compensation for noise damage is contained in their EIS.  Condemnation
 laws have been enacted to prevent the taking of property without
 compensation. AAF does not have condemning authority and should not be
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 given it. 
 
  Most importantly, the plan for AAF is based on the false idea that there is a
 market for passengers who will desire to travel from Miami to Orlando and
 back. This is a patent falsehood.  AAF has done no studies to support
 their venture.  People in South Florida travel by automobiles on the Florida
 Turnpike and Interstate 95 (I-95).  This is the easiest mode of travel and the
 most obvious.  We do not wish to travel by train.  AAF is based on a ruse. 
 AAF cannot survive financially on the mistaken idea that there will be
 sufficient passengers who will pay to travel by train.  AAF wants to get
 federal approval for their plan so they can be permitted to haul 32 more
 noisy freight trains along this route. 
 
   I am also a boater and live on a canal leading to the Intracoastal
 Waterway.  The noise created by 32 additional trains will seriously impact
 marine life and boat traffic along the Waterway.  The impact statement does
 not address the harmful affect that will be caused by bridge openings and
 closings as well as the boaters that wish to pass under the bridges without
 delay.
 
  It is interesting that AAF does not have stations where the trains will stop in
 Hobe Sound, Stuart or any other community in Martin County.  AAF wants
 to use Martin County for their enrichment but gives no benefits in return. So,
 if we desired to take the trains (which we don't) we would have to travel far
 to AAF stations which would be required to have parking for our cars.  This
 will not happen and nearby stations has not been provided by AAF.
 
  The 32 additional trains will be traveling at between 80 and 100 miles per
 hour.  These are very dangerous speeds for trains of such great weight.  A
 train derailment could easily occur in Martin County and elsewhere in
 Florida which would be disastrous to life and limb. Any derailments could
 easily kill and injure people as well as wreck their homes and businesses. 
 The EIS does not adequately address these dangerous speeds of massive
 trains and the risks to public safety.
 
   Alternatively, AAF should consider traveling along the west coast of
 Florida.  This is a less populated area and it would be a much safer
 route.  32 added high-speed trains going through my community should not
 be tolerated.  AAF does not have an alternative plan for using train tracks
 along the west coast of Florida.  They should look at a west coast route as
 an alternative.  This should be included in their new EIS.







 
   AAF is very bad idea that must be not be permitted or passed in any
 manner or form.  AAF will have a significant negative impact on Martin
 County residents and provide no benefits to us.  Moreover, the EIS is totally
 inadequate and does not address all of the negative impacts to residents as
 well as our marine life.  The Federal Government must stop AAF now.  If
 this plan is approved the communities and residents along this route will be
 forced to take legal action to stop it. 
 
   Please stop All Aboard Florida now before we are forced to suffer the
 horrendous consequences of this false, dangerous, noisy and damaging
 plan.
 
   Thank you in advance for addressing my concerns and stopping All
 Aboard Florida now.
 
 
Walter J. Postula, Esq.
9224 SE Kingsley Street
Hobe Sound, Fl 33455
wjpostula@aol.com
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From: Geoff Sluggett
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: RE: I Support All Aboard FL!
Date: Tuesday, September 23, 2014 11:20:50 AM


I apologize but there was a typo. I meant to say a ¼ mile, not ¼ mike. Thank you!
 


Geoff Sluggett
Geoffrey B. Sluggett & Associates, Inc.
500 S. Australian Ave., Suite 710
West Palm Beach, FL 33401
Tel. 561.689.2202
Fax 561.689.8380
Email: GBS@Sluggett.com
Sluggett.com
 
 
 
 
From: Geoff Sluggett [mailto:gbs@sluggett.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, September 23, 2014 9:25 AM
To: 'John Winkle'
Subject: I Support All Aboard FL!
 
Dear Mr. Winkle,
 
I am writing to show my full support for the All Aboard Florida project. I grew up here in West
 Palm Beach. In fact, I grew up less than ¼ mike from the FEC rail corridor. Trains in this area
 are a part of our everyday life. We have tri rail that runs on another rail line that has been a
 valuable transposition alternative. Our answer to transportation improvement in S. Florida
 has been to add more lanes to I-95 and the Turnpike. We have to start looking at other
 alternatives besides the passenger car. All of the opposing comments are bogus. The silent
 majority of folks are supportive of this project and see it as a way to make Florida an
 economic driver that will make Florida the leading state in the country. Thank you.
 


Geoff Sluggett
Geoffrey B. Sluggett & Associates, Inc.
500 S. Australian Ave., Suite 710
West Palm Beach, FL 33401
Tel. 561.689.2202
Fax 561.689.8380
Email: GBS@Sluggett.com
Sluggett.com
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From: John Dratch
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Thomas Hardy; bsolari@ircgov.com; jd32963@comcast.net
Subject: Florida High Speed Rail - Project Status, AAF"s Proposal For High Speed Trains
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 2:56:09 PM


It appears that significant issues about 32 High Speed Trains running thru
Indian River County and beyond, specifically Vero Beach and Sebastian and
North to Coco Beach
have been written off as not being of much concern to AAF. "It is however
much concern to the residents, the Government, Cities and County as has been
expressed at meetings, in the press etc".


Considering the numerous crossings in both Vero  Beach and Sebastian there
has been no consideration given to the distances between each road/train
crossings.
It would appear that due to these distances two or more crossing will be
shut down at the same time due to the speed of the trains and the short
distances between the crossings.
There has been no consideration for time of day in the proposal. Rush hour
in the AM's and PM"s were not given any consideration. There is considerable
traffic on the roads crossing the tracks at this time of the day.


The AAF has not given any consideration to alternative routes for the
trains.
Consider the attached web site which outlines a Vision Plan for the State of
Florida for High Speed Rails.


On the plan is a connection between Fort Pierce and Orlando via the Florida
Turnpike.
Lands can be made available by the State for this route and would eliminate
the cost of building a rail system across the Beeline ( 528).
This alternative is in keeping with the Vision Plan and would eliminate all
the concerns for High Speed Trains running thru congested city areas from
Fort Pierce North to Coco.
It would eliminate all the costs associated with having to spend money on
securing all the street crossings, eliminate the horns and the necessary
upgrades to the existing tracks.
AAF's current plan does nothing for protecting the tracks before and after
the road crossings where people on foot and animals cross these tracks all
the time.
Slow speed freight trains give those crossing the tracks time to get out of
the way. This is not true for trains traveling at 110 miles per hour.


This alternative route for AAF's High Speed Trains make a lot of sense and
could be a cost effective alternative and solve the problem of the
objections raised by many.
Bring this alternative to the table and give it serious consideration.


"Give our communities a break and do the right thing".


John Dratch, Vero Beach


http://www.floridabullettrain.com/fhsra/2_projectstatus.html
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From: C. Ceglady
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:34:54 AM


   There is NO argument or explanation that AAF's current economic/political plans benefits 
anyone or any county north of WPB whatsoever.  We, the people, horribly impacted, all lose 
in the long run - safety, property values and quality of life.  


   STOP this madness and require this "business" to spare us while they gain profitability and 
relocate their development mid-state.  THEY have choices and leave us NONE.


   I vote for present tracks being made into greenway.


C. Ceglady
cegladyc@bellsouth.net
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From: Larry Shubnell
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comment in lieu of Public Meeting
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 8:19:54 AM


I am a Treasure Coast Florida resident. I am opposed to AAF, for one reason:
 namely, the expenditure of massive amounts of public monies for this project, which
 has narrow economic and geographic benefit and uses out-of-date technology, is
 misfeasance of the public trust. If the project were the first leg of a MAG LEV train
 that was to be built for the Boston – Miami corridor I could support it.
 
L.D. Shubnell
Vero Beach, FL.
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From: John Steigenga
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@Dot.Gov
Subject: RE: Lighthouse Cove @ Tequesta COA (261) - Important Notice - All Aboard Railroad
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 8:20:33 PM


John Steigenga


To Whom it May Concern,


As the owner of unit 8205 at Lighthouse Cove, Tequesta, I write to register my objection to a
 high speed train commuter service between Orlando and Miami along the proposed route. 
 Frequent trains along this route would would have serious negative consequences for
 residences, businesses, traffic and pedestrians along AIA and Old Dixie Highway in the city
 of Tequesta and in Jupiter.  Rail traffic would be so prevalent that it would dominate the
 corridor by virtue of noise and would put in jeopardy the safety of those who reside or work
 in Tequesta and Jupiter.  Fire and police service would be hampered and thus lives would be
 put in danger by the volume of train traffic being projected.  As one who owns a residence
 along that route, I strongly object to the plan. 


John Steigenga
Unit 8205
Lighthouse Cove at Tequesta  
10/27/14
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From: Michael Carroll
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; Artis Slappey; Charlie Crist; Congressman Bill Young; Governor Rick Scott;


 District3@cityofpsl.com; karen.sweeney@myfloridahouse.gov
Cc: GG (h); jaybell1937@hotmail.com
Subject: Florida High Speed Rail circa 2050 AD and 2100 AD in Port St Lucie
Date: Thursday, November 6, 2014 10:44:06 PM
Attachments: Port St Lucie Railway Station.msg


Michael C Carroll, President
news@mccinn.com


MCC INNovations, Inc
www.mccinn.com


772-237-6552
Thursday 6th November 2014


 
Dear Concerned Parties:
 
Per Florida high speed rail meeting at Port St Lucie Civic Center, Florida, 11/6/2014, the following is
 being resubmitted as per 3/23/2012 email.
 
Sincerely,
Michael C Carroll
 
 
Attachment:


Michael C Carroll, President
772-237-6552


MCC INNovations, Inc
news@mccinn.com


Friday 23rd March 2012
 
 
Dear Friends and Public Officials:
 
In consideration of the recent FEC decision to provide private railway service to South Florida I have
 revised the former Treasure Coast Rail and Cruise Service proposal (TCRCS
 www.mccinn.com/Blog.html blog post 1/23/2012) into the Port St Lucie Railway Station (PSL-RS)
 proposal (www.mccinn.com/Blog.html blog post 3/23/2012). The PSL-RS provides the best options
 for the fastest growing area in the region, St Lucie County which forecasted plus 500,000 2050
 population is slated to more than double Martin County's. Foresight and long-term planning urges a
 mass transit facility that can provide maximum throughput and capacity to serve the growing St
 Lucie County's future and to this end, the development of a PSL-RS at Walton road is proposed.
 
The location of this station provides the best infrastructure connection via Walton Rd to the
 proposed Cross-town Pkwy extension and SE Green River Pkwy. Both parkways provide ease of area
 access including I-95 and the Florida Turnpike. This factor will prove indispensible for a community
 that exceeds 500,000 in the future and that is projected to exceed 1 million by the turn of the



mailto:news@mccinn.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

mailto:aslappey@tcjobs.org

mailto:bounce@bounce.myngp.com

mailto:Fl10IQIMA@mail.house.gov

mailto:Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com

mailto:District3@cityofpsl.com

mailto:karen.sweeney@myfloridahouse.gov

mailto:kalanami@yahoo.com

mailto:jaybell1937@hotmail.com

mailto:news@mccinn.com

http://www.mccinn.com/Blog.html

http://www.mccinn.com/Innovations/PSLRail.pps

http://www.mccinn.com/Blog.html



Port St Lucie Railway Station


			From


			Michael Carroll


			To


			Michael Carroll


			Recipients


			news@mccinn.com





Michael C Carroll, President







772-237-6552







MCC INNovations, Inc







news@mccinn.com 







Friday 23rd March 2012







 







 







Dear Friends and Public Officials:







 







In consideration of the recent FEC decision to provide private railway service to South Florida I have revised the former Treasure Coast Rail and Cruise Service proposal (TCRCS www.mccinn.com/Blog.html blog post 1/23/2012) into the Port St Lucie Railway Station (PSL-RS) proposal (www.mccinn.com/Blog.html blog post 3/23/2012). The PSL-RS provides the best options for the fastest growing area in the region, St Lucie County which forecasted plus 500,000 2050 population is slated to more than double Martin County's. Foresight and long-term planning urges a mass transit facility that can provide maximum throughput and capacity to serve the growing St Lucie County's future and to this end, the development of a PSL-RS at Walton road is proposed. 







 







The location of this station provides the best infrastructure connection via Walton Rd to the proposed Cross-town Pkwy extension and SE Green River Pkwy. Both parkways provide ease of area access including I-95 and the Florida Turnpike. This factor will prove indispensible for a community that exceeds 500,000 in the future and that is projected to exceed 1 million by the turn of the century. It is imperative that a mass transit connection be developed with the capacity that a Walton Road design can provide for the future needs of the area.







 







 







Sincerely, 







Michael C Carroll


















 century. It is imperative that a mass transit connection be developed with the capacity that a
 Walton Road design can provide for the future needs of the area.
 
 
Sincerely,
Michael C Carroll
 








From: surfrunner
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 8:04:03 AM


AAF


your gonna make million$ with freight
spread the wealth
no hand outs
put people to work
build new tracks west of I-95


surfrunner@outlook.com
34986
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From: Bonanti, Christopher
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comment letters
Date: Tuesday, October 7, 2014 11:16:37 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
image003.png
Letters to FRA 10-07-2014.pdf


Dear Mr. John Winkle,
Attached, please find 878 comment letters that address different areas of the DEIS. 
Regards,
Chris
 
Christopher Bonanti
Director of Environmental Planning
All Aboard Florida


2855 Le Jeune Road | 4th Floor
Coral Gables, FL 33134
T: 305.520.2347 | C: 571.334.4807
Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com | allaboardflorida.com


Follow us:  


 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: The information contained in this transmission is privileged
 and confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or entity named
 above. No addressee should forward, print, copy, or otherwise reproduce this message in any
 manner that would allow it to be viewed by any individual not originally listed as a recipient.
 If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
 unauthorized disclosure, dissemination, distribution, copying of this transmission or the
 taking of any action in reliance on the information herein is strictly prohibited. If you have
 received this transmission in error, please immediately reply to sender that you have received
 this communication in error and then delete it. Thank you.



mailto:Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

mailto:Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com

http://www.allaboardflorida.com/

http://twitter.com/allaboardfla

http://facebook.com/AllAboardFlorida

http://www.feci.com/

http://www.feci.com/












Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sean Cassidy 
plantation florida 33325 
governedbygod@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
.  Victor Suval 
boca raton fl 33496 
victor@vbsassociates.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, September 26, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Austin Nancy  
Plantation. Florida   
dlnaustin@cs.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cierra Campbell 
1220 s.w 171 terr pembroke pines fl 33027 
ccamp040@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
James Fischer 
33308 
jamesf1010@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alicia Eriksson 
fr lauderdale 33316 
pt@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Harold Celi 
sunrise fl 33326 
bluenitro99@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gruber 
pittsburgh ,pa 15202 
alyssa.jeanette@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Zack Snyder 
hollywood fl 33026 
zacksn@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Benjamin Abel 
hollywood ~fla~ 33023 
lie1192001@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Al Cords 
33304 
cjm10@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Amos Makemefamous 
33009 
amosmakemefamous@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sandler 
boca raton.FL 33496 
sandler@speechrehabservices.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gail Chot 
plantation fl 33317 
gailhapp@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jason Leidy 
fort lauderdale FL 33304 
mraphotography@earthlink.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tyler Lukey 
fort lauderdale fl 33312 
inbox@tylerlukey.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Allison Beattie 
fort lauderdale florida 33312 
allybeattie@me.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Julio Patino 
coconut creek florida 33066 
dezonyc@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Estee Pavlica 
33308 
estee3@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Corey Childs 
key west florida 33040 
childs.corey@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jeffrey Noguera 
miramar fl 33029 
nogueraj@comcast.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Theresa Foote 
wilton manors fl 33305 
tu@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Steve Scheibner 
sunru 
stevescheibner@comcast.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dave Anderson 
ft lauderdale fl 33301 
andyman888@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jimena Gatica 
33309 
jimeg2@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michael Kuang 
fort lauderdale fl 33301 
mikeysyphon@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Travis Polk 
houston texas 77002 
rollo.tomassi1998@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adam Hundt 
wilton manors, fl 33334 
adam.hundt@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ivan Rico 
Davie FL 33324 
ivanrico@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Greg Pull 
Orlando FL 32803 
gregp@threew.us 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michele Cooper 
casselberry FL 32707 
michelecooper@floridamilk.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gloria Avila 
Orlando Fl. 32808 
gavila@gunster.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephanie Peeler 
orlando fl 32801 
speeler@gunster.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jeffery Jonasen 
Winter Garden Florida 34777 
jeffjonasen@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alyssa Goldman 
orlando, fl 32817 
alyssagman@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
David Sharp 
Orlando Florida 32806 
dsharp665@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Marissa Caravelis 
Orlando, FL  32804 
marissacaravelis@outlook.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Paul Biscardi 
Orlando FL 32803 
paulbiscardi@mac.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Vincent Tyrlik 
orlando. fl 32806 
tyrlikvince@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, September 26, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bonnie Madden 
winter park fl 32792 
bmadden@icloud.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tom Hopfinger 
plantation fl 33317 
tom.hopfinger@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maureen Hopfinger 
plantation fl 33317 
maureen.hopfinger@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Luke Hopfinger 
plantation fl 33317 
lhopfinger.com@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jonathan Garcia 
33160 
jxg099@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Peter Degrandis 
33322 
peterdegrand@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Camille Vogl 
sunrise fl 33322 
camillevogl@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Marlon Rendon 
sunrisefl 
mrendo10@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Veronica Bass 
cocoa beach fl 32931 
veronica_gbass@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Fernando Harb 
fort lauderdale. florida 33301 
fharb@broward.org 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Patrice Guthrie 
greenacres florida 33413 
patrice.guthrie@finnpartners.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Julia Bomfim 
Davie Florida 33328 
juliabomfim91@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Caitlan Etchevers 
aventura florida 33160 
cetchevers@broward.org 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gail Bulfin 
oakland park florida 33334 
gbulfin@gflalliance.org 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lauren Dunaj 
Coconut Creek Florida 33073 
lauren.dunaj@finnpartners.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Matt Ritter 
Fort Lauderdale, FL, 33301 
matt.ritter91@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Angella Lopez 
fort lauderdale fla 33301 
alopez@broward.org 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michelle Meier 
Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301 
michelle.r.meier@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michelle Reynolds 
ft. lauderdale fl 33314 
mireynolds@broward.org 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Anne Hunt 
33317 
abhunt@comcast.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, September 26, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
John Milledge 
Fort Lauderdale 33301 
john@jmmpa.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Celia Thompson 
Ft. Lauderdale Fl 33301 
cthompson@broward.org 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert Dunaj 
Coconut Creek Florida 33073 
rdunaj@bdo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Juliet Roache 
ft lauderdale fl 33301 
jroache@broward.org 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jennifer Reich 
33308 
bigtimejen@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Natalie Naranjo 
miami florida 33144 
natalie.naranjo.17@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexandra Blanco 
weston FL 33327 
pucki05@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andres Arango 
33193 
andresarango1992@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jason Carmona 
Miramar Fl 33025 
1jason.carmona@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shaymaa Shwel 
Hialeah Fl 
sshwe001@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andrea Dopico 
Miami Florida 33133 
adopico1996@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karen Marenco 
miami fl 33183 
kmare003@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Josh Baron 
miami. fl. 33186 
joshua_baron1@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eric Montes De Oca 
coral gables florida 33134 
big3little@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Claudia Mascina 
Miami Florida 33196 
claudiamascina@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniel Rincon 
33178 
daniel.rincon44@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nidia Mayorga 
miami fl 33196 
nmayo005@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Luis Toro 
Miami, FL, 33129 
felipetoro18@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alli Schlumbrecht 
Miami florida 33193 
allischlumbrecht@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christina Cora 
miami, fl 33173 
ccora007@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christopher Muniz 
Miami FL 33143 
cmuni020@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gretter Nunez 
miami fl 33155 
gretter.nunez@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Demetrius Villa 
Miami 
dvill082@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gabriela Del Rio 
miami fl 33165 
g.delrio@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adedolapo Alonge 
33157 
aalon097@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Marie Francois 
west palm beach 
mfrancois44@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Meaghan Rivera 
miami fl 33174 
mrive227@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carlos Pinzon 
miami 
cp2fiu@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andrea Viejo 
miami fl 33172 
avirj001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Taina Mayard 
33196 
t_taymay@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Anissa Leon 
miami fl 33067 
anissaleon1@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Natalia Patino 
Miami Florida 33196 
natpatdrama1016@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andres Garzon 
miami fl 33174 
agarz016@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Richard Gomez 
miami,florida,33185 
rgome124@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Edison Espi 
naples florida 34113 
edisone43@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cynthia Lau 
33182 
clau006@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Samantha 
mia, FL, 33133 
spain.sam123@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniel Garcia 
homestead fl 33033 
meddanny@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kristi Morrison 
oakland park fl 33309 
koolieroyal@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mallorie Miller 
southwest ranches fl 33331 
mmill188@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Roger Fernandez 
Miami Florida 33176 
kejaro3@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Messmer 
Hollywood Florida 33021 
messmeratricia@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Xavier Salazar 
pembroke pines fl 33028 
xsala001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Fatima Nasser 
miami fl 33176 
f.nasser1011@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Georges Nicoli 
miami fl 33186 
gnico010@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cordette Vanzant 
hollywood fl 33020 
c_vanz_05@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kathleen Singh 
miami fl 33174 
kathleensingh@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rachel Haas 
cooper city fl 33330 
canegang305@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Raheem Maliki 
pembroke Pines fl. 33028 
nikaikilam@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexa Lagrotteria 
miami florida 33174 
alagr003@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maria Sanchez 
doral fl 33178 
aleja17.sanchez@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cami Luna 
miami fl 33173 
camiluna93@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Medjy Pierre-Louis 
33174 
mpierrel@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kimberly Fernandez 
miami fl 33165 
kfern063@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Danny Sanchez 
coral gables florida 33134 
dsanch8178@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Zoe Boyd 
miami fl 33143 
zoe_zion_zoian@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christine Cabreja 
miami, FL 33185 
ccabr084@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michael Moya 
miami.florida 33314 
mmmmoyammm@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Pierre Flores 
33018 
pierreflores69@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cindy Hernandez 
miami fl 33125 
chern257@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jossias Perez 
miami Florida 33147 
jossiasperez24@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cristina Ballesteros 
miami fl 33186 
cbsll009@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alvaro Palacios 
miami fl 33196 
apala021@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stefen Suttles 
Doral FL 33178 
stefensuttles@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cristina Gomez 
miami florida 33176 
cristinagomez0528@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tyler Daniels 
miami fl 33157 
tdani021@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ronald 
Washington DC 
ronaldholassie@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kenya Adeola 
miami  florida 33174  
kadeo001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ramirez John 
33193 
johnrami15@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tolga Erbora 
miami fL 33178 
fectr222@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Genesis Espaillat 
miami fl 3313 
genesisespillat@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adriana Ortega  
miami fl 33186 
aorte052@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Matthew Santana 
Miramar FL 33025 
Mattsantana61@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alejandra Rodriguez 
miami, fl, 33018 
arodr263@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Erenia Lemus 
miami fl 33173 
elemu003@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jessica Blanco 
Miami, FL 33165 
jblan151@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephania Vieira 
miami florida 33129 
sviei004@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andrea Puga 
pembroke pines FL 33027 
apuga003@fiu.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Matthew Toro 
miami fl 33196 
matthewtoro321@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ronnie Conner 
miami fl 33157 
ronnie@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kimberley Carey 
10750 sw11th st, miami 33174 
kcare014@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ilyam Feria 
miami,fl 33165 
iferi002@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Darren Villanueva 
homestead fl 33035 
dvill018@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brett Schindler 
clermont fl 34711 
brschindler93@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephanie Garcia 
33130 
garcia.stephanie_95@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dashaah Shirley 
Miami, FL, 34787 
dashaah.shirley@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sheena Smith 
33144 
sheenab217@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jose Fernandes 
miami fl 33196 
jfern517@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gelonweekes 
33174 
gweek001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Arleen Cortes 
miami fl 33182 
arleen.cortes@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Can Cevik 
Miami beach Fl 33139 
ccevik48@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alberto Rancel 
miami florida 33175 
albyrancel@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Melissa De Jesus 
33015 
melissa21_93@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Judina A 
Miami Florida 33174 
juju.bean378@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gabrielle Williams 
Miami Florida 3319 
gabyywilliams728@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cameron Grant 
lauderhill, fl, 33319 
Camerondimitrig@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Monique Lewis 
fort lauderdale, florida, 33313 
moniquelewis93@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alex Zhang 
33172 
alex.zbf@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Danielle Sierra 
miami fl 
dsier018@fiu.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Emily Corbin 
miami, florida, 33155 
ecorbin@rocketmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eric Lopez 
33175 
erlo1783@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Peter Bouwsma 
miami fl 33173 
dutchflynman@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tony Vu 
miami fl 33133 
phongtvu@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Derrick Rogers 
miami fl 
droge023@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ricardo Lima 
miami fl 33174 
rlima011@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kevin Burbano 
33321 
kburb002@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rodin Celidor 
miami Fl 33174 
rceli002@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Talia  
miami fl 33174 
taliatorbica@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Franklin Hernandez 
Miami FL 33125 
fhern076@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christopher Yin  
33030 
cyin002@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michael Orozco-Fletcher 
Miami Springs FL 33166 
mof396@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniel Paba 
doral  FL 33178  
dpaba002@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ricky Muniz 
miami fl 33196 
ramuniz007@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Anielka Cortes 
miami fl 33182 
acort029@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Allah Torres 
miami fl 33150 
allaht@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tidjan Simpson 
miami. fl. 33174 
tsimp011@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Samantha Mohammed 
oakland park fl 33309 
samantharmohammed@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Deion Hall 
Miami Florida 
deion.hall96@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniel Sippin 
south miami fl 33143 
danieljsippin@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Merlyn Santin 
miami fl 33144 
santin.merlyn@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kristin Bird 
Miami FL 33132 
kbird@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniel Soraluz 
miami fl 33027 
dsora001@fiu.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Aaron Zuniga 
miramar florida 33025 
aaron-zuniga@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cassandre Saintilus 
Miami Fl. 33173 
csain030@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kendra Santana 
miramar florida 33029 
ksant072@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kadesha Copeland 
miami fl 33136 
kcope007@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Parul Maheshwari 
33172 
eng.parul@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Saraisabel. Carricaburu 
miami fl 33183 
saraisabelc47@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Patricia Dameus 
fl 
pdame004@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Laura Pomar 
Miami FL 33165 
laurapomar@ymail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christina 
opa locka fl 33054 
cbrow022@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Joanna Bello 
miami fl 33175 
jbell100@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jermarcus Cook 
miami fl 33174 
jcook039@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brittany Weary 
florida city fl 33034 
brittanyweary@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Darlene Garcia 
miami florida 33186 
darlenegar@yahoo.es 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michael Segura 
Miami Fl 33186 
msegu009@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mark Armenteros 
miami florida 33196 
marmenteros@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
David Montero 
miami fl 33165 
dasam04@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Marcello Camarda 
miami fl 33015 
mcphoenix@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Darren Belizaire 
pembroke pines, fl, 33025 
dbeli002@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Betty Delgado 
miami fla 33187 
betty~0315@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Noble Ahmed  
miramar fl 33029 
nahme013@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cassandra Perez 
miami fl 33174 
mitta92005@icloud.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Victor On 
miam,fl 33161 
chinodade922@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Raquel Rosales 
miami florida 33177 
rrrosa060@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gina Gomez 
miami florida 33155 
gingoluzer@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Erika Gutierrez 
yonkers ny 10705 
eguti046@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kelitha Anderson 
miami florida 
kande007@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ruth Gomez 
miami fl 33142 
ruthica.rg@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tatyana Gray 
miami fl 33175 
tgray017@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephanie Kernisant 
miami fl 33176 
skernissnt@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dany 
miami florida 33193 
duran.dany@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christian Prentice 
miami fl 33155 
cdrake.prentice@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Raidel Martin Perez 
miami fl 33155 
raidelmartin@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
David Lopez 
33126 
dlope042@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karen Francois 
miami fl 33174 
kfran064@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chantel Glenn 
miami fl 33174 
cglen008@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alyssa Aguayi 
miami fl 33018 
alyssa.agyayo94@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sylvester Garcia 
miami Florida 33175 
aaguio96@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Elie Philippe 
miami fl. 33127 
ephil001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ivan Cuartas 
miami fl 33175 
honeyglazers@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stefany Rosario  
hialeah florida 33015 
0704stefanyrosario@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Joe Ashman 
Miami Fl 33134 
josepham1996@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maria Corrales 
miami. fl 33172 
mecfl@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Joseph Vargas 
miami fl 33173 
jvarg079@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
David Andrade 
hialeah fl 33018 
d_jandrade@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gabriela Ortega 
Miami FL 33173 
gorte013@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ericka Zamora 
sunrise fl 33323 
ezamo022@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mitsu Bueno 
Homestead,Florida,33030 
mbuen018@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gabriel Dominguez 
miami fl 33175 
gabriel41122@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Itala Tejada 
Miami Florida 33133 
kimykatt24@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Oscar Fernandez 
miami Fl 33175 
ofern056@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Allison Vargas  
miami fl 33173 
gumminears1217@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Guilherme Benette 
33178 
gbene011@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eddy Mendez 
miami,fl, 33165 
eddy_mendez@outlook.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maria Cediel 
weston fl 33332 
mcedi003@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gabriel Ortiz 
Weston Florida 33327 
gabriel.r.ortiz@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alex Garcia 
plantation fl 33324 
agarc526@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
David Maya 
naples fl 34104 
dmaya007@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Austin Nowak 
11338 sw 6th st miami fl 33165 
anowak90@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nelson Centanaro 
miami fl 33134 
ncent002@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dustin Bernard 
Doral, Fl, 33178 
dbern010@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alicia Jimenez 
miami fl 33183 
ajime117@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Erica Riera 
Miami Florida 33176 
ericariera@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kevin Garcia 
miami florida 33176 
kgarc045@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andrica Alexander 
naples fl 34114 
andricaj@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Aaron Zhang 
miami fl 33174 
123456america1@gmai.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alfredo Gonzalez 
Miami, florida 33133 
alfredo94@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jorge Gonzalez 
33155 
nirvanazep@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Anesse Mesidor 
miami fl 33167 
soulchil07@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Joseph Romulus 
miami fl 33176 
romulus.joseph@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Aida Arellano 
LaBelle Fl 33935 
arellano_aida15@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jeannine Thurston 
miramar fl 33025 
jthurston95@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tabata Arvelo 
pembroke pines fl 33028 
tda05c@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nathan Katz 
miami fl 33140 
katzb@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eva 
33174 
673293662@qq.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lisbeth Franco 
miami florida 33168 
lfran073@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brandon Narino 
Miami, Florida, 33176 
laserblast21@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andrew Rahimi 
Miami Florida 33175 
andrewrahimi22@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gety Mpanu 
miami, fl, 33175 
gmpan001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniel Amador 
pembroke pines,florida,33029 
danielamador22@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mikhail Gonzalez 
Miami florida 33186 
mgonz153@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
William Shubert 
orlando fl 32804 
shubertwill@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rosa Moreno 
caracas 1061 
sergiorosy@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gabriel Soomar 
miami fl 33174 
gabrielsoomar@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jose Rodriguez 
miami fl 33032 
jrodr527@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Xebian Melendez 
pembroke pines fl 33028 
xmele001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Randa Elmalki 
miami fl 33172 
randa628@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karina Arce 
miami fl 33034 
arce.karina115@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kim Hutchinson 
lorida fl 33857 
kimberlyhutchinson1@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Samantha Noizy 
miami fl 33178 
snoiz001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rodolfo Juarez 
miami fl 33175 
rj_how_18@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Fernando Trillo 
miami fl 33193 
ftril001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Vivek Somani 
Davie FL 33331 
vsoma003@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sally Hall 
miami fl  
nnace001@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carolina Blanco 
33178 
caroblanco1995@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Claudia Alvarez 
miami fl 33189 
claudia.am.155@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Angelo Izzo 
Miami FL 33129 
stanleythesax@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shay Perez 
miami fl 33172 
spere215@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jonathan Berriz 
miami florida 33185 
jberr050@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Valentina Grisales 
miami fl 33185 
vgris002@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Julia Liebling 
miami florida 33174 
julia.liebling@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Laura Marin 
miami fl 33185 
marinschool@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nicole Diaz 
miami fl 33185 
diaz.nicole09@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Georvy Panameno 
miami florida 33174 
gpana003@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nicole Botello 
Miami Fl 33185 
ncbob_1@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Celena Biscocho 
Kissimmee FL 34759 
cbisc003@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brandon Pottinger 
miami fl 33193 
brandon.pottinger@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Humberto Macias 
davie fl 33331 
hmacias1294@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tamesha Bernadel 
miami fl 33161 
tamesha.bernadel@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Melannie Guevara 
miami, florida, 33184 
meliamarux3@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Melodie Peirsel 
miami fl 33196 
melpei2@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jennifer Katz 
aventura FL 33180 
jenniferkatz26@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kevin Irizarry 
miami fl 33193 
neonnitrus@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carlos Sanchez 
Miami Fl 33177 
casan3194@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Juan Narvaez 
Plantation , Florida, 33324 
jnarv010@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kali Chiapetta 
Miami Florida 33183  
kchia002@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jean Marc Augustin 
miami florida 33161 
animelone1@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Vanessa Bertin 
miami lakes FL 33014 
vbert005@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sean Mattar 
pembroke pines fl 33024 
smatt021@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nancy Perea 
miami fl 33182 
npere050@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kerian White 
boynton beach fl 33436 
kmallo11@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brandon Rodriguez 
miami fl 33187 
nodnarb12@icloud.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Taylor Saenz 
miami fl 33143 
tsaen001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Richard Pabon 
miam gardens fl33054 
pabonr@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Aron Wils 
dessel belgium 2480 
aronwils@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alex Diaz 
miami fl 33186 
adiaz409@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jose Rojas 
miami fl 33178 
jroja086@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ednise Davilien 
miami fl 33168 
edavi087@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Genesis Vasquez 
Doral FL 33178 
genesisvasquez@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Darius Vills 
north miami beach fl 33179 
dvill087@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andres Macias 
Weston FL 33327 
amaci028@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
 
 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sofia Pablos 
miami fl 33199 
sofi1161@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jose Cuevas 
weston fl 33327 
josemcuevas6@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brandon Mills  
miami fl 33155 
bmills003@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adrienne Yuen 
palmetto bay fl 33178 
adriennefaye27@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Anne Prestamo 
miami fl 33176 
apwmto@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Octavio Arturo Gonzalez  
weston fl 33331  
octaviogo@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Keyla Rodriguez 
miami florida 33177 
krodr214@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chantae Brown 
miami florida 33174 
b_chantae@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jorge Agudelo 
miami 33177 
jagud012@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jim Louro 
miami fl 33055 
jlour006@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
David Harvey 
pembroke pines florida 33026 
ninjadj360@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christina Reddick 
Fort Lauderdale fl 33335 
reddimusik@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chinya Bully 
miami fl 33157 
chinya3@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sanford Barbee 
33174 
sbarb012@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michelle Prado 
miami fl 33172 
mprad034@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Amy Barrett  
miami beach florida 33139 
abarr199@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jochi 
miami, florida, 33157 
jdealmagro14@wcsmiami.org 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Vanessa Estevez 
pembroke pines fl 33028 
estevez2582@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
David Largaespada 
Miami Florida 33177 
dlargaespada7029@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brose 
miami florida 33166 
goldenhawks2014@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eli Lugo 
miami fl 33126 
eruiz098@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Talijah Williams 
Waynesboro Georgia 30830 
twill133@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Enrique Merlano 
miramar fl 33029 
insight2626@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lucio Martinez 
hialeah fl 33012 
lmart322@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rachael Reitano 
33331 
rreit005@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Malihka Louis-Jean 
miami fl 33168 
mloui048@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jennifer Vasquez 
hialeah gardens fl 33018 
jennifervasquezglad@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chance Johnson 
miami florida 33137 
c.johnson2014@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karl Magalaman 
miramar fl 330127 
kmaga004@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sammy Hadi 
Sweetwater FL 33174 
hhadi001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Damian Donaire 
Miami Florida 33154 
damianz007@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nathalie Osson 
miami, fl 33174 
nosson10@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Luis Zepeda 
miami florida 33161 
luigizepeda@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Edwish Jean Baptiste 
davie fl 33330 
adhllc.propertymgr@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Yaima Vega 
33137 
yvega8009@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Charlot Auguste 
miami fl 33147 
charlot_auguste@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andres Macias 
Weston FL 33327 
amaci028@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
 
 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sofia Pablos 
miami fl 33199 
sofi1161@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jose Cuevas 
weston fl 33327 
josemcuevas6@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brandon Mills  
miami fl 33155 
bmills003@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adrienne Yuen 
palmetto bay fl 33178 
adriennefaye27@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Anne Prestamo 
miami fl 33176 
apwmto@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Octavio Arturo Gonzalez  
weston fl 33331  
octaviogo@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Keyla Rodriguez 
miami florida 33177 
krodr214@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chantae Brown 
miami florida 33174 
b_chantae@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jorge Agudelo 
miami 33177 
jagud012@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jim Louro 
miami fl 33055 
jlour006@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
David Harvey 
pembroke pines florida 33026 
ninjadj360@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jamica Patterson 
north miami beach fl 
mz.mica08@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christina Reddick 
Fort Lauderdale fl 33335 
reddimusik@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chinya Bully 
miami fl 33157 
chinya3@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Charlot Auguste 
miami florida 33162 
charlot_auguste@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mary Cheers 
Planation FL 33325 
mdcheers_003@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sanford Barbee 
33174 
sbarb012@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michelle Prado 
miami fl 33172 
mprad034@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, September 28, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gillian Kelly 
Weston FL 33331 
kellygillian@att.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Amy Barrett  
miami beach florida 33139 
abarr199@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jochi 
miami, florida, 33157 
jdealmagro14@wcsmiami.org 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Vanessa Estevez 
pembroke pines fl 33028 
estevez2582@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
David Largaespada 
Miami Florida 33177 
dlargaespada7029@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brose 
miami florida 33166 
goldenhawks2014@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eli Lugo 
miami fl 33126 
eruiz098@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Talijah Williams 
Waynesboro Georgia 30830 
twill133@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Enrique Merlano 
miramar fl 33029 
insight2626@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lucio Martinez 
hialeah fl 33012 
lmart322@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rachael Reitano 
33331 
rreit005@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Malihka Louis-Jean 
miami fl 33168 
mloui048@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jennifer Vasquez 
hialeah gardens fl 33018 
jennifervasquezglad@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chance Johnson 
miami florida 33137 
c.johnson2014@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Florence Jean Louis 
650 NE 149 STREET APT 510A MIAMI FL 33161 
florencejl88@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karl Magalaman 
miramar fl 330127 
kmaga004@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, September 28, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dawn Shelton 
Plantation Florida 33317 
drdawnmshelton@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Katrina Boyd 
miami fl 33150 
katrinaboyd17@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kisha Holt 
Plantation FL 33324 
kionnie@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sammy Hadi 
Sweetwater FL 33174 
hhadi001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Malcolm Berry 
33147 
mberry3360@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Damian Donaire 
Miami Florida 33154 
damianz007@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gloria J Phillips 
Boca Raton Fl 33498 
gloriajphillips1@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nathalie Osson 
miami, fl 33174 
nosson10@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Harvin Navarette 
miami fl 33122 
harvinnavarrete@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Emma Nascimento 
miami florida 33138 
emmaniac666@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Luis Zepeda 
miami florida 33161 
luigizepeda@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, September 28, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bardetta Haygood 
Lauderhill, Florida 33319 
bdhaygood@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Claudina Salomon 
miami fl 33162 
claudina.salomon@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kai P. Lustick 
Plantation FL 33324 
kaiphillipslustick@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Angela Johnson 
miami fl 33055 
afamfam75@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tayiesha Nelson 
tallahassee fl 32313 
tanelson595@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ramona Hall 
Plantation FL 33324 
ramonadhall@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nancy Cordero 
hialeah fl 33016 
guppy32561@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Anthony D Hall 
Davie Fl 33330 
ahallcpa@ahallcpa.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, September 28, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dawn Tartack 
Davie FL 33328 
dfcalonge@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Edwish Jean Baptiste 
davie fl 33330 
adhllc.propertymgr@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Yaima Vega 
33137 
yvega8009@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Charlot Auguste 
miami fl 33147 
charlot_auguste@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jamica Patterson 
north miami beach fl 
mz.mica08@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Charlot Auguste 
miami florida 33162 
charlot_auguste@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mary Cheers 
Planation FL 33325 
mdcheers_003@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, September 28, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gillian Kelly 
Weston FL 33331 
kellygillian@att.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Florence Jean Louis 
650 NE 149 STREET APT 510A MIAMI FL 33161 
florencejl88@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, September 28, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dawn Shelton 
Plantation Florida 33317 
drdawnmshelton@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Katrina Boyd 
miami fl 33150 
katrinaboyd17@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kisha Holt 
Plantation FL 33324 
kionnie@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Malcolm Berry 
33147 
mberry3360@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gloria J Phillips 
Boca Raton Fl 33498 
gloriajphillips1@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Harvin Navarette 
miami fl 33122 
harvinnavarrete@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Emma Nascimento 
miami florida 33138 
emmaniac666@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, September 28, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bardetta Haygood 
Lauderhill, Florida 33319 
bdhaygood@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Claudina Salomon 
miami fl 33162 
claudina.salomon@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kai P. Lustick 
Plantation FL 33324 
kaiphillipslustick@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Angela Johnson 
miami fl 33055 
afamfam75@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tayiesha Nelson 
tallahassee fl 32313 
tanelson595@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ramona Hall 
Plantation FL 33324 
ramonadhall@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nancy Cordero 
hialeah fl 33016 
guppy32561@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Anthony D Hall 
Davie Fl 33330 
ahallcpa@ahallcpa.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, September 28, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dawn Tartack 
Davie FL 33328 
dfcalonge@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Pablo Cano 
weston fl 33326 
pcano008@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
German Chavez 
33136 
helencruz40@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carla Carden 
miramar fl 33029 
ccard065@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bianca Hill 
Miami,FL33189 
biancahill03@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Britney Dean 
miami florida 33174 
bdean007@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alicia Doolin 
Miami Fl 33174 
adool003@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Valerie Aldana 
miami FL 33186 
valda003@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Antonella Formisano 
miami, fl, 33174 
formi95@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ericson Anilus 
miami, fl, 33162 
eanil001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maria Reinoso 
hialeah florida 33015 
mrein020@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Syed T. Ahmed 
Miami Florida 33143 
Syed.Ahmed002@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carlos Martinez  
miami fl 33147 
jneb503@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
JC Espinosa 
Miami FL 33145 
espinosj@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ethan Dominguez 
miami.florida.33186 
edomi015@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Vanessa Harvey 
north miami fl 33161 
vharvey12@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Laura Valdivia 
33029 
laurasmiles58@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Aaron Furst 
miami beach 33140 
furstaaron@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Natalia Ramirez 
33165 
natisofia95@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andrew Greshko 
miami florida 33174 
andy072195@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carolina Busse 
miami, FL, 33143 
cbuss004@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Laura Cardoso 
miami florida 33185  
lola4eve@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ariel Miller 
miami fl 33174 
amill123@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jennifer Leon 
doral fl 33178 
leonjennifer13@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniela Mejia 
33189 
danielam.mejia@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ivette Duran 
surfside, FL, 33154 
idura007@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karina Castaneda 
miramar fl 33027 
kcastaneda0823@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Susana Guzman  
miami florida 33185 
sguzm030@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Desmond Petit 
hollywood fl 33024 
dpeti004@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Janette Hernandez 
33023 
judith_1417@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cassandra Neira  
miami florida 33174 
cneira94@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karina Polini 
miami fl 33174 
kpoli006@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jazmin Rhodes 
miami fl 33174 
jrhod014@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Oscar Villa 
pembroke pines,fl 33026, 
oroncallo96@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kelly Smith 
weston  
ksmit103@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Valentina Gomez 
coral Springs FL 33071 
valgomez95@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Monica Morkos 
pembroke pines fl 33028 
monicam93@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jhulian Spaulding 
Southwest Ranches FL 33331 
jhuliansp@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Erma Johnson 
pembroke pines fl 
johnsone@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Liliana Garcia 
aventura fl 33160 
lgarc271@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kuarich Galicia 
Miami FL 33125 
kgali004@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jorge Baran 
33125 
notelodoy@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jordi Gonzalez 
Miami FL 33155 
jordigonzalez@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nicholas Midttun 
miami fl 33498 
nicomidttun@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adrian Gutierrez 
hialeah fl 33018 
aguti148@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Hillary Ovalle 
Boca Raton Florida 33428 
hillaovalle@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alex Mederos 
miami fl 33144 
amede015@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Valentina Rebolledo 
miami fl 33178 
v.rebolledo95@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Melissa Sanchez 
hialeah fl 33014 
melissas785@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Juan Martinez 
pembroke pines fl 33024 
juanete444@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Amanda Accetturo 
Davie Florida 33314 
aacce001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Celine Perez 
miami gardens fl 33055 
cpere281@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gabriela Sanchez 
hialeah FL 33014 
gabehsanchez@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephanie Acosta  
miami florida 33143 
steph_acosta@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniela Arevalo 
doral fl 33178 
dani.arevalo36@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Valerie Cher 
miramar fl 33023 
vcher006@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Giancarlos Mairena 
Pembroke Pines FL 33029 
mairenag@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karina Perlaza 
Pembroke Pines Fl 33029 
karina.perlaza@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Samera Nath 
Miami FL 33174 
trinigirl.sammy@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chris Curry 
orlando fl 32806 
chriscurry996@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
John Rhea 
32789 
rheatrs@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michael Walsh 
port orange fl 32128 
mike@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Frank Detoma 
winter park fl 32790 
frankdetoma@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert Dellecker 
Orlando Fl 32804 
rdellecker@dwklaw.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
William Fay 
Orlando FL 32806 
bilfay@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kaushik 
33166 
akaushik@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brittney Allison 
33174 
nfs1224@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rebecca Palacios 
miami florida 33183 
rebeccapalacios222@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rudy Franco 
miami fl 33033 
rfranco379@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tia Tyndal 
chicopee MA 01020 
tiatyndal@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christopher Keener 
miami fl 33166 
ckeen003@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maria Gil 
Doral Fl 33178 
mariacgv@outlook.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tinu Orindare 
miami florida 33161 
atinuke59@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rassan Smith 
Miami FL 33199 
rsmit208@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bijon Brydson 
bowie md 20716 
bdbrydson@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bernard Mercier 
miramar fl 33029 
yooxbernie@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prospere 
miami fl 33174 
nadine22n@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nichole Williams 
Homestead Florida 33032 
vantify88@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kevin Portela 
miami fl 33182 
kevinportela@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Keara Morales  
33174 
kmorales2012@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Pamela Garcia 
miami florida 33131 
garpam02@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
John Walker 
miami fl 33156 
jwalker2005@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jonathan Cerra 
miami fl 33174 
jcerr009@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Zachary Moreira 
Pembroke Pines Fl 33027 
zacharymoreira95@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carolina Carreno 
miami fl 33125 
ccarreno523@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Anya Spaulding 
southwest ranches fl 33331 
anya.spaulding14@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Yousef Alharim 
Miami Florida 33193 
yalha004@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jacqueline Jimenez 
miami fl 33170 
jjime112@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Katrina Taboada  
miami fl 33129 
ktabo004@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexandra Diaz 
doral florida 33178 
adiaz390@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nicole Medina 
miami fl 33177 
nicolej.medina22@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Anna Powell 
cutlerbay fl 33190 
apalm039@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lisa Cayard 
miami fl 33126 
lscayard@gmail.co 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Woodly Biennescar 
33161 
woodlyc@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bryant Estadella 
Hialeah Fl 33016 
bryantge21@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jorge Damas 
hialeah florida 33014 
jdama007@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Vladimir Pierre 
Miramar Florida 33023 
vpier025@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Saira Khan 
33897 
saira567@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jennifer Nwaobi 
miami. fl 33174 
jnwaobi1@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Juan Celis 
miami beach florida 33141 
jceli003@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexandra Castillo 
miami fl 33178 
alexacaesco@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Joel Cruz 
miami, fl 33126 
jcruz073@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chris Fiandor 
miami springs fl 33166 
chrisfiandor1@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexandra Cardoso 
miami, fl 33185 
acard108@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexandra Bovo 
miami fl 33185 
abovo002@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Talia Gonzalez 
Miami,FL,33133 
taliag96@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Branden Couto 
miami florida 33165 
bcouto1991@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christina Callahan 
miami fl 33193 
hccallah@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gabriel Alonso 
miramar florida 33029 
gea350@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cassandra Blanco 
Miami Fl 33184 
cblanco0315@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Antonio Santana 
33176 
tonitos89@yahoo.es 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chelsea Morrison 
sunrise, fl 33322 
chelsea.morrison15@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Derek Barcelo 
miami fl 33183 
derek_barcelo@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ibrahim El~Nasra 
miami florida 33185 
ssjgiotto@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Donnald Aiken 
miami fl 33157 
dthomas1994@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tennison Harmitt 
miami fl 33169 
tharm005@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michelle Gonzalez 
miami fl 33185 
mgonz@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Thomas Caprara 
miami fl 33180 
thomascaprara@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jorge Avila 
miami florida 33018 
jorgeisg@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexandra Laurent 
miramar fl 33027 
laurenta94@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nyala Bully  
miami FL 33157 
nyala13@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Katrina Taboada 
miami fl 33129 
ktabo004@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Deja Ramdass 
Orlando FL 32824 
dramd009@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lisa Cayard 
miami fl 33126 
lscayard@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brando Alibrandi 
33141 
brandoalibrandi@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Henry Garcia 
hialeah Fl 33012 
garciah249@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carlos Perez 
hialeah fl 33012 
jackson55645@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cristhian Perez 
hialeah FL 33016 
cristhian.perez@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Matthew Pereda 
miami lakes fl 33016 
peredamatthew@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Johann Monteagudo 
miami florida 33125 
johann.monteagudo@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kelly Odili-Onu 
Miami Florida 33174 
kodil001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lucia Minervini 
Miami FL 
luciaopera@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eric Wettberg 
33199 
ericvonwettberg@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Suset Perez 
miami florida 33177 
susetp@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Pablo Hereter 
miami florida 33196 
pablohereter@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniel Gonzalez 
miami fl 33143 
nbaplayer15d@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Akemi Andrade 
Hollywood Fl 33024 
Akemia1996@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Antonio Arzola 
Miami Florida 33125 
aarzo005@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Leo Varon 
hialeah fl 33018 
lvaron21@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniel Trivino 
Weston Florida 33327 
dannytrivino@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Julio Bermudez 
hollywood fl 33024 
jberm001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Khadijah Joseph Raymond 
Miami FL 33174 
raymond.khadijah@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, October 1, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ruth Maurat 
33168 
rmaur001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lori Wilk 
delray beach.FL 33446 
pr@successipes.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jon Murakami 
Ft. Lauderdale Florida 33312 
jmurakami@psav.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Laura Laliberte 
hollywood florida 33020 
lauralaliberte@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Don Kolodz 
boca raton  
dkolodz@palmbeachfl.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mary King 
Geneva Fl. 32732 
kingslittlefarm@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gina Killgore 
Orlando Fl 32809 
ginakillgore@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, September 28, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kathy Halley 
orlando florida. 32803 
kshalley@cfl.rr.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Neptaly Mirrieles 
100 SW 91st Avenue apt 206 Plantation Florida 33324 
nmirrieles@hotwire.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, September 28, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Randy Halley 
Orlando FL 32803 
rhalley@cfl.rr.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Autumn Abell 
Winter Springs Fl. 32708 
aka11113@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tiffani Spivak 
Ft lauderdale florida 33304 
planbff@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chris Schultz 
Fort Lauderdale fl 33309 
chris@fairestories.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 30, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephanie Abell 
Winter Springs fl. 32708 
abell.stephanie@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mitch Blum 
33180 
mitch@go2events.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michaelfinkelson 
pompano beach fl. 33064 
michaelfinkelson@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Aviles 
miami florida 33172 
pablofaviles@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eliany Garcia 
miami fl 33170 
elianyg_15@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gabriel Disla 
hialeah fl 33015 
gdisl001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alejandro Maya 
doral fl 33178 
mayalejo.786@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gabriela Polanco 
doral fl 33178 
gabrielapolanco1@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andre Jones 
miami fl 33177 
andre.fti.jones@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
 Jhavar Leakey  
miami fl 33175 
jhavar4u@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mardoqueu Mesquita 
fort lauderdale fl 33312 
mmesq001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Elvis Sosa 
hialeah gardens fl 33018 
esosa012@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jessica Sanchez 
miami fl 33125 
jsanc341@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Antonio Alonso 
miami fl 33147 
aalonso0804@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Krystal Bury 
miami FL 33196 
knury003@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Meredith Ph 
pembroke pines florida 33027 
azn_angel1554@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Byron Navarro 
miami fl 33185  
byronn@me.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carlos Brito 
pembroke pines fl 33028 
carlosbrito0420@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Karina Suarez 
miami fl 33134 
ksuar023@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jenny Parra Fuerte 
pembroke pines FL 33024 
japarra92@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sarah Romero 
miami lakes florida 33018 
srome036@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kevin Martinez 
miami fl 33144 
kmat@msn.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Yesenia Ceballos 
miami fl 33175 
yceba004@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexis Pueschel 
miami fl 33157 
alexispueschel@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Melany Gonzalez 
Miami FL 33186 
mgonz709@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Juan Rodriguez 
miami fl 33175 
jrodr796@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Claudier Molina 
miami fl 33175 
claudiermariemolina19@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adrian Bekhrad 
davie fl 33324 
abekh002@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kelly Lashbrook 
miami fl 33196 
kel2033@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniella Portuondo 
key buscayne fl 33149 
dport@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexis Fernandez 
miami florida 33177 
afern449@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mahasha Greffin 
pompano beach fl 33064 
mgref003@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Francois Alexandre 
miami fl 33138 
falex001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Edwin Ore 
hialeah fl 33018 
juvictradecorp@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Faiza Mansuri 
miramar fl 33027 
mansuri.faiza@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kevin Pellet 
miami fl 33165 
pelletk@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alejandro 
miami fl 33175 
alecossio@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andy Oceguera 
miami florida 33157 
aoceg001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Viergela Louidor 
miami florida 33131 
vloui008@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
John Centeno 
miami fl 33173 
john.10@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Randall Tallent 
miami fl 33174 
tallent.randall@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adam Johnson 
 hollywood fl 33023 
ajohn240@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephanie Thurel 
tamarac FL 33321 
sthur007@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
ANTONELLA GOMEZ 
MIAMI FL 33176 
ANTO13@BELLSOUTH.NET 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Zak Tredvi 
miami fl 33156 
zeetrebb@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Austin Winn 
key largo florida 33037 
redsmhst@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gabriella Amngiafreni 
miami florida 33174 
gmangiafreno@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Faith Hines 
miami fl 33174 
fay13587@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sebastian Aguirre 
miami fl 33157 
viperaguirre@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Knevon Peart 
33317 
p_knevon93@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jonas 
Miami Florida 33032 
jonasraw@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maria Haesler 
miami fl 33145 
mgonz721@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michael Weiland 
miami fl 33177 
maw0809@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adedolapo Alonge 
33157 
aalon097@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Shenica Tulloch 
2401 nw 60th terrace sunrise fl 33312 
shenica_tulloch@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Juan Palenzuela 
weston florida 33327 
jpale013@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tricia Hoffman 
miami fl 33172 
tricia.hoffman@me.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cristian Howard 
33165 
chowa009@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gisela Jorge 
miami fl 33155 
giselajorge_305@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tyrone Giffrard 
Naples Florida 
dgiff002@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Marcus Houston 
royal palm beach florida 33411 
houston112842@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ray Boyle 
miami fl 33176 
rboyl008@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nicole Bush 
west palm beach fl 33417 
nbush004@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Vince Rives 
miami. florida 33165 
vjrives@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Marcos Nieto 
miami florida 33165 
mnieto88@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Joel Pathiyil 
pembroke pines fl 33028 
georgpathiyil@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bianca Guerrero 
miami fl 33125 
bguer030@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
John Sequeira 
key biscayne fl 33149 
quantumcre@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Pedro Valencia 
pembroke pines FL 33027 
pvale027@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sergio Cruz 
miami fl 33174 
sergio.cruz@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Marcussingh 
hollywood fl 33024 
leo707@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Olivianapper 
sebring fl 33875 
onapp001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jusn  
miami fl 33186 
juan_patron@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Madison Calleiro 
miami florida 33143 
mcalleiro13@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Leo Ceballos 
miami fl 33174 
leo.ceballos@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
John Sanchez 
miami florida 33189 
jsanc361@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Yariel Malave 
33134 
ymala004@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Allen Varela 
pembroke pines fl 33027 
meeper35@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Amirah Ahmed 
homestead fl 33032 
aahme033@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Melanie St Fleur 
Pembroke Pines FL 33029 
melyy.lynn@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Julia Nelsom 
miami florida 33032 
jnels050@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tina Solis 
miami fl 33199 
tsolis@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Isabella Zengotita 
miami springs fl 33166 
izeng001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Reginald Richardson 
33174 
rrich006@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rebekah Antoine 
miami, fl 33162 
ranto003@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Caro Alpizar 
miami fl 33134 
cactuscaro@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jochi Ortega 
Miami FL 33165 
ortegjoch@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dariel Hernandez 
hialeah fl 33012 
dariel521@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mark Berrios 
miami, fl 33174 
marknertin@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Megan Lizano 
pembroke pines fl 33029 
mliza008@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Caitlin Keene 
33194 
ckeen007@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Hunter Dubois 
34990 
th3h40@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ana Sosa 
Miami Fl 33166 
asosa046@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Samantha Davis 
33174 
sldavis93@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lyric Haywood 
Miami FL 33174 
lhayw004@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Abraham Zuniga 
miramar fl 33025 
abraham_zuniga@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Morgan Mendis 
miami fl 33130 
mmend130@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Paula Cardona 
miami FL 33015 
cardona.paula@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexa Rocabado 
miami fl 33176 
aroca016@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nasya Moise 
pembroke pines fl 33029 
nmois001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Edward Pinera 
miami fl 33155 
eddie2526@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lopez 
miami fl 
klope120@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lucia Greco 
miami florida 33172 
lgrec002@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ruben Villasmil 
miramar florida 33027 
rvill081@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Malykai Mejia 
miami fl 33174 
mmejia.recall@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Orlando Rodriguez 
miami fl 33194 
orodr090@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniela Hernandez 
coral gables fl 33183 
dhern237@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert Wood 
miami fl. 33173 
rwood11458@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maylin Gonzalez 
33012 
mgonz247@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carlota Rodriguez 
Miami Fl 33178 
charlottesr@outlook.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jose Lopez 
miami florida 33187 
jlope200@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Angela Bertinelli 
miami florida 33172 
troubleangel96@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Elizabeth Valdes 
West Miami, FL. 33144 
evald007@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kevin Quintana  
Miami FL 33183  
kquintana17@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jose Rodriguez 
miami shores fl 33138 
rodrigej@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jannell Padron 
pembroke pines fl 33333 
jannellpadron@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christian De Leon 
miami fl 33015 
cadeleon14@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Fabiola Charles 
north miami beach fl 33162 
fabiola.charles002@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tiany Hernandez 
miami florida 33175 
tianykh96@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Adrian Cintas  
miami fl 33133 
acintas92@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniel Mendoza 
miami fl 33165 
danielmdoza@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nancy Alonso 
miami lakes fl 33016 
nalon004@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Nicolas Castel 
33156 
nicolasccastel@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ana Barrios 
Miami FL 33187 
annacarolina1990@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jace Perry 
33033 
atlmovie01@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carlos Coello 
miami, fl 33186 
ccoello1226@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Clemente Marisa 
coral sorings fl 33076 
mkc9377@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jeremy Rivera 
cooper city Florida 33026 
j.rivera1793@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eduardo Ibarra 
miami florida 33176 
eddyi57@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
William Edwards 
32801 
gregedwards.mail@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cindy Whitehurst 
orlando florida 32803 
cindywhitehurst@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Julie Edwards 
orlando florida 32801 
julieedwardsemail@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Julie Edwards 
orlando florida 32801 
julieedwardsemail@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cindy Whitehurst 
orlando florida 32803 
cindywhitehurst@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 29, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
William Edwards 
32801 
gregedwards.mail@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alex Vilfranc 
miami fl 33179 
block.lh38@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, September 26, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Evens Lafrance 
plantation fl 34322 
fgtfdg@kli.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Demetrese Brown 
biscayne park fl 33161 
bigmechie21@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Dominique Rivers 
miami fl 33136 
marthawhisby@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, September 27, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Leatrice Gachette 
Miami FL 33161 
emmylg331@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Elijah Wells 
miami fl 33136 
marthawhisby@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert Jackson 
Miami Fl 33142 
pastorj@spcmiami.org 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Riuka Meir 
miami fl 33130 
ruika@doctorriuka.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Victor Cook  
palm beach gardens fl 33404 
victorjcook@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alison Tomlinson 
33129 
allstarzat@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Neil Hall 
miami fl 33150 
dneilhall@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jorge Iglesias  
miami 33130 
jorge@miamimbda.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
CARLTON STYLES 
miami fl 33167 
bell.willie@comcast.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jonelle Adderley 
miami fl 33136 
jadeerley@miamigov.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Monyette Ashley 
miami fl 33129 
mash@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Claudious Thompson 
miami fl 33129 
claud@miamidade.gov 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jason Schultz 
west Palm Beach Florida 33401 
jason_mi_schultz@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Elise Murley 
orlando florida 32832 
emurley@knights.ucf.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Steve Barry 
West Palm Beach Florida 33403 
steve@barryandcompany.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, October 3, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chris Barry 
West Palm Beach Florida 33402 
Chrispbarry@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lauren Murley 
Fort Lauderdale Florida 33303 
lauren.murley@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Joy Austin 
Fort Lauderdale Florida 33302 
joymaustin@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rick Dunaj 
Fort Lauderdale Florida 33304 
rick@stanron.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lisa Dunaj 
Fort Lauderdale  florida 33301 
dunaj@mac.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alex Dunaj 
Fort lauderdale Florida 33304 
alexdunaj@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Elaine Petrassi 
Fort Lauderdale Florida 33304 
elaine.petrassi@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert Dunaj 
Fort Lauderdale florida 33301 
rdunaj@bdo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Heather Andrews 
Lake Worth, 33467 
handrews@palmbeachfl.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jennifer Shawn Webster 
1010 n.e 16th street fort lauderdale 33304 
shawnwebster99@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Marsha Freedman 
plantation fl 33324 
mfreedma@broward.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Hugh Higgins 
Fort Lauderdale FL. 33308 
higgins2020@comcast.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eduardo Briones 
weston florida 33327 
ebriones68@live.com.mx 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Steve Gerson 
33138 
steve.gerson.rdfresh@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Haydee C Rodriguez 
Weston Florida 33326 
hmcr1949@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lee Waldo 
lighthouse point florida 33064 
tomandleewaldo@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Leo Epstein 
boynton beach fl 33435 
leogarbage@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kelly Smith 
47630 
ksmith62@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Sunday, October 5, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kelly Smith 
42301 
kelly.smith@daviess.kyschools.us 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexis Hernandez 
pembroke pines Fl 33026 
quavoguy2111@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Beatriz Saiz 
Miami FL 33176 
bs16305@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cesar Castillo 
hialeah Fl 33010 
ccast235@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Marc Singh 
hollywood 
lorenzo101@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tim Wong 
33025 
twong016@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michelle Saavedra 
Miami FL 33155 
msaav021@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maria Leon 
miami 33131 
mslt_173@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alyza Russell 
fort lauderdale florida 33316 
alyzarussell@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Sarah Alsaid 
33029 
salsa025@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Victoria Hernandez 
miami fl 33157 
vhern093@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Travis Mclaughlin 
miami fl 33133 
mclaughlintravis@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Enrique Varona 
miami florida 33186 
enrique.varona@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Najee Lee 
miami’fl 33127 
n.m.lee@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christopher Martinez 
Miami fl 33196 
chris.j.martinez@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Steven Correa 
33186 
scorr234@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brandon Del Pozo 
Miramar FL 33027 
bdelpozo22@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michelle Flores 
miramar fl 33027 
mflor107@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lindsie Velasco 
Miami Florida 33183 
lvelasco14@bobcats.olla.org 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Guillermo Lievano 
miami fl 33176 
lievanomemo@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Amanda Eccles 
Miami Florida 33157 
aeccl003@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maria Gonzalez 
Miami, FL 33145 
just-me-emi@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniel Echevarria 
miami florida 33145 
deche023@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rocio Masso 
miami fl 33186 
rmass014@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Salome Garcia 
33014 
sgarc226@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Santiago Archieri 
miami beach florida 33141 
santi9089@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Allison Saavedra 
Miami Florida 33155 
sarmichalli@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eugenio Martinez 
Miami Fl 33129 
gino.srhs@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Marcus 
33176 
staraiders@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jackeline Goenaga 
miami flrida 33155 
jgoen001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Clairis Perez 
miami florida 33165  
claire.1000@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carolina Quinones 
miami florida 33182 
carolinaquinones@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, October 2, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ruhayne Enriquez 
miami fl 33174 
ruhayne12@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Pratt Senatus 
32825 
prattsenatus@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jessica Alamo 
32832 
jecajess@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Betty Wheeler 
orlando fl 32801 
ewheeler@ewheelerpa.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tamaa Patterson 
altamonte springs fl 32714 
tuplu@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ca_Rol 
carol 
davebeaumontjr@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Hassan Mohamed 
orlando,florida,32817 
itshamo87@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Saturday, October 4, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Roscoe Charity 
orlando florida 32808 
rwcharity@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 22, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly then existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each movable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ivannia Van Arman 
miami, fl, 33155 
ivannia@mac.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 22, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 57 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stella Smith 
33131 
stellatsmith@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 22, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly then existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ali Soule 
miami,fl 33129 
absoule@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Monday, September 22, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
John Guitar 
33131 
johnnygsurf@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 57 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Pkij 
kimjl 
ikik@mmk.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alberto Britos 
33172 
abritos1110@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chris Avery 
33020 
c.javery@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brandon Robbins 
miami fl 33157 
brobbins@fontainebleau.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maria Cabre 
miami, fl 33196 
mcabre@fbmb.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kelly Perez  
miami fl 33183 
kperez@fbmb.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 57 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Igor Omerhodzic 
33160 
concierge78@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kim Hutchinson 
pembroke pines fl 
kimberly@kthpr.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andrew Abad 
miami fl 33183 
a.abad@me.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 57 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Galen Hutchinson 
pembroke pines florida 33026 
ghutchinson2013@fau.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Diego Dantas 
Miami beach fl 33139 
diego.dantas@whotels.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 57 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Reid Hutchinson 
Pembroke Pines FL 33026-2273 
reidhutch@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Paola Peschiera 
miami fl 33131 
ppeschiera@mohg.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
David Castro 
Miami Florida 33175 
dacaru10@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jc Freyre 
key biscayne Florida 33149 
jcfreyre@outlook.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kim Gardela 
miami fl 33150 
wi4000concierge@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 57 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Andrew Mcleod 
Tucson AZ 85750 
amcleod@simpleviewinc.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Pedro Alvarado 
33139 
pedro.alvarado@southbeachgroup.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Carol Henderson 
plantation fl 
carollee.henderson@allaboardflorida.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alejandro Rivera 
Miami Gardens FL 33029 
concierge@residenceducap.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 57 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tracy Smith Coffey 
33435 
smith-coffeyt@bbfl.us 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ileana Marin 
coral gables florida 33134 
ileana.marin@flaglergl.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Annie Weizenecker 
Miami, FL 33130 
aweizenecker@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Georgia Santana 
miami beach fl33139 
georgiarose53@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jeri Jandovitz 
33179 
jeri3000@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Esther Mitrani 
Coral Gables Florida 33134 
Esther.Mitrani@allaboardflorida.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mathew Webb 
33150 
mathew.webb@allaboardflorida.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, September 24, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bill Deutsch 
orlando fl 32819 
deutsba@agmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rene Faustin  
Miami Beach FL 33139 
rene@iconsouthbeach.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 57 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Luisa Chu 
Miami fl 33179 
lchu@2000building.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, September 24, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kerrymorrissey 
delraybeach florida 33486 
kerrymorrissey@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 57 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Paula Osorno 
miami . fl 33133 
posornoz81@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Gregory Dillard 
Greenacres,Florida,33415 
greg@grapeseeker.tv 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Patricia Trujillo 
miami fl 33177 
ptrujillo@biltmorehotel.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Tony Theissen 
jupiter, fl, 33458 
ttheissen@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alex Gonzalez 
miami springs fl 33166 
alexg625@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 57 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Methania Nia 
33139 
mnia@wyndham.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Michael Lefevre 
Coral Gables, FL, 33134 
michaelwlefevre@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Lily Etemadi 
tallahassee FL 32311 
lilye@visitflorida.org 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, September 24, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Wendy Johnson 
hollywood.FL 
wjohnson@hollywoodfl.org 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Susan Keaveney 
wilbur-by-the-sea 
skeaveney@shoresresort.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, September 24, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Angela Cameron 
32174 
angela.cameron690@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, September 24, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 57 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ruth Mensch 
20005 
rmensch@ustravel.org 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Vernon Collins 
33063 
vcollins_dvd@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, September 24, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Judy Erickson 
33312 
judy.erickson@westin.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 57 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Randy Halley 
orlando florida. 32803 
rhalley@cfl.rr.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, September 24, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Joyce Danser 
Niceville Florida 32578 
joyce.danser@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bill Antalek 
Boynton Beach FL 33436 
jm11@antelligent.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, September 24, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Robyn Chiarelli 
Deerfield Beach, Florida, 33441 
robynchiarelli@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Wednesday, September 24, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 57 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephen Chrisanthus 
delray beach. fl. 33483 
schrisanthus@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bourgoing 
34217 
lauren.bourgoing@milespartnership.cm 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 57 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Silvia Calvino 
33160 
scalvino00@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 57 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
James Poitras 
miami beach FL 33139 
concierge@continuumsouthtower.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Hernan Del Llano 
miami beach fl 33139 
hernan.delllano@fourseasons.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 57 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ernesto Aragon 
miami florida 33137 
earagon0175@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Walter Duarte 
33184 
walter.duarte@fourseasons.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Merdochey Lafrance 
Miami, FL 33138 
mt.lafrance@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Tuesday, September 23, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Melina Carrillo 
33131 
melinalatina@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Yvelisse Bonilla 
coral gables, FL 33134 
bonillay500@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
KC Slager 
Miami. Florida.  33186 
slacker1225@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jason Bewley 
north miami beach fl 33160 
jason.bewley@allaboardflorida.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Russell Vacante 
Nokesville VA 20181 
russv@comcast.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Bonillaj500@Gmail.Com 
coral gables fl 33134 
bonillaj500@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Melissa Vazquez 
miami, fl 33176 
vazquez602@comcast.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Melissa Vazquez 
miami, fl 33176 
vazquez602@comcast.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ivannia Van Arman 
miami fl 33155 
ivannia@mac.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Scott Sanders 
33133 
diane.sanders@cox.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jessica Alvarez 
Miami, FL 33176 
jessicap715@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maria Bello 
33196 
milli565@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Alex Rodriguez 
Pembroke Pines, FL 33028 
arod954@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Eddy Rodriguez 
Miami,Fl 33145 
eddy033@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jackeline Gil 
Miami, Florida 33177 
jgil06@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Thursday, September 25, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Angelina Bonilla 
coral gables fl 33134 
aliana22697@yahoo.comm 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, September 26, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Russell Roberts 
Longwood fl 32779 
roberts2117@att.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, September 26, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Don Madden 
winter park fl 32792 
viejo58@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, September 26, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Jolie Bonanti 
nokesville fl 20181 
ggghjjj@kjjj.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, September 26, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ben Hopfinger 
plantation fl 33317 
ben.hopfinger@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, September 26, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Martha Wichert 
plantation florida 33322 
ptmarmar@bellsouth.net 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, September 26, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Meredith Duvall 
pembroke pines fl 33026 
maduvall21@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, September 26, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Don Madden 
winter park fl 32792 
viejo58@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, September 26, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Kendall Moore 
Rockledge Florida 32955 
kendall@meblawfirm.com 











Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
          Friday, September 26, 2014 
Dear Mr. John Winkle: 
Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 
All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 
All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 
All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 
rail.  
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 
additional jobs per year. 
All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 
boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 
All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 
crossings. 
All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 
 
I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Geoff Sluggett 
West Palm Beach. FL. 33401 
gbs@sluggett.com 
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			10202357-NO-E-DEMETRIUS VILLA


			10202359-YES-E-GABRIELA DEL RIO


			10202360-NO-TSHE-ADEDOLAPO ALONGE


			10202361-NO-SH-MARIE FRANCOIS


			10202363-NO-S-MEAGHAN RIVERA


			10202364-NO-H-CARLOS PINZON


			10202365-NO-TH-ANDREA VIEJO


			10202366-NO-TE-TAINA MAYARD


			10202367-NO-TSHE-ANISSA LEON


			10202369-NO-SHE-NATALIA PATINO


			10202370-NO-T-ANDRES GARZON


			10202371-NO-T-RICHARD GOMEZ


			10202372-YES-T-EDISON ESPI


			10202373-NO-HE-CYNTHIA LAU


			10202374-NO-E-SAMANTHA


			10202375-NO-HE-DANIEL GARCIA


			10202376-YES-T-KRISTI MORRISON


			10202377-NO-T-MALLORIE MILLER


			10202378-NO-T-ROGER FERNANDEZ


			10202379-NO-TSHE-MESSMER


			10202380-NO-S-XAVIER SALAZAR


			10202381-NO-H-FATIMA NASSER


			10202383-NO-TSE-GEORGES NICOLI


			10202384-NO-S-CORDETTE VANZANT


			10202385-NO-H-KATHLEEN SINGH


			10202386-NO-E-RACHEL HAAS


			10202387-NO-T-RAHEEM MALIKI


			10202388-NO-H-ALEXA LAGROTTERIA


			10202390-NO-T-MARIA SANCHEZ


			10202391-NO-TH-CAMI LUNA


			10202392-NO-TS-MEDJY PIERRE-LOUIS


			10202393-NO-TSHE-KIMBERLY FERNANDEZ


			10202395-NO-TS-DANNY SANCHEZ


			10202397-NO-E-ZOE BOYD


			10202400-YES-H-CHRISTINE CABREJA


			10202401-NO-T-MICHAEL MOYA


			10202402-NO-T-PIERRE FLORES


			10202403-NO-TS-CINDY HERNANDEZ


			10202404-NO-T-JOSSIAS PEREZ


			10202405-NO-HE-CRISTINA BALLESTEROS


			10202406-YES-TSHE-ALVARO PALACIOS


			10202407-NO-TS-STEFEN SUTTLES


			10202409-YES-E-CRISTINA GOMEZ


			10202410-NO-TSHE-TYLER DANIELS


			10206301-YES-T-RONALD


			10206303-YES-TH-KENYA ADEOLA


			10206304-YES-TSH-RAMIREZ JOHN


			10206305-YES-TS-TOLGA ERBORA


			10206306-NO-TSHE-GENESIS ESPAILLAT


			10206308-YES-TSH-ADRIANA ORTEGA 


			10206310-NO-TSHE-MATTHEW SANTANA


			10206311-NO-TS-ALEJANDRA RODRIGUEZ


			10206313-NO-T-ERENIA LEMUS


			10206314-NO-TSHE-JESSICA BLANCO


			10206315-NO-TE-STEPHANIA VIEIRA


			10206316-YES-SH-ANDREA PUGA


			10206317-YES-TSHE-MATTHEW TORO


			10206318-NO-T-RONNIE CONNER


			10206319-YES-T-KIMBERLEY CAREY


			10206320-SKIP-THE-ILYAM FERIA


			10206321-NO-T-DARREN VILLANUEVA


			10206322-NO-TE-BRETT SCHINDLER


			10206323-YES-T-STEPHANIE GARCIA


			10206324-YES-TH-DASHAAH SHIRLEY


			10206325-NO-T-SHEENA SMITH


			10206327-NO-TE-JOSE FERNANDES


			10206328-NO-TSHE-GELONWEEKES


			10206330-YES-TSHE-ARLEEN CORTES


			10206332-YES-TH-CAN CEVIK


			10206333-NO-T-ALBERTO RANCEL


			10206335-NO-TS-MELISSA DE JESUS


			10206337-YES-TSHE-JUDINA A


			10206338-YES-SH-GABRIELLE WILLIAMS


			10206339-NO-T-CAMERON GRANT


			10206341-YES-TH-MONIQUE LEWIS


			10206342-NO-TH-ALEX ZHANG


			10206343-NO-TSH-DANIELLE SIERRA


			10206344-NO-SHE-EMILY CORBIN


			10206345-NO-THE-ERIC LOPEZ


			10206346-NO-TSHE-PETER BOUWSMA


			10206347-YES-TSE-TONY VU


			10206348-YES-H-DERRICK ROGERS


			10206349-NO-THE-RICARDO LIMA


			10206350-NO-S-KEVIN BURBANO


			10206351-NO-H-RODIN CELIDOR


			10206352-NO-TH-TALIA 


			10206353-YES-TSHE-FRANKLIN HERNANDEZ


			10206354-YES-E-CHRISTOPHER YIN 


			10207744-NO-S-MICHAEL OROZCO-FLETCHER


			10207747-NO-H-DANIEL PABA


			10207748-NO-E-RICKY MUNIZ


			10207749-YES-TSHE-ANIELKA CORTES


			10207750-NO-S-ALLAH TORRES


			10207752-YES-T-TIDJAN SIMPSON


			10207753-NO-TS-SAMANTHA MOHAMMED


			10207754-YES-TS-DEION HALL


			10207755-NO-THE-DANIEL SIPPIN


			10207757-YES-TS-MERLYN SANTIN


			10207758-YES-TS-KRISTIN BIRD


			10207759-NO-T-DANIEL SORALUZ


			10207760-NO-TS-AARON ZUNIGA


			10207761-YES-TSHE-CASSANDRE SAINTILUS


			10207762-YES-T-KENDRA SANTANA


			10207763-NO-TS-KADESHA COPELAND


			10207764-NO-T-PARUL MAHESHWARI


			10207765-YES-T-SARAISABEL. CARRICABURU


			10207767-YES-T-PATRICIA DAMEUS


			10207768-YES-SHE-LAURA POMAR


			10207770-YES-TS-CHRISTINA


			10207771-YES-S-JOANNA BELLO


			10207773-YES-TSE-JERMARCUS COOK


			10207775-YES-H-BRITTANY WEARY


			10207776-YES-THE-DARLENE GARCIA


			10207777-NO-TSE-MICHAEL SEGURA


			10207779-NO-T-MARK ARMENTEROS


			10207780-YES-T-DAVID MONTERO


			10207781-NO-TSHE-MARCELLO CAMARDA


			10207782-NO-THE-DARREN BELIZAIRE


			10207784-YES-T-BETTY DELGADO


			10207785-NO-TS-NOBLE AHMED 


			10207786-NO-E-CASSANDRA PEREZ


			10207787-NO-TSE-VICTOR ON


			10207789-YES-E-RAQUEL ROSALES


			10207791-NO-H-GINA GOMEZ


			10207792-YES-TH-ERIKA GUTIERREZ


			10207793-YES-TS-KELITHA ANDERSON


			10207794-YES-TH-RUTH GOMEZ


			10207795-YES-TSHE-TATYANA GRAY


			10207796-YES-TE-STEPHANIE KERNISANT


			10207798-YES-H-DANY


			10207799-NO-SE-CHRISTIAN PRENTICE


			10207800-YES-TS-RAIDEL MARTIN PEREZ


			10208914-NO-T-DAVID LOPEZ


			10208916-NO-S-KAREN FRANCOIS


			10208917-NO-S-CHANTEL GLENN


			10208918-NO-E-ALYSSA AGUAYI


			10208920-NO-S-SYLVESTER GARCIA


			10208921-NO-T-ELIE PHILIPPE


			10208923-NO-TE-IVAN CUARTAS


			10208925-NO-S-STEFANY ROSARIO 


			10208926-YES-E-JOE ASHMAN


			10208927-NO-T-MARIA CORRALES


			10208928-NO-T-JOSEPH VARGAS


			10208929-YES-E-DAVID ANDRADE


			10208931-YES-H-GABRIELA ORTEGA


			10208932-YES-TSH-ERICKA ZAMORA


			10208933-NO-H-MITSU BUENO


			10208934-YES-E-GABRIEL DOMINGUEZ


			10208935-NO-E-ITALA TEJADA


			10208936-NO-T-OSCAR FERNANDEZ


			10208937-NO-H-ALLISON VARGAS 


			10208938-NO-T-GUILHERME BENETTE


			10208939-YES-T-EDDY MENDEZ


			10208940-NO-E-MARIA CEDIEL


			10208942-YES-TSHE-GABRIEL ORTIZ


			10208943-NO-S-ALEX GARCIA


			10208944-NO-T-DAVID MAYA


			10208945-NO-S-AUSTIN NOWAK


			10208946-YES-TSHE-NELSON CENTANARO


			10208948-NO-S-DUSTIN BERNARD


			10208949-YES-T-ALICIA JIMENEZ


			10208951-NO-T-ERICA RIERA


			10208952-NO-T-KEVIN GARCIA


			10208953-YES-T-ANDRICA ALEXANDER


			10208954-NO-T-AARON ZHANG


			10208955-NO-T-ALFREDO GONZALEZ


			10208956-NO-T-JORGE GONZALEZ


			10208957-YES-SE-ANESSE MESIDOR


			10208960-YES-T-JOSEPH ROMULUS


			10208963-NO-E-AIDA ARELLANO


			10208964-NO-S-JEANNINE THURSTON


			10208965-YES-T-TABATA ARVELO


			10208966-NO-T-NATHAN KATZ


			10208967-YES-E-EVA


			10208968-NO-T-LISBETH FRANCO


			10208969-NO-S-BRANDON NARINO


			10208970-YES-TE-ANDREW RAHIMI


			10208972-NO-H-GETY MPANU


			10208974-NO-T-DANIEL AMADOR


			10208975-NO-T-MIKHAIL GONZALEZ


			10208976-YES-E-WILLIAM SHUBERT


			10208979-YES-H-ROSA MORENO


			10208981-YES-TSHE-GABRIEL SOOMAR


			10208983-YES-TSE-JOSE RODRIGUEZ


			10208984-NO-T-XEBIAN MELENDEZ


			10208985-NO-TSHE-RANDA ELMALKI


			10266813-YES-H-KARINA ARCE


			10266814-YES-S-KIM HUTCHINSON


			10266815-YES-T-SAMANTHA NOIZY


			10266816-NO-E-RODOLFO JUAREZ


			10266817-YES-T-FERNANDO TRILLO


			10266818-NO-S-VIVEK SOMANI


			10266820-YES-E-SALLY HALL


			10266821-NO-S-CAROLINA BLANCO


			10266822-YES-E-CLAUDIA ALVAREZ


			10266823-NO-T-ANGELO IZZO


			10266824-YES-T-SHAY PEREZ


			10266825-NO-T-JONATHAN BERRIZ


			10266826-NO-T-VALENTINA GRISALES


			10266827-NO-THE-JULIA LIEBLING


			10266828-YES-T-LAURA MARIN


			10266829-NO-TE-NICOLE DIAZ


			10266830-YES-T-GEORVY PANAMENO


			10266831-YES-TSE-NICOLE BOTELLO


			10266832-YES-H-CELENA BISCOCHO


			10266834-YES-TSH-BRANDON POTTINGER


			10266835-NO-T-HUMBERTO MACIAS


			10266836-YES-TSHE-TAMESHA BERNADEL


			10266837-YES-S-MELANNIE GUEVARA


			10266838-YES-T-MELODIE PEIRSEL


			10266840-YES-T-JENNIFER KATZ


			10266841-NO-H-KEVIN IRIZARRY


			10266842-NO-T-CARLOS SANCHEZ


			10266843-YES-S-JUAN NARVAEZ


			10266844-YES-H-KALI CHIAPETTA


			10266846-YES-TSHE-JEAN MARC AUGUSTIN


			10266847-YES-TH-VANESSA BERTIN


			10266848-NO-T-SEAN MATTAR


			10266849-NO-T-NANCY PEREA


			10266850-YES-T-KERIAN WHITE


			10266851-YES-T-BRANDON RODRIGUEZ


			10266852-YES-T-TAYLOR SAENZ


			10266853-NO-S-RICHARD PABON


			10266854-NO-T-ARON WILS


			10266855-YES-S-ALEX DIAZ


			10266856-YES-TE-JOSE ROJAS


			10266857-YES-T-EDNISE DAVILIEN


			10266858-NO-TSHE-GENESIS VASQUEZ


			10266859-YES-TSHE-DARIUS VILLS


			10268073-NO-HE-ANDRES MACIAS


			10268100-NO-TSHE-SOFIA PABLOS


			10268103-NO-TE-JOSE CUEVAS


			10268106-YES-TH-BRANDON MILLS 


			10268107-NO-HE-ADRIENNE YUEN


			10268108-NO-T-ANNE PRESTAMO


			10268109-NO-H-OCTAVIO ARTURO GONZALEZ 


			10268110-NO-TS-KEYLA RODRIGUEZ


			10268111-YES-TH-CHANTAE BROWN


			10268113-YES-TSHE-JORGE AGUDELO


			10268114-NO-S-JIM LOURO


			10268116-NO-TH-DAVID HARVEY


			10268117-YES-T-CHRISTINA REDDICK


			10268119-NO-E-CHINYA BULLY


			10268120-NO-T-SANFORD BARBEE


			10268122-NO-TSHE-MICHELLE PRADO


			10268124-NO-TSHE-AMY BARRETT 


			10268125-NO-T-JOCHI


			10268126-NO-T-VANESSA ESTEVEZ


			10268127-NO-T-DAVID LARGAESPADA


			10268129-NO-S-BROSE


			10268131-NO-TSHE-ELI LUGO


			10268134-YES-HE-TALIJAH WILLIAMS


			10268135-YES-TS-ENRIQUE MERLANO


			10268136-NO-TSE-LUCIO MARTINEZ


			10268160-NO-THE-RACHAEL REITANO


			10268164-NO-S-MALIHKA LOUIS-JEAN


			10268166-YES-TSE-JENNIFER VASQUEZ


			10268170-NO-T-CHANCE JOHNSON


			10268171-NO-T-KARL MAGALAMAN


			10268172-YES-T-SAMMY HADI


			10268174-NO-TH-DAMIAN DONAIRE


			10268176-YES-TSHE-NATHALIE OSSON


			10268177-NO-TSHE-LUIS ZEPEDA


			10268188-NO-E-EDWISH JEAN BAPTISTE


			10268191-YES-S-YAIMA VEGA


			10268192-NO-S-CHARLOT AUGUSTE


			10268198-NO-HE-ANDRES MACIAS


			10268200-NO-TSHE-SOFIA PABLOS


			10268202-NO-TE-JOSE CUEVAS


			10268203-YES-TH-BRANDON MILLS 


			10268206-NO-HE-ADRIENNE YUEN


			10268209-NO-T-ANNE PRESTAMO


			10268211-NO-H-OCTAVIO ARTURO GONZALEZ 


			10268212-NO-TS-KEYLA RODRIGUEZ


			10268214-YES-TH-CHANTAE BROWN


			10268215-YES-TSHE-JORGE AGUDELO


			10268218-NO-S-JIM LOURO


			10268219-NO-TH-DAVID HARVEY


			10268220-YES-THE-JAMICA PATTERSON


			10268221-YES-T-CHRISTINA REDDICK


			10268225-NO-E-CHINYA BULLY


			10268226-NO-T-CHARLOT AUGUSTE


			10268227-NO-S-MARY CHEERS


			10268228-NO-T-SANFORD BARBEE


			10268229-NO-TSHE-MICHELLE PRADO


			10268230-NO-TSHE-GILLIAN KELLY


			10268232-NO-TSHE-AMY BARRETT 


			10268233-NO-T-JOCHI


			10268234-NO-T-VANESSA ESTEVEZ


			10268235-NO-T-DAVID LARGAESPADA


			10268238-NO-S-BROSE


			10268240-NO-TSHE-ELI LUGO


			10268243-YES-HE-TALIJAH WILLIAMS


			10268244-YES-TS-ENRIQUE MERLANO


			10268247-NO-TSE-LUCIO MARTINEZ


			10268250-NO-THE-RACHAEL REITANO


			10268253-NO-S-MALIHKA LOUIS-JEAN


			10268256-YES-TSE-JENNIFER VASQUEZ


			10268259-NO-T-CHANCE JOHNSON


			10268260-YES-S-FLORENCE JEAN LOUIS


			10268262-NO-T-KARL MAGALAMAN


			10268263-YES-TE-DAWN SHELTON


			10268264-YES-T-KATRINA BOYD


			10268265-NO-T-KISHA HOLT


			10268267-YES-T-SAMMY HADI


			10268269-NO-TH-MALCOLM BERRY


			10268270-NO-TH-DAMIAN DONAIRE


			10268272-NO-H-GLORIA J PHILLIPS


			10268275-YES-TSHE-NATHALIE OSSON


			10268276-NO-S-HARVIN NAVARETTE


			10268278-NO-T-EMMA NASCIMENTO


			10268279-NO-TSHE-LUIS ZEPEDA


			10268280-YES-TH-BARDETTA HAYGOOD


			10268284-NO-H-CLAUDINA SALOMON


			10268286-NO-T-KAI P. LUSTICK


			10268287-YES-T-ANGELA JOHNSON


			10268288-NO-H-TAYIESHA NELSON


			10268289-NO-SH-RAMONA HALL


			10268292-NO-S-NANCY CORDERO


			10268293-NO-E-ANTHONY D HALL


			10268295-YES-TSHE-DAWN TARTACK


			10268327-NO-E-EDWISH JEAN BAPTISTE


			10268329-YES-S-YAIMA VEGA


			10268332-NO-S-CHARLOT AUGUSTE


			10268334-YES-THE-JAMICA PATTERSON


			10268336-NO-T-CHARLOT AUGUSTE


			10268337-NO-S-MARY CHEERS


			10268338-NO-TSHE-GILLIAN KELLY


			10268343-YES-S-FLORENCE JEAN LOUIS


			10268344-YES-TE-DAWN SHELTON


			10268347-YES-T-KATRINA BOYD


			10268349-NO-T-KISHA HOLT


			10268350-NO-TH-MALCOLM BERRY


			10268351-NO-H-GLORIA J PHILLIPS


			10268357-NO-S-HARVIN NAVARETTE


			10268359-NO-T-EMMA NASCIMENTO


			10268360-YES-TH-BARDETTA HAYGOOD


			10268361-NO-H-CLAUDINA SALOMON


			10268362-NO-T-KAI P. LUSTICK


			10268363-YES-T-ANGELA JOHNSON


			10268364-NO-H-TAYIESHA NELSON


			10268365-NO-SH-RAMONA HALL


			10268367-NO-S-NANCY CORDERO


			10268368-NO-E-ANTHONY D HALL


			10268370-YES-TSHE-DAWN TARTACK


			10275923-NO-TH-PABLO CANO


			10275924-YES-S-GERMAN CHAVEZ


			10275925-NO-S-CARLA CARDEN


			10275926-NO-TSHE-BIANCA HILL


			10275927-YES-TSH-BRITNEY DEAN


			10275928-NO-TE-ALICIA DOOLIN


			10276440-NO-TH-VALERIE ALDANA


			10276441-NO-H-ANTONELLA FORMISANO


			10276442-YES-THE-ERICSON ANILUS


			10276444-NO-S-MARIA REINOSO


			10276445-NO-TSHE-SYED T. AHMED


			10276446-NO-SE-CARLOS MARTINEZ 


			10276447-YES-TSHE-JC ESPINOSA


			10276448-NO-TH-ETHAN DOMINGUEZ


			10276449-NO-E-VANESSA HARVEY


			10276450-NO-TSHE-LAURA VALDIVIA


			10276451-NO-T-AARON FURST


			10276452-NO-E-NATALIA RAMIREZ


			10276453-YES-T-ANDREW GRESHKO


			10276455-NO-HE-CAROLINA BUSSE


			10276457-YES-T-LAURA CARDOSO


			10276458-NO-TSH-ARIEL MILLER


			10276459-NO-T-JENNIFER LEON


			10276460-NO-TSHE-DANIELA MEJIA


			10276462-NO-SE-IVETTE DURAN


			10276465-NO-H-KARINA CASTANEDA


			10276466-YES-S-SUSANA GUZMAN 


			10276467-NO-TS-DESMOND PETIT


			10276468-NO-E-JANETTE HERNANDEZ


			10276471-NO-E-CASSANDRA NEIRA 


			10276472-NO-TSE-KARINA POLINI


			10276474-NO-TH-JAZMIN RHODES


			10276475-NO-T-OSCAR VILLA


			10276476-NO-T-KELLY SMITH


			10276477-NO-SHE-VALENTINA GOMEZ


			10276478-NO-S-MONICA MORKOS


			10276479-NO-T-JHULIAN SPAULDING


			10276480-NO-TS-ERMA JOHNSON


			10276481-NO-TSHE-LILIANA GARCIA


			10276482-NO-TSH-KUARICH GALICIA


			10276483-SKIP-H-JORGE BARAN


			10276484-NO-TS-JORDI GONZALEZ


			10276485-YES-TSHE-NICHOLAS MIDTTUN


			10276487-NO-SH-ADRIAN GUTIERREZ


			10276488-YES-H-HILLARY OVALLE


			10276490-YES-T-ALEX MEDEROS


			10276492-NO-T-VALENTINA REBOLLEDO


			10276493-NO-TH-MELISSA SANCHEZ


			10276494-NO-S-JUAN MARTINEZ


			10276495-NO-E-AMANDA ACCETTURO


			10276496-NO-S-CELINE PEREZ


			10276497-NO-TSHE-GABRIELA SANCHEZ


			10276498-NO-HE-STEPHANIE ACOSTA 


			10276500-NO-TSHE-DANIELA AREVALO


			10276503-NO-T-VALERIE CHER


			10276504-YES-TE-GIANCARLOS MAIRENA


			10276505-NO-T-KARINA PERLAZA


			10276506-NO-TS-SAMERA NATH


			10281804-NO-TE-CHRIS CURRY


			10281805-NO-S-JOHN RHEA


			10281806-NO-T-MICHAEL WALSH


			10281807-YES-TS-FRANK DETOMA


			10281808-NO-TE-ROBERT DELLECKER


			10281809-NO-E-WILLIAM FAY


			10285333-YES-T-KAUSHIK


			10285334-NO-T-BRITTNEY ALLISON


			10285335-YES-H-REBECCA PALACIOS


			10285336-YES-E-RUDY FRANCO


			10285337-YES-T-TIA TYNDAL


			10285338-YES-T-CHRISTOPHER KEENER


			10285340-NO-E-MARIA GIL


			10285341-YES-T-TINU ORINDARE


			10285342-YES-S-RASSAN SMITH


			10285343-NO-T-BIJON BRYDSON


			10285344-YES-T-BERNARD MERCIER


			10285345-NO-H-PROSPERE


			10290434-NO-T-NICHOLE WILLIAMS


			10290435-YES-E-KEVIN PORTELA


			10290436-YES-E-KEARA MORALES 


			10290437-NO-E-PAMELA GARCIA


			10290438-YES-E-JOHN WALKER


			10290440-NO-H-JONATHAN CERRA


			10290441-YES-T-ZACHARY MOREIRA


			10290442-NO-T-CAROLINA CARRENO


			10290443-YES-THE-ANYA SPAULDING


			10290444-NO-T-YOUSEF ALHARIM


			10290445-NO-E-JACQUELINE JIMENEZ


			10290446-SKIP-T-KATRINA TABOADA 


			10290447-NO-H-ALEXANDRA DIAZ


			10290448-NO-H-NICOLE MEDINA


			10290449-NO-T-ANNA POWELL


			10290450-NO-T-LISA CAYARD


			10290451-YES-H-WOODLY BIENNESCAR


			10290452-YES-TH-BRYANT ESTADELLA


			10290453-YES-T-JORGE DAMAS


			10290454-NO-T-VLADIMIR PIERRE


			10290455-YES-T-SAIRA KHAN


			10290456-SKIP-T-JENNIFER NWAOBI


			10290457-YES-E-JUAN CELIS


			10290458-YES-T-ALEXANDRA CASTILLO


			10290460-NO-T-JOEL CRUZ


			10290461-YES-T-CHRIS FIANDOR


			10290462-NO-T-ALEXANDRA CARDOSO


			10290463-NO-E-ALEXANDRA BOVO


			10290464-NO-T-TALIA GONZALEZ


			10290465-NO-THE-BRANDEN COUTO


			10290466-YES-S-CHRISTINA CALLAHAN


			10290467-NO-H-GABRIEL ALONSO


			10290468-NO-T-CASSANDRA BLANCO


			10290469-NO-T-ANTONIO SANTANA


			10290471-NO-T-CHELSEA MORRISON


			10290472-NO-T-DEREK BARCELO


			10290473-NO-TS-IBRAHIM EL~NASRA


			10290474-NO-E-DONNALD AIKEN


			10290475-YES-T-TENNISON HARMITT


			10290476-NO-T-MICHELLE GONZALEZ


			10290478-NO-S-THOMAS CAPRARA


			10290479-YES-T-JORGE AVILA


			10290481-NO-T-ALEXANDRA LAURENT


			10290482-YES-TSHE-NYALA BULLY 


			10290483-YES-T-KATRINA TABOADA


			10290485-YES-TH-DEJA RAMDASS


			10290486-NO-T-LISA CAYARD


			10290488-NO-T-BRANDO ALIBRANDI


			10290489-YES-TSHE-HENRY GARCIA


			10290491-NO-H-CARLOS PEREZ


			10290492-YES-T-CRISTHIAN PEREZ


			10290494-YES-THE-MATTHEW PEREDA


			10290495-NO-T-JOHANN MONTEAGUDO


			10290496-YES-T-KELLY ODILI-ONU


			10290498-NO-SE-LUCIA MINERVINI


			10290499-NO-E-ERIC WETTBERG


			10290500-YES-T-SUSET PEREZ


			10290501-YES-TSHE-PABLO HERETER


			10290502-NO-H-DANIEL GONZALEZ


			10290503-NO-E-AKEMI ANDRADE


			10290504-NO-T-ANTONIO ARZOLA


			10290506-NO-H-LEO VARON


			10290507-NO-TSHE-DANIEL TRIVINO


			10290509-YES-T-JULIO BERMUDEZ


			10290510-YES-S-KHADIJAH JOSEPH RAYMOND


			10290511-YES-T-RUTH MAURAT


			10342763-YES-T-LORI WILK


			10342766-YES-TE-JON MURAKAMI


			10342768-NO-T-LAURA LALIBERTE


			10342769-NO-T-DON KOLODZ


			10342770-NO-E-MARY KING


			10342771-NO-H-GINA KILLGORE


			10342772-NO-S-KATHY HALLEY


			10342773-YES-TSH-NEPTALY MIRRIELES


			10342775-YES-TS-RANDY HALLEY


			10342776-NO-T-AUTUMN ABELL


			10342777-NO-S-TIFFANI SPIVAK


			10342778-YES-T-CHRIS SCHULTZ


			10342781-NO-S-STEPHANIE ABELL


			10342782-NO-T-MITCH BLUM


			10342783-NO-TSHE-MICHAELFINKELSON


			10342784-YES-T-AVILES


			10349329-NO-S-ELIANY GARCIA


			10349330-YES-TH-GABRIEL DISLA


			10349331-YES-E-ALEJANDRO MAYA


			10349333-NO-E-GABRIELA POLANCO


			10349334-NO-S-ANDRE JONES


			10349336-YES-T- JHAVAR LEAKEY 


			10349337-YES-E-MARDOQUEU MESQUITA


			10349338-YES-T-ELVIS SOSA


			10349339-YES-T-JESSICA SANCHEZ


			10349340-YES-E-ANTONIO ALONSO


			10349341-YES-T-KRYSTAL BURY


			10349343-NO-E-MEREDITH PH


			10349344-YES-E-BYRON NAVARRO


			10349346-YES-T-CARLOS BRITO


			10349347-YES-H-KARINA SUAREZ


			10349350-YES-S-JENNY PARRA FUERTE


			10349352-YES-SH-SARAH ROMERO


			10349353-NO-T-KEVIN MARTINEZ


			10349354-NO-T-YESENIA CEBALLOS


			10349355-YES-T-ALEXIS PUESCHEL


			10349357-NO-H-MELANY GONZALEZ


			10349358-NO-T-JUAN RODRIGUEZ


			10349359-NO-T-CLAUDIER MOLINA


			10349361-YES-TSHE-ADRIAN BEKHRAD


			10349363-YES-T-KELLY LASHBROOK


			10349364-NO-T-DANIELLA PORTUONDO


			10349365-NO-TSE-ALEXIS FERNANDEZ


			10349366-YES-T-MAHASHA GREFFIN


			10349367-YES-S-FRANCOIS ALEXANDRE


			10349368-YES-T-EDWIN ORE


			10349370-NO-T-FAIZA MANSURI


			10349371-NO-TE-KEVIN PELLET


			10349372-YES-E-ALEJANDRO


			10349374-NO-T-ANDY OCEGUERA


			10349375-YES-E-VIERGELA LOUIDOR


			10349376-NO-T-JOHN CENTENO


			10349377-NO-TSE-RANDALL TALLENT


			10349378-YES-H-ADAM JOHNSON


			10349380-YES-T-STEPHANIE THUREL


			10349381-YES-H-ANTONELLA GOMEZ


			10349382-NO-E-ZAK TREDVI


			10349384-NO-S-AUSTIN WINN


			10349385-NO-T-GABRIELLA AMNGIAFRENI


			10349387-YES-T-FAITH HINES


			10350378-NO-H-SEBASTIAN AGUIRRE


			10350379-YES-TSHE-KNEVON PEART


			10350380-NO-TSE-JONAS


			10350381-YES-T-MARIA HAESLER


			10350382-YES-TSHE-MICHAEL WEILAND


			10350383-NO-S-ADEDOLAPO ALONGE


			10350384-YES-H-SHENICA TULLOCH


			10350385-YES-THE-JUAN PALENZUELA


			10350386-YES-SE-TRICIA HOFFMAN


			10350388-NO-T-CRISTIAN HOWARD


			10350389-NO-E-GISELA JORGE


			10350390-YES-T-TYRONE GIFFRARD


			10350391-YES-T-MARCUS HOUSTON


			10350393-YES-E-RAY BOYLE


			10350394-YES-HE-NICOLE BUSH


			10350395-YES-T-VINCE RIVES


			10350396-YES-TE-MARCOS NIETO


			10350397-NO-THE-JOEL PATHIYIL


			10350398-YES-TH-BIANCA GUERRERO


			10350400-YES-TE-JOHN SEQUEIRA


			10350402-YES-SE-PEDRO VALENCIA


			10350403-NO-TH-SERGIO CRUZ


			10350404-NO-T-MARCUSSINGH


			10350405-YES-TE-OLIVIANAPPER


			10350406-SKIP-S-JUSN 


			10350407-YES-T-MADISON CALLEIRO


			10350409-NO-HE-LEO CEBALLOS


			10350410-NO-SH-JOHN SANCHEZ


			10350411-YES-THE-YARIEL MALAVE


			10350415-NO-TSH-ALLEN VARELA


			10350416-NO-TS-AMIRAH AHMED


			10350417-YES-T-MELANIE ST FLEUR


			10350418-NO-H-JULIA NELSOM


			10350419-NO-T-TINA SOLIS


			10350420-YES-T-ISABELLA ZENGOTITA


			10350421-YES-THE-REGINALD RICHARDSON


			10350422-NO-T-REBEKAH ANTOINE


			10350983-YES-E-CARO ALPIZAR


			10350984-NO-H-JOCHI ORTEGA


			10350985-NO-T-DARIEL HERNANDEZ


			10350986-NO-T-MARK BERRIOS


			10350987-YES-E-MEGAN LIZANO


			10350988-NO-T-CAITLIN KEENE


			10350989-NO-E-HUNTER DUBOIS


			10350990-NO-E-ANA SOSA


			10350991-YES-T-SAMANTHA DAVIS


			10350992-NO-T-LYRIC HAYWOOD


			10350993-YES-T-ABRAHAM ZUNIGA


			10350995-NO-T-MORGAN MENDIS


			10350996-NO-H-PAULA CARDONA


			10350997-NO-E-ALEXA ROCABADO


			10350998-YES-TH-NASYA MOISE


			10351000-YES-T-EDWARD PINERA


			10351001-NO-TS-LOPEZ


			10351002-NO-H-LUCIA GRECO


			10351003-YES-T-RUBEN VILLASMIL


			10351004-NO-E-MALYKAI MEJIA


			10351005-NO-T-ORLANDO RODRIGUEZ


			10351006-YES-TSE-DANIELA HERNANDEZ


			10351007-YES-E-ROBERT WOOD


			10351008-YES-S-MAYLIN GONZALEZ


			10351009-YES-H-CARLOTA RODRIGUEZ


			10351010-SKIP-T-JOSE LOPEZ


			10351011-NO-T-ANGELA BERTINELLI


			10351012-NO-T-ELIZABETH VALDES


			10351013-YES-T-KEVIN QUINTANA 


			10351014-NO-TS-JOSE RODRIGUEZ


			10351016-NO-T-JANNELL PADRON


			10351017-NO-T-CHRISTIAN DE LEON


			10351018-YES-TSHE-FABIOLA CHARLES


			10351019-NO-T-TIANY HERNANDEZ


			10351021-YES-T-ADRIAN CINTAS 


			10351022-NO-T-DANIEL MENDOZA


			10351024-YES-H-NANCY ALONSO


			10351025-NO-T-NICOLAS CASTEL


			10351026-NO-TSHE-ANA BARRIOS


			10351027-YES-T-JACE PERRY


			10351028-YES-T-CARLOS COELLO


			10351030-NO-T-CLEMENTE MARISA


			10351031-YES-T-JEREMY RIVERA


			10351033-YES-E-EDUARDO IBARRA


			10409979-YES-TSHE-WILLIAM EDWARDS


			10410005-YES-HE-CINDY WHITEHURST


			10410007-YES-S-JULIE EDWARDS


			10410040-YES-S-JULIE EDWARDS


			10410046-YES-HE-CINDY WHITEHURST


			10410047-YES-TSHE-WILLIAM EDWARDS


			10431036-NO-TS-ALEX VILFRANC


			10431037-NO-TSE-EVENS LAFRANCE


			10431038-NO-SH-DEMETRESE BROWN


			10431039-NO-T-DOMINIQUE RIVERS


			10431040-YES-H-LEATRICE GACHETTE


			10431041-NO-E-ELIJAH WELLS


			10431042-YES-TSHE-ROBERT JACKSON


			10431043-NO-E-RIUKA MEIR


			10431044-NO-T-VICTOR COOK 


			10431045-NO-HE-ALISON TOMLINSON


			10431046-NO-S-NEIL HALL


			10431047-NO-H-JORGE IGLESIAS 


			10431049-NO-E-CARLTON STYLES


			10431050-NO-TSHE-JONELLE ADDERLEY


			10431053-NO-S-MONYETTE ASHLEY


			10431055-NO-TH-CLAUDIOUS THOMPSON


			10472118-YES-SE-JASON SCHULTZ


			10472119-YES-SHE-ELISE MURLEY


			10472120-YES-TE-STEVE BARRY


			10472121-YES-TSE-CHRIS BARRY


			10472122-YES-TS-LAUREN MURLEY


			10472885-YES-SHE-JOY AUSTIN


			10472886-YES-TH-RICK DUNAJ


			10472887-YES-SHE-LISA DUNAJ


			10472889-YES-TSH-ALEX DUNAJ


			10472890-YES-SH-ELAINE PETRASSI


			10472891-YES-TS-ROBERT DUNAJ


			10513768-NO-T-HEATHER ANDREWS


			10513771-YES-E-JENNIFER SHAWN WEBSTER


			10513772-NO-TSE-MARSHA FREEDMAN


			10513774-NO-TSHE-HUGH HIGGINS


			10513775-NO-E-EDUARDO BRIONES


			10513776-NO-TSHE-STEVE GERSON


			10513777-YES-T-HAYDEE C RODRIGUEZ


			10513778-NO-TE-LEE WALDO


			10513779-NO-T-LEO EPSTEIN


			10525360-YES-T-KELLY SMITH


			10525361-YES-E-KELLY SMITH


			10538438-YES-THE-ALEXIS HERNANDEZ


			10538440-NO-S-BEATRIZ SAIZ


			10538441-NO-TS-CESAR CASTILLO


			10538442-NO-T-MARC SINGH


			10538443-NO-E-TIM WONG


			10538444-NO-T-MICHELLE SAAVEDRA


			10538445-NO-TSHE-MARIA LEON


			10538446-NO-TS-ALYZA RUSSELL


			10538447-NO-TS-SARAH ALSAID


			10538448-NO-S-VICTORIA HERNANDEZ


			10538449-NO-TSHE-TRAVIS MCLAUGHLIN


			10538450-YES-T-ENRIQUE VARONA


			10538452-YES-TSHE-NAJEE LEE


			10538453-YES-TS-CHRISTOPHER MARTINEZ


			10538454-NO-S-STEVEN CORREA


			10538455-YES-H-BRANDON DEL POZO


			10538457-NO-H-MICHELLE FLORES


			10538458-NO-E-LINDSIE VELASCO


			10538459-YES-T-GUILLERMO LIEVANO


			10538460-NO-TE-AMANDA ECCLES


			10538461-NO-E-MARIA GONZALEZ


			10538462-YES-T-DANIEL ECHEVARRIA


			10538463-NO-TSHE-ROCIO MASSO


			10538465-NO-E-SALOME GARCIA


			10538466-NO-TS-SANTIAGO ARCHIERI


			10538467-NO-TE-ALLISON SAAVEDRA


			10538468-YES-TS-EUGENIO MARTINEZ


			10538469-NO-T-MARCUS


			10538470-NO-E-JACKELINE GOENAGA


			10538471-NO-S-CLAIRIS PEREZ


			10538472-NO-HE-CAROLINA QUINONES


			10538473-NO-T-RUHAYNE ENRIQUEZ


			10571010-NO-TSHE-PRATT SENATUS


			10571011-NO-S-JESSICA ALAMO


			10571012-YES-TSHE-BETTY WHEELER


			10571013-NO-S-TAMAA PATTERSON


			10571014-YES-T-CA_ROL


			10571016-YES-T-HASSAN MOHAMED


			10571017-YES-TSHE-ROSCOE CHARITY


			9715891-SKIP-TSE-IVANNIA VAN ARMAN


			9715914-SKIP-H-STELLA SMITH


			9715915-SKIP-T-ALI SOULE


			9716821-SKIP-TSE-JOHN GUITAR


			9826826-SKIP-TSHE-PKIJ


			9826838-SKIP-E-ALBERTO BRITOS


			9826839-SKIP-T-CHRIS AVERY


			9826840-SKIP-T-BRANDON ROBBINS


			9826842-SKIP-E-MARIA CABRE


			9826843-SKIP--KELLY PEREZ 


			9826844-SKIP-TSHE-IGOR OMERHODZIC


			9826845-SKIP-S-KIM HUTCHINSON


			9826846-SKIP-T-ANDREW ABAD


			9826847-SKIP-TSHE-GALEN HUTCHINSON


			9826848-SKIP-T-DIEGO DANTAS


			9826849-SKIP-TSHE-REID HUTCHINSON


			9826850-SKIP-E-PAOLA PESCHIERA


			9826851-SKIP--DAVID CASTRO


			9885537-SKIP-T-JC FREYRE


			9885538-SKIP-TS-KIM GARDELA


			9885540-SKIP-TSHE-ANDREW MCLEOD


			9885541-SKIP-S-PEDRO ALVARADO


			9885542-SKIP-T-CAROL HENDERSON


			9885543-SKIP-TE-ALEJANDRO RIVERA


			9885546-SKIP-HE-TRACY SMITH COFFEY


			9885547-SKIP-E-ILEANA MARIN


			9885548-SKIP-TSE-ANNIE WEIZENECKER


			9885549-SKIP-T-GEORGIA SANTANA


			9885551-SKIP--JERI JANDOVITZ


			9885553-SKIP--ESTHER MITRANI


			9885554-SKIP-TS-MATHEW WEBB


			9885555-SKIP--BILL DEUTSCH


			9885556-SKIP-E-RENE FAUSTIN 


			9885558-SKIP-TSHE-LUISA CHU


			9885560-SKIP-E-KERRYMORRISSEY


			9885561-SKIP-TSHE-PAULA OSORNO


			9885563-SKIP-T-GREGORY DILLARD


			9885565-SKIP--PATRICIA TRUJILLO


			9885567-SKIP-T-TONY THEISSEN


			9885568-SKIP-T-ALEX GONZALEZ


			9885570-SKIP-TSH-METHANIA NIA


			9885572-SKIP-TE-MICHAEL LEFEVRE


			9885573-SKIP-T-LILY ETEMADI


			9885574-SKIP-TE-WENDY JOHNSON


			9885575-SKIP-T-SUSAN KEAVENEY


			9885576-SKIP--ANGELA CAMERON


			9885577-SKIP-THE-RUTH MENSCH


			9885578-SKIP--VERNON COLLINS


			9885579-SKIP-T-JUDY ERICKSON


			9885582-SKIP-H-RANDY HALLEY


			9885584-SKIP-E-JOYCE DANSER


			9885585-SKIP-T-BILL ANTALEK


			9885586-SKIP-T-ROBYN CHIARELLI


			9885588-SKIP-TSHE-STEPHEN CHRISANTHUS


			9885590-SKIP-E-BOURGOING


			9888353-SKIP-H-SILVIA CALVINO


			9888354-SKIP-TSHE-JAMES POITRAS


			9888355-SKIP--HERNAN DEL LLANO


			9888356-SKIP-THE-ERNESTO ARAGON


			9888357-SKIP--WALTER DUARTE


			9888358-SKIP-S-MERDOCHEY LAFRANCE


			9888359-SKIP--MELINA CARRILLO


			9891284-YES-THE-YVELISSE BONILLA


			9891286-YES-T-KC SLAGER


			9891288-NO--JASON BEWLEY


			9891293-NO-TSHE-RUSSELL VACANTE


			9891658-NO-TS-BONILLAJ500@GMAIL.COM


			9917944-YES-TE-MELISSA VAZQUEZ


			9918315-YES-TE-MELISSA VAZQUEZ


			9924276-YES-TSHE-IVANNIA VAN ARMAN


			9924289-YES-T-SCOTT SANDERS


			9924292-YES-TSHE-JESSICA ALVAREZ


			9924297-YES-TH-MARIA BELLO


			9924301-YES-E-ALEX RODRIGUEZ


			9924306-YES-S-EDDY RODRIGUEZ


			9924309-NO-TSHE-JACKELINE GIL


			9924310-NO-TS-ANGELINA BONILLA


			9971256-NO-T-RUSSELL ROBERTS


			9976201-YES-TSH-DON MADDEN


			9976872-NO-TSE-JOLIE BONANTI


			9976876-NO-TSH-BEN HOPFINGER


			9976877-NO-THE-MARTHA WICHERT


			9976878-NO-TSE-MEREDITH DUVALL


			9976895-YES-T-DON MADDEN


			9977074-YES-TS-KENDALL MOORE


			9977091-YES-TSHE-GEOFF SLUGGETT
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Gentlemen:
There are a lot of areas where the proposal to run a high speed train through densely populated
 areas.  This idea has not taken into consideration navigational issues, economic areas, feasibility and
 safety issues.  It overlooks the fact that there has not been a profitable rail built anywhere in the
 country.  The existing rail connection between Miami and Orlando has never made money and is
 currently being subsidized by tax payer money.
So why build another?
Simply so that a railroad that is primarily a freight company with an aging track bed would like to get
 a subsidized low cost method to build that track up to acceptable standards using tax payer money, 
 the money is being borrowed by the AAF passenger rail line not the freight railroad is taking the
 loan.  The tracks and right of way belong to the Freight entity.  The borrowed money that is being
 backed by the USA (us) will go in to default when the rail line goes into bankruptcy.  The track and
 other improvements to the track bed will have already been built, so the freight company comes
 out with a rebuilt track bed and a new connection to Orlando using our money.  Let’s not get
 hoodwinked into accepting this scam.
The navigational issues are put forth on the attached note.  
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My concerns center on the amount of time that the St. Lucie River Bridge will be closed to water traffic as the proposed level of freight and passenger trains increases under the current planning period.  Roughly 32 passenger trains, closing the train trestle for approximately 20 minutes, at least. These passenger  trains will be using the bridge during daylight hours which is between the hours of 8 AM and 6 PM daily year round.  Add the current load of freight trains, roughly 16 a day closing the trestle for at least 30 minutes each.  Freight traffic is expected to increase significantly once the Panama Canal gets completed and the Port of Miami is dredged in preparation for the larger cargo ships that will make that passage.  


But let’s take a look at the navigation problem that the new level of activity will have as this level of activity impacts the Trestle and thus navigation over the next year or so.  I took the time over the last few weeks to monitor the rail activity over the St. Lucie River Train Trestle. The first thing that one observes is that the trestle’s draw bridge comes down at least 15 minutes before the current freight trains start to cross. (This is probably due to the fact that the trestle has to signal the trains if a problem exists in enough time for them to stop.   Given the size and momentum of the freight trains we can understand the need for a reasonable distance to bring them to a total stop.)   Once the train clears the bridge it takes up to 5 more minutes to raise it and start boat traffic through. AAF’s consultants admit to the freight trains taking at least 6 to 12 minutes to cross the trestle once it is down, an average of 9 minutes per train.  I observed some that were well in excess of 12 minutes.  Occasionally, trains come back to back and the bridge stays closed to boat traffic for over an hour.  None of the above was discussed in the “dog and pony show” that AAF put on.  Now let’s take 16 freight trains a day, some of which pass through during the night hours.  My observations are that more than 65% will pass over during the day.  That’s 10.4 trains a day or approximately 1 train an hour between 8AM and 6PM.  That would close the bridge for navigation at least 29 minutes every hour during daylight hours, which is when most of the boat traffic will occur.   The trestle is crammed in with the vehicle bridge at this point and the currents are formidable.  Maintaining a boat in line waiting for the bridge to open will be difficult of an expert boats-man.


The daily passenger trains will use the trestle 32 times in a 10 hour period.  That is 3.2  trains an hour.  At 20 minutes each, that will close the trestle and the waterway to navigation for 64 minutes  each hour just for the passenger trains


 Hmmmmm that totals 93 minutes for each daylight  hour.  If we add two more hours to that and expect the trains to run between 8 AM and 8 PM,  we would only have to fit 78 minutes into every hour.  


I think that the navigation problem that this presents is essentially closing the St. Lucie River to navigation during daylight hours.  As the river is part of the Inter-coastal waterway, it would appear that this problem falls with the Coast Guard, who are reviewing the issue now.


I don’t have a copy of the Coast Guard’s guidelines to have clear navigation of any waterway, but it must be at least 50% of daylight hours.   Not being a professional, I can only present a lay person’s point of view on this matter.  But my friend and I run his ‘58’ boat out of the Stuart City Marina on a regular basis.  If the trestle is going to closed only 50% less than my projections, we will have to move our boat to another area for dockage.  


Beyond that there is a property value issue that will occur if you close the waterway to traffic that much of the time.  Most of the real estate will suffer a significant reduction in value as it will no longer have easy access to the ocean.  The business that cater to the boating community will not be able to do so.  Most importantly, the proposed change will be impacting significantly to the access of the Inter-Coastal waterway.  








Donna L Friedman
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From: maryely314@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Florida High Speed Train
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 11:30:23 AM


32 trains each day vibrating through the historic towns on the Treasure Coast  has to
 deter from the area.  St. Lucie village is going to be ruined by this.  Probably nobody
 associated with the company even knows what these towns are like.  Stuart, Jupiter,
 Ft. Pierce, St. Lucie Village , Vero Beach, and Sebastian are beautiful places with
 many historic buildings the have gone to great lengths to preserve.   This doesn't
 address the safety factor of our emergency vehicles  being delayed at crossings.
 
Nobody seems to have addressed the threat to native wildlife.  An animal wouldn't
 have much of a chance against several tons of steel going 100 miles an hour.  The
 area between Stuart  and Ft.; Pierce  contains the Savannahs  Wildlife preserve and
 the route is right through it.  I believe the western route towards Orlando is through
 the St. John's River Preserve.   I've only been there once, but saw an eagle catching
 fish.  A longer stay would, I'm sure have revealed much more native wildlife.  These
 animals have been squeezed into preserves which are now under threat.  
 
Mary Ely
314 NW Rebecca Avenue
Port St Lucie, Fl 34983
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From: Robert Puglisi
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 9:39:41 AM


Please don't let a private corporations rampant hunger for profits destroy our peaceful lives.
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From: Allison Robbins
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comment on EIS of All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, October 5, 2014 10:21:21 AM


Dear Mr. John Winkle (at the FRA),


I grew up in Stuart, FL and previously returned to live here as an adult. I have driven its
 streets, bridges, and over its railroad tracks for over 30 years as both a driver and a passenger.
 I can unequivocally state that All Aboard Florida will dramatically increase the rate of traffic
 accidents and related morbidity and mortality in our town. Factor in delays in ambulance
 travel and All Aboard Florida is quite literally a matter of life and death. The intersections just
 can't handle all of that train traffic. When they were built, the towns did not have nearly as
 much population and traffic as they do now. I don't need a study (paid for by All Aboard
 Florida itself?) which ignores my town, to counter a lifetime's worth of traveling the streets of
 Stuart, Florida. All Aboard Florida would also kill business in downtown Stuart, and be
 another blow to an already recession-blasted small business community. West Palm Beach,
 Miami, and Orlando are not the end all be all of Florida. That is ridiculous. 


Allison Robbins
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From: Ron Klowden Realtor
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; john.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: RE: Stop the train!
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 11:10:19 AM


AAF_comments@vhb.com; john.winkle@dot.gov
 
Ron Klowden, P.A.
Real Estate Consultant
CDPE,CMS,QSC, PSC, REOS,LHMS
Luxury Collection Specialist sm


Berkshire Hathaway HomeServices-
Florida Realty
(772) 349-9235 direct
(772) 335-1481 fax
Member:
NAR (National Realtor Assoc.)
RASL(Realtor Assoc. of St Lucie)
RAPB(Realtor Assoc. of Palm Beach)
www.BallantraeRealty.com
www.Waterfront-Golf-Estates.com


 
 


From: Ron Klowden Realtor [mailto:ron@realtyisus.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 02, 2014 11:08 AM
To: 'AAF_comments@vhb.com'; 'john.winkle@dot.gov'
Subject: Stop the train!
 
I have not spoken to ANYONE in our community that is in support of “the Train”
 
I am a well recognized Realtor in the Stuart and Port St Lucie area and I am communicating with
 many residents. NO ONE is in favor of this massive disruption to our lifestyles and potential hazard
  to our environment.
 
I will not support anyone who is in favor of passing this issue and disrupting our wonderful Treasure
 Coast community
and our lifestyle. There is no benefit to our area!
From a standpoint of future home sales and property values in our area, this is a disaster!
 
Ron Klowden, P.A.
Real Estate Consultant
CDPE,CMS,QSC, PSC, REOS,LHMS
Luxury Collection Specialist sm


Berkshire Hathaway HomeServices-
Florida Realty
(772) 349-9235 direct
(772) 335-1481 fax
Member:
NAR (National Realtor Assoc.)
RASL(Realtor Assoc. of St Lucie)
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RAPB(Realtor Assoc. of Palm Beach)
www.BallantraeRealty.com
www.Waterfront-Golf-Estates.com
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From: peggy fisher
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Florida NOT All Aboard!
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 9:13:47 PM


Florida NOT All Aboard
East Coast
Sep 1, 2014 — To the Editor, Press Journal


Taxpayers should be delighted U.S. Rep Bill Posey has raised the
 subject of what appropriate interest rate the US Government should
 attach to the All Aboard Florida loan.


An accurate answer can be found in the recent loan of $405 million
 which was recently made to AAF, underwritten by Wall Street
 investment companies --- 12% for a five year loan. If a 30 year loan is
 desired the interest rate should be 22.8% our 1.9 times the rate of a 5
 year loan. This ratio is exactly what the market says the US Treasury
 must pay for a 30 year versus 5 year borrowing (3.158% and 1.63%).
 Next the government must decide if AAF can pay the $428 million a
 year debt service required by a $1.875 billion, 30 year loan with a
 22.8% rate.


If 32 trains a day, every day of the year each have 400 passengers,
 AAF would need $91.60 from each passenger merely to repay the loan!


Would our Governor, 2 US Senators and 25 Congressman make this
 loan?


If not would they please follow the good example of Congressmen
 Posey and Murphy ---- write their own letters to the Comptroller
 General about this disaster of a loan application by AAF.


 
 
 


Cheers from Vero Beach,
Peggy Fisher & Tora Too! (pictured below)
Seaside Scoop  Publisher
9360 Seagrape Dr.
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Vero Beach, FL 32963
772-388-4920


 
Turn the wheel of your life. Make complete revolutions. Celebrate every turning. And
 persevere with joy.
—Deng Ming-Dao Writer
 
 


          
If you’d like to receive inspiration from the sea via free, monthly Seaside Scoop enews
 reaching readers spanning FL, 43 states and 55 countries abroad with words-for-the-month,
 health, fitness & finance tips, humor, conservation, animal-focused fun, movie & restaurant
 reviews,  the Dating Game Catwalk & much more, please email:
 writingbyfisher@bellsouth.net
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From: John Hurst
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 11:30:10 AM


All Aboard Florida should only be deployed west of I-95.
John Hurst



mailto:jhurst4@cfl.rr.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Sean McGeough
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comment on Noise Mitigation
Date: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 2:28:51 PM


Dear Sirs:


Page 466 of the Environmental Impact Statement discusses the mitigation of noise by using stationary horns. The
 number of passenger and commercial trains passing through would amount to a total of 840 minutes/42 trains each
 day. From 7 a.m. to 9 p.m. a train will pass a crossing every 20 minutes, setting off the warning horns. The noise of
 the horns and vibration from the trains are detrimental to health and the environment.


Dawn and Sean McGeough
Stuart, Florida
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From: Bonnie Protsko
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: RR Tracks
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:45:32 AM


Dear Sirs:  I bought a house in Jensen Beach, FL twenty plus years ago because it was quiet,
 with wonderful neighbors and the local government seemed to be considerate of the locals
 well being.  (See restrictions on building heights). I came from a small New England town and
 Jensen Beach reminded me of the same caring atmosphere.  


This idea of All Aboard Florida running railroad tracks through the small downtown areas of
 any FL downtown area is ludicrous. What part of "good for the environment" are they trying
 to push into the local peoples laps?   I've looked at what three more tracks in downtown
 Jensen Beach will obliterate.  Businesses torn down, the new turn about gone and the
 downtown literally destroyed.  Have any of you gone to Jammin Jensen on a Thursday night?  
 They have a great street fair.  Who's going to pay to have these roads rebuilt and designed?


The relatively new condos off Old Dixie Hwy. on the inlet at the Stuart, Jensen Beach border is
 heartless.  Good Lord there is barely enough room now for the present freight tracks much
 less moving roads and businesses and those homes.  What about the downtown area of
 Stuart those businesses are not going to survive a speedy railroad running through the center
 of town.  What kind of consideration are these PEOPLE getting.  Anywhere near the thoughts
 for animals and alligators on the score card All American is compiling?  


So if any environment is going to be disturbed by moving these proposed tracks to the west
 along the turnpike corridor it would have far LESS impact on our HUMAN environment,
 homes businesses and way of life and SHOULD BE CONSIDERED.


Bonnie A. Protsko
3112 NE Spruce Ridge Avenue
Jensen Beach, FL 34957 
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From: Gene
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Florida NOT All Aboard
Date: Sunday, November 2, 2014 4:20:04 PM


Allowing these high speed trains AND increased freight trains to run through the towns on the
 Treasure Coast will be one of , if not the Worst thing for the Florida people as far as safety
 and their current lifestyle. Not only will property values drop , probably drastically but it will
 literally kill the marine industry along the routes as bridges will be down more than up,safety
 vehicles will not be able to reach patients or get them to MUCH needed hospital care nor will
 other emergency personnel be able to get to where they are needed.
I know of three people from our neighborhood that have already sold or are trying to sell their
 houses do to the threat of the train FIASCO. 
There are tracks available west of the coast cities and towns that could be used with little or no
 issues other than the fact that they would have to rent the tracks.


Thank You; Maria & Gene Faatz


                  Palm City,Fl.  
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From: joe kern
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 2:33:17 PM


Gentlemen,


My objections


A.. Marine access to Okeechobee Waterway (Cross State Canal) will be limited drastically due
 to St Lucie  Railroad bridge closures.  Commercial Maritime traffic reduced.


B. Projected train traffic ( 32 passenger and 20 freight trains per day - 2016) will block
 Maritime traffic 90% in daylight hours.  75% of local marine industries will be subjected to
 this limited access as their only access (like the Okeechobee Waterway) is via the railroad
 bridge.


C. Safety.  High speed trains  using all grade crossings beg accidents and deaths.


D,  EMT vehicles will have problems getting to treatment facilities.


Joe Kern
Palm City, Florida
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From: Tim Donley
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: eve.samples@tcpalm.com; mike.goforth@tcpalm.com; rich.campbell@tcpalm.com; ed.killer@tcpalm.com
Subject: Comment to AAF, Attn: John Winkle
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:38:16 PM


Mr. John Winkle and AAF,
 
At first I thought this was for benefit to Disney World to pack the foreign tourist into Orlando from
 the international flights into south Florida, as the leadership are Disney ex executives. I now do not
 think this is the case.
The upgrade of port facilities in south Florida would indicate anticipation of the Panama Canal traffic.
 The parent company of AAF high speed rail will benefit when the high-speed rail service fails and
 becomes a financial burden to the rail carriers. Freight rail will be benefactors of the failed
 passenger service without all the red tape they would require to expand freight capacity I would
 think.
The studies are so flawed and do not include some of the populated areas that are most impacted,
 writing them off as not important.
The passenger service ridership numbers are inconceivably inflated with no confidence of fact or
 feasibility. Just because you have seating capacity does not mean you will have 100% ridership. No
 one asked me if I would ride, how about you?
The whole process is flawed as we the public are expected to believe the leadership of AAF when
 they are not even experienced regarding rail operations, they are TROJAN HORSE JOCKEYS!
How can the Florida population centers have this forced upon them? Did we have a chance to vote
 for this devastating change. Only a short comment period. The system is flawed to allow a
 devastating event as AAF ruin the future of the Treasure Coast. We want to remain the Treasure of
 Florida.
Yes there will be new jobs created for the short term. Will these jobs be filled by the bankrupt
 business owners and their employees? Not likely as most will not have the skill set required for a
 majority of the positions.
The population centers of this region will suffer the biggest recession in history due to devalued
 housing and shuttered business.
I had the opportunity to visit Stuart Florida in the early 80’s. I left this  town with the impression that
 Stuart downtown was an abandoned railroad town.  Stores boarded up and not much commerce at
 all. This town has since become renewed and is now one of the “Jewels” of Florida. Too bad this
 may revert to the late 70’s and early 80’s decline.  South Florida will become as blighted as the “rust
 belt” and other depressed economic regions.
I find it inconceivable this could be allowed to happen. All the downtown east coast communities will
 be in decline as noise , vibration , and traffic congestion will increase as the short passenger trains
 are replaced with lumbering long freight trains.
The marinas upriver have a difficult time competing with marinas closer to the inlet, this is the death
 knell for them. City of Stuart will need to invest in watercraft for first responders as the maritime
 accidents will only increase in the area of the bridge due to short open time and congested traffic
 when there is 5-10 minutes of opportunity to pass through as I understand. Have they even
 considered maintenance on the old span that closes for a week at a time?
I think it would be interesting to stage one day a simulated typical day of rail traffic we are
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 anticipating. All the rail crossings would be controlled by the law enforcement community to “close”
 rail crossings on a simulated schedule. Have volunteers monitor traffic congestion, make a few
 emergency response simulations. The marine traffic problems are real but at street level we may
 find this simulated exercise to reveal our “new normal” as intolerable.
With proper planning there is a place for passenger rail / public transportation in Florida as
 population increases. When this happens ,lets plan properly with the proper controls and educated
 support.
One of the most powerful words in the world contains just two letters.
NO !
NO AAF! Go back to the drawing board and get it right.
 
Thank for this opportunity to be heard,
Tim Donley
Stuart, FL
 


--
Tim Donley


Edward Dugger + Associates, P.A.
Consultants in Architectural Acoustics
AA 26000667


We've Moved! Please note our new address!
1239 SE Indian Street, Suite 103
Stuart, FL 34997


Office: (772) 286-8351 x104
Fax: (772) 600-3613


tim@edplusa.com
www.edplusa.com
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From: Virginia Dollahite
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: RR comment
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:00:42 PM


This is to tell you that I am NOT All Aboard FL!!  No to the train!!  The Roseland Road crossing will affect
 the Fire Station & the Hospital that are nearby not to mention all the people living in the area.  Delays in
 fire trucks and ambulances is not a good thing!!  The curve is dangerous enough now on the RR near the
 Sebastian River bridge.  No to passenger service - it will not be profitable & the taxpayers will have to
 pay to enrich/bailout a private investment company that is already RICH!  No taxpayer funds to be used
 please.  This crazy idea of passenger service is just to get someone else to pay to upgrade their tracks! 
 No to double tracks!  What will this do to the endangered Scrub Jay?  What about all the turtles and other
 animals that will be killed to enrich a private investment company! 
 
This whole idea of more freight trains needs to be shifted out west where there will be less/no damage to
 sensitive environmental issues (scrub jay, tortoises).  This area was OK for trains in the old days when
 the populations was small and it was mostly undeveloped land.  Well, it's not that way anymore.  No
 more trains!  No more delays at the crossings!  No more noise and vibrations and dust from the trains! 
 No , a thousand times NO!!!  I live near the Roseland Road crossing and my property values would never
 recover if you allow high speed trains.  There is a church, a preschool & post office plus the dump/
 transfer station, all within feet of the crossing there.  It would be bad for them all!  There is already a
 traffic problem here.  No more trains!  Move to the toll road area or out west.  NO, NO, NO!!! 
 
I hope you pay attention to proper studies NOT paid for by AAF and Fortress Investment group!  They
 have to be biased & flawed.  They showed nothing in between W Palm and Cocoa which is NOT the
 case.  Lots of people & businesses that have not recovered from the great recession are here near the
 railroad.  Will probably never recover with all the roads blocked by trains.  What about the train horns
 which wake us at all hours of the night now?  With more trains comes more horns & less sleep.  No to
 the train!!  No way!
 
Yours sincerely,  Virginia Dollahite, 8135 133rd Pl., Sebastian, FL, 32958
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From: Marcya Brodasky
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Florida NOT All Aboard
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:48:30 PM


John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration


Please do not let FAA expand their plan for a high speed train through the treasure coast.  It will 
destroy the small historic towns north of West Palm Beach.  This area is not Miami or Ft. 
Lauderdale or West Palm Beach.  The developers have already had their way with these areas.  If
 FAA really wanted a high speed train from Miami to Orlando, it would follow the inland route, ie. 
the Florida turnpike, not along the east coast to Cocoa, then to Orlando.  If there are ulterior 
motives here by AAF involving freight as have been suggested in numerous editorials and 
comments, that’s all the more reason for you to prevent that from happening to our small, coastal 
towns.  Increased freight needs to be moved inland away from our small, historic, recreational 
areas along the coast for safety reasons, if not lifestyle ones.  How could the Federal Railroad 
Administration approve such a destructive proposal by AAF??!!!  So many incorrect statistics in 
that EIS!!  Recreational boating and commercial fishing and commercial boat traffic from the gulf 
coast to the east coast will be negatively impacted to the point where it may never recover. If you 
care about life along the Florida east coast, do not let AAF happen!!!  If there were no alternatives 
available, that would be one thing.  But there are alternatives...please make AAF use them...make
 them work with Amtrac and CSX.  A passenger train from Jacksonville to Miami through the east 
coast of FL could be a good thing if it let tourists and residents travel easily along the coastal 
towns.  Freight has NO place through these areas.  PLEASE STOP AAF!!!


Thank you for listening-


Marcya Brodasky
3447 SE Fairway Oaks Trail
Stuart, FL 34997
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From: Susan McDonald
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Tuesday, September 23, 2014 9:19:11 AM


Sent from my iPad. 
I do not understand how the state of Florida would allow AAF to devalue some of the most beautiful and valuable
 property along the waterways and ocean on the east coast, not to mention the killing of many wild animals.  Is the
 profit to Florida from AAF more valuable then the properties?
Susan McDonald
susu0491@gmail
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From: NoreenMary@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comment
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 5:57:05 PM


I am a resident of Port St. Lucie Florida. Your willingness to destroy the way
 of life for the people who live in between Orlando and Miami is shameful.
 
I feel that this is already a done deal. When the first person dies as a result
 of being unable to cross the tracks to get medical attention or school
 busses end up being half-hour to 45 minutes late arriving and
 departing...we here in the middle will not forget who voted for this travesty.
 
I hope your anticipated ridership is enough to cover the cost of the lawsuits
 that will inevitably follow. Noreen Carmody, Port St. Lucie, Florida 34986
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From: GEORGE JR ROBERTSON
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: RUNAWAY TRAIN
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:28:00 PM


PLEASE BE ADVISED THAT I HAVE ADVISED MY WIFE ABOUT WRONGFUL DEATH SUITS IN THE
 EVENT THIS TRAIN BLOCKS MY ACCESS TO IRMC & MY CARDIOLOGIST IN THE EVENT OF A
 CARDIAC PROBLEM REQUIRING EMERGENCY MEDICAL CARE.
IF THE TRAIN CONTRIBUTES TO MY DEMISE, BE ASSURED I WILL DO ALL I CAN TO COME BACK
 AND HAUNT THE TRAIN.
GEORGE ROBERTSON JR ESQ 
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From: A Scott
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Florida NOT All Aboard
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 6:20:05 PM


Dear Railroad Analysts:


We are seeking your help to stop a project that is important to all Floridians. As
 you may know, All Aboard Florida has applied to the Federal Railroad
 Administration for the largest federal railroad loan ($1.5 billion) in history. The
 purpose of the loan is to start a passenger railroad service from Miami to
 Orlando. The loan application is based on false premises and would result in an
 irresponsible waste of taxpayer money.


The great flaw in the application is that passenger railroad services have never
 been profitable. Yet All Aboard Florida has claimed that it would be profitable
 and privately funded with no financial burden to the State of Florida. Simply
 stated, there is no precedent for the claims made by All Aboard Florida.


Also important is the experience here in Florida. First, we already have a
 passenger service from Miami to Orlando. It is AMTRAK’s Sunset Limited, and
 it survives with large federal subsidies. Furthermore, the State of Florida has
 gone to a great effort to study the feasibility of three other railroad passenger
 services for Florida — and turned them down because it was determined that they
 lacked economic feasibility. The first was the Florida Overland Express, the so-
called Bullet Train in the 1990s. In 2004, a constitutional amendment to Florida’s
 constitution was repealed based on the endorsement of Governor Jeb Bush to kill
 a proposal for a second passenger service. Finally, in 2010, Governor Rick Scott
 rejected federal funds of $1.25 billion for another proposed passenger service
 because it would be “far too costly for taxpayers” and “the risk far outweighed
 the benefits.” These considered judgments were based on serious state studies.


An editorial in the Palm Beach Post on May 17, 2014 went right to the heart of
 the matter. It called All Aboard Florida’s business plan “odd,” and quoted an
 economist as saying it “was pie in the sky.” On top of this a thoughtful article by
 the well-known author Carl Hiaasen pointed out that All Aboard Florida has sued
 to keep its ridership surveys a secret. All Aboard Florida is trying to foist upon us
 a pig in a poke. In the coming weeks the Federal Railroad Administration will
 issue an Environmental Impact Study and give the public an opportunity to
 comment on the loan application. Please give your attention to this matter and
 lend us your support. The project lacks any objective basis and the loan should be
 rejected. We are counting on you to protect the public interest.


Concerned Jupiter, Florida Resident,
Alohalani Scott



mailto:akaaloha@gmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Frank Swygert
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 3:31:44 PM


This project must be stopped for the overall good of residents on the Treasure Coast.  It will destroy east -
 west commercial and non commercial boating through the antiquated railroad bridge over the St Lucie
 River.  It will delay emergency and non emergency vehicular traffic at east west crossings throughout the
 area.  The tracks are too close to quiet towns and residential areas for heavy, high volume traffic.  This
 project is a "Trojan Horse" to set the stage for much heavier freight traffic from the Panama Canal.  If
 AAF had concerns for the rights and concerns of residents, it would use space out west close to I 95 and
 the turnpike.  This proposed project is the most damaging, ill conceived plan ever attempted by money
 grubbing hacks.  If it goes through the citizens will not forget it or the political mealy mouths that allow it
 to happen.  We will unite and continually do any and everything possible to stop or deter it.  It is a
 disgrace.
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From: scullryan39@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comment
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:34:46 PM


I respectifully implore you to locatethe rail corridor in one of the other locations, nest
 to I95, Florida's Turnpike, CSX railway.
Siuncerely, Marilyn Ryan Scull Port Saint Lucie, Florida.
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From: Kate Hanks
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Rail Expansion Florida
Date: Saturday, November 15, 2014 8:11:45 PM


    Dear Mr. Winkle,
         I am writing you to tell you how strong my husband and I as well as all our neighbors feel about the proposed
 rail expansion. Simply stated we are totally adamantly against it. We live very close to the tracks in Stuart, Fl. and
 feel it will be loud, dangerous, cause a traffic nightmare in our small town and will cause our property values to
 drop. We cannot imagine a train running numerous times of day through downtown Del Ray, Stuart, Vero and other
 small charming towns along the way. Why can't you put this train out closer to the turnpike? No one wants it except
 perhaps people in Miami who want to go to Disney World.
   We urge you and your colleagues to please think long and hard about what this will do to the quality of life for so
 many of us and rethink your proposal.


Sincerely,
Kate Hanks


Sent from my iPhone
Kate Hanks
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From: Joseph Davis
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Florida NOT all aboard
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 10:09:28 PM


To whom it may concern,
I am strongly opposed to the high speed rail proposal Miami to Orlando. To bring 32 trains per day through our
 town of Jupiter is an insane idea. Please look hard at the impact on the environment and consider how this destroys
 the quality of life for Jupiter residents. Look at the noise pollution, car and boating traffic grid lock, and air
 pollution. The Loxahatchee river is crossed and cut off by these railroad tracks.  The railroad bridge was built in the
 1920's it cuts of f access to the waterway. The people of Jupiter choose to live in this beautiful place to get away
 from trains and buses and the noise of a big city. Look hard at the 90 degree turn just after Riverside drive, this is a
 dangerous turn and trains must slow way down to negotiate this safely this adds to the time in takes to clear the
 tracks for boats and cars.
If this proposal is to be adopted it can only work if they use the tracks west of town. This only mays sense given that
 the impact is far less on the environment and population.
Thank you for reading my concerns,
Joe Davis
18723 Rio Vista Dr.
Tequesta, FL 33469


Sent from my iPad
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From: Jason Williams on behalf of JASON WILLIAMS
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: ajwilliamz4500@aol.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 4:06:09 PM


Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Ave., SE Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 


Dear Mr. Winkle, 
I would like to express my opposition to AAF running high speed rail service up the east coast
 to Cocoa. The DEIS  is using data from the great recession as a base line for freight traffic a
 calculation when the economy was more normal in 2006 would have 40% more traffic.
 Impacts from Cocoa to Stuart will be dramatic to the population in that area. It should not be
 approved for grants or loan guarantees, it is a classic bait and switch to get tracks to use for
 freight.  The route up the center of the state would have more benefits and adversely affect a
 much smaller population. 
Sincerely, Jason Williams
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From: Tom Shelton
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comment
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:00:37 AM


This project is terric for the environment
All the pollution from the auto traffic replaced is great as well as from aircraft and trucks and buses
This is huge win for the environment
Sincerely
Tomas Shelton
Delray Brach FL


Sent from my iPhone
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From: scott kaczor
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Rail input comments for Jupiter/Tequesta
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:32:06 PM


Hello Mr Winkle,


As a 30 year resident of Tequesta living one-mile west of the tracks we have many concerns
 regarding the additional trains and the effect on the environment, additional congestion and
 time consumption our lives and our daily live . My wife works at the Jupiter medical Center
 which is only 5 miles away but is required to cross the tracks twice to get to work. Currently
 with just the freight trains she is backed up at times several intersection light cycles. For us
 just to go to the grocery store which is only 2 miles away we have to cross the tracks both
 ways same thing with any restaurants, pharmacies etc. Couple this with the noise the traffic
 congestion and the train only serving Miami West Palm Beach and Orlando travelers makes
 no sense whatsoever from our view as residents. The ailing bridge that crosses the water is
 also a major concern as we are a boat or and not just from our convenience but the age and
 reliability of the bridge is nowhere near capable of supporting such a program.


I believe this to be the same thinking of 90+ percent of my neighbors and other Tequesta
 residence from all the meetings and conversations I've attended. I truly hope that the people of
 Florida that live here year-round and their daily lives are deeply affected by such a operation
 are considered first. it's unfortunate that an investment firm is using our beautiful way of life
 to line their pockets for an operation located out of New York that will not be affected at all
 except for potential profits. Keep Florida a place that we want to keep as our home as we have
 for the last 30 years. 


Sincerely,


Scott Kaczor
19447 Gulfstream Dr., Tequesta, FL 33469
561-744-7103
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From: Karen Kerwin
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Florida Not All Aboard
Date: Wednesday, October 22, 2014 6:25:34 PM


We do not need any more train traffic on the FEC tracks.
  A sound, logical plan would be to use the CSX tracks,
 utilizing more stable tracks and disturbing less citizens
 of their quality of life.  


Karen Kerwin
Hobe Sound, FL 
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From: michaelunderwood7@gmail.com
To: john.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: AAF
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:06:34 PM


Mr. Winkle,
 
I support the Guardians of martin county in OPPOSING the All About Florida project. It is NOT in our
 best interests in Hobe Sound. If it ran from WPB up the Bee Line HYwy. to Orlando, it makes sense ,
 but not through our towns, providing no service only nuisance.
Sincerely,
Mike underwood
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From: Donna Friedman (dlf)
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comment- All aboard Florida Project- We are against!
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 12:24:57 PM


Ambulances, Police, Fire and Rescue operations, general traffic, pedestrians, children, motorcycles,
 bicycles, boats,   buses, schools, theatre, dinner and our rest and enjoyment of our TREASUREd
  COAST  life as it is will stop at the train tracks.  Please stop the train from going through Stuart, Ft,
 Pierce, St. Lucie, Jupiter , Hobe Sound and Vero Beach  and -push it out west where it won’t impact
 our communities htat attract leisure, tourism and taxes  to Florida
Reroute ALL ABOART FLORIDA   now please.


Donna
20 Orange Ave
Ft. Pirtce, Fl 34950
Off.  (772) 288-3590
dlf@towerconsultants.com
www.towerconsultants.com
 
Please invite me to connect on LinkedIn.


 
This electronic communication is confidential, may be legally privileged, and is intended solely for the use of the individual to whom it is
 addressed.  Any disclosure, copying, distribution, or taking of any action based on the content of this communication is strictly
 prohibited and may be unlawful.  If received in error, please destroy immediately and advise via return email or by calling the sender at
 772-288-3590.
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From: Debra Carttar
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Rail line Through Stuart, FL
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 1:05:00 PM


I don’t know if one comment can make a difference. My hope is that the parties involved in trying to
 bring the passenger trains and increased freight trains through the center of Stuart Florida and
 neighboring communities on the Treasure Coast will sincerely review all the issues of safety,
 environmental and economic impacts and health concerns this additional traffic would bring to our
 community and way of life.  Imagine yourselves living here and then ask and answer the questions.
 
Debra Carttar
Stuart, Florida  
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From: Tresha Donahue
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Florida Not All Aboard
Date: Monday, November 24, 2014 12:25:46 PM


I have been vacationing in Stuart for over 20 years and have recently relocated full
 time to Hutchinson Island.  I have experienced the freight trains causing delays in
 downtown Stuart and Port Salerno from land and water.  It would be a tremendous
 risk for emergency vehicles to be delayed by these additional trains not to mention
 the potential dangers of the high speeds that these trains would be traveling.  Since
 relocating, I have driven to Sarasota and to Tampa. There is a lot of land that is not
 populated, which doesn't go thru the water towns.  The idea of locating these tracks
 along the Florida Tpke seems like a much better idea. Another question that I am
 puzzled about is the need for the frequency of these trains since Amtrak already
 covers this territory and is underutilized.


This will be a problem for emergency vehicles along with long delays for the
 homeowners and visitors to our area.  The noise alone charging thru local towns will
 be a huge deterrent.  I can't imagine driving thru downtown Stuart while one of these
 trains is going thru.  The traffic will be backed up for blocks and blocks.   Also, we
 just voted on a bill which didn't pass that would have used an additional tax to pay for
 improvements to roads and bridges.  How is all this additional weight and speed
 going to effect the bridges and what will be the wear and tear on the additional
 openings of these bridges?  


There must be a better way to run these rail lines if they are even necessary to begin
 with at all.


Tresha Donahue
1550 NE Ocean Blvd.
Stuart, FL  34996
treshadonahue@yahoo.com
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From: Loretta Long
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:18:08 PM


I am writing to express my concern about the AAF along the Treasure Coast. I am absolutely against the
 development of the additional train transportation going through town. However, if it can be moved west of town,
 near I-95 I would support this project.


Loretta Long
21 year Vero Beach Resident
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From: Marianne McJury
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comment
Date: Saturday, September 20, 2014 9:34:37 AM


Stop the All Aboard Florida.  The noise and vibration, the waits at railroad crossings, both land and water, and all
 other negative environmental impact to people and wildlife are reason enough to stop this insanity.  There is
 nothing to benefit the Treasure Coast, Martin, Indian River or St. Lucie a Counties except grief and deterioration in
 times to come.
Marianne McJury, Stuart, FL.


Sent from my iPad
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From: Denny Donahue
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Florida Not All Aboard
Date: Monday, November 24, 2014 12:36:42 PM


My wife and I relocated to Stuart in May after having vacationed here for over 20
 years.  We experienced the delays caused by the opening and closing of the
 causeways to Hutchinson Island before the permanent higher structures were built.
  The idea of all the additional trains and the high speeds which they will be travelling
 will create a huge congestion and safety problem.  The emergency vehicles will be
 delayed when seconds count.  The traffic in downtown Stuart will dramatically effect
 the local businesses and cause long lines of traffic backed up at roads and on
 bridges.  It will be a deterrent to tourism both on land and on the water.


Denny Donahue
1550 NE Ocean Blvd.
Stuart, FL  34996
DDonahue336@yahoo.com
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From: PS MacMillan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 9:43:59 PM


John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave.S.E.
Room W38-31
Washington, DC  20590


Environmental Impact of Proposed All-Aboard Florida Trains


The biggest impact will be to the quality of life of literally tens of thousands of people.  The number of trains will
 increase from 14 freight to 20 freight and 32 passenger:  52 trains per day or one train every 27 minutes, twenty
 four hours a day.  The increase in noise of train horns and the rumble and vibration of the trains will feel as though
 it is continuous and non-stop.


In the City of Stuart, which has been ignored by AAF's report,  the tracks are beside the main street the whole way
 through downtown in a north-south direction.  The resulting traffic tie-ups will be intolerable and our very vibrant
 downtown will die like so many other downtowns across the country.  When access is restricted, the tax base and
 employment will decline as businesses fail and property values go down.


The hospital is on the east side of the tracks and 75% of the population, plus Interstate 95 and the Florida Turnpike
 are on the west side.  There are no overpasses.  People will literally die in the street as emergency vehicles wait for
 trains and are tied up in the ensuing traffic jams.


It is a well known fact, in the railroad business, that it is virtually unheard of to make a profit on passenger rail
 service.  All Aboard Florida is proposing 32 trains a day with no actual demand for the service.  Regardless of what
 AAF says, this is a thinly disguised boondoggle to be allowed to convert passenger rail to freight once the trains are
 established.  Do they think that no one else is aware of the widening of the Panama Canal?


This whole scheme is an attempt by a small group of fat cats to further enrich themselves, regardless of how many
 lies they have to tell or how many tens of thousands of people will have their quality of life diminished and in many
 cases ruined.


This is not how the great democracy of the United States is supposed to work.


Respectfully,
Peter & Sandra MacMillan
804 SW Saint Lucie Cres.
Stuart, FL  34994
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From: Dan Cushman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comment: Draft Environmental Impact Statement on All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:31:33 PM


 
                                                                                                                                 1701
 Gulfstream Ave. #723                                                                    
                                                                                                                                 Ft. Pierce, FL
 34949
                                                                                                                                 December 2,
 2014
 
 
Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave., SE
Room W38-31
Washington, DC 20590
 


Re: Draft Environmental Impact Statement on All Aboard Florida
 


Dear Mr. Winkle,
 
            I am writing to express the opposition of my family and me to the current plan by All
 Aboard Florida (AAF) to provide passenger train service between Miami and Orlando.  Our
 concerns are many, including but not limited to:   public safety, health, environmental,
 economic, navigation, marine industries, municipal budgets, noise/vibration, community
 cohesion, and quality of life.   
 
            We are well aware of the benefits of mass transit and support it as a way to ease our
 congested roads. That said, we do not support AAF as currently proposed.  It offers nothing to
 the Treasure Coast.  It won’t ease congestion in our area, because AAF will travel through,
 but not stop, in this region.  Flying through the Treasure Coast 32 times a day, AAF offers
 this region none of its services or benefits, but it requires that we absorb all of its harmful
 effects.  Hundreds of thousands of people and the land on which they live and work get all of
 the negatives and none of the positives.  That should not be allowed to take place.  There are
 reasonable alternatives.
 
            We live in Ft. Pierce, in an area that is on the east side of the tracks.  Our citizens are
 mostly people of modest means.  Many are elderly; many are minorities.  They will not be
 able to utilize AAF, but they will have to absorb its negative effects.  This is an old city that
 still has small businesses and residents housed in quaint, historic buildings surrounding the
 railroad tracks.  They will be damaged.  All of our public services, schools, shopping, etc. are
 located on the other side of the tracks.  Our towns will be cut in half, with constant delays,
 inadequate crossings, and costly maintenance.
            
            Although we are residents of Ft. Pierce, the above described factors will be present in
 the other counties around us who will have AAF rolling through, but not stopping for
 passengers or freight.  Individuals who own homes or businesses in the area will see their
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 property values plummet and business revenues decline.  Tourism is a major factor here, but
 AAF will bring us
no tourists. 
 
            In short, the disruption and environmental damage from AAF will have a huge
 negative impact on our people and the economy of the Treasure Coast.  The draft
 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is incomplete, misleading, and ignores the facts about
 the negative effects of AAF on our region.  If it is true that the report was funded by AAF,
 then its inadequacy comes as no surprise.  In short, the decision-making process reflects a
 flawed system, in which it appears that the outcome is predetermined.  This is unfortunate, as
 it results in public cynicism.   A common view is: “Money talks.  This is a done deal. 
 Nobody cares about our region.”
 
            As for specific observations about the draft EIS, I incorporate by reference in this letter
 the various comments that have been already presented to you from the City of Fort Pierce,
 the County of St. Lucie, elected representatives and municipal authorities, as well as
 numerous civic organizations from across our region.  Please consider my and their comments
 in preparing your final report.
 
            There must be a better way to bring passenger train service to south and central
 Florida.  There are reasonable alternatives that must be explored.  As currently proposed,
 AAF is a bad deal for the Treasure Coast.  It requires our region to absorb all of its negatives
 but receive none of its benefits.  We are a large region with a large population.  Please do not
 ignore us.  Many unanswered questions remain.  Please help us get the answers.
 
            Thank you for your consideration.
 


Sincerely yours,
 
 


Dan M. Cushman
 
 
           
 








From: Marianne G. Kaiser
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Florida Not All Aboard
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 5:43:36 PM


The proposed All Aboard Florida rail line through St Lucie county will be very detrimental to our quality of life as
 well as the emergency first responders. Please do not approve their request to run through St lucie county. We ate
 very opposed to this very important issue.
Thank you.
Marianne Kaiser
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From: Irene Suits
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:38:07 AM


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE
Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590


Re: All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f) 
Evaluation
Dear Sir, this is a copied message that we fully support.  Everyone is our community 
that we have had the opportunity to speak with is fully against this train coming 
through our Martin County community. Please send it west.  Drs. Thomas and Irene 
Suits.


Dear Mr. Winkle:


The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., a 501(c)(3) organization which has promoted a 
safe and healthy environment and the unique quality of life for Martin County 
residents for more than a decade, objects to the All Aboard Florida (AAF) high speed 
rail project as currently proposed and configured and submits comments with respect 
to the following categories evaluated in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS): Communities and Demographics (Social and Economic Community Impacts),
 Economic Conditions, Environmental Justice, Navigation, Public Health & Safety, 
Threatened and Endangered Species, Wetlands and Water Resources.


Introduction


Martin County is located within the North-South Corridor (N-S Corridor) identified on 
Page 4-1 of the DEIS. The County is located approximately 40 miles north of West 
Palm Beach and has an estimated population of 151,263 based on 2013 U.S. Census
 Bureau projections.


Since there are no station stops planned between West Palm Beach and Orlando, 
Martin County residents will gain no benefits from 32 new trains a day traveling at 
high speed through our community (along with an additional 12 to 14 freight trains). 
AAF will cause economic harm and create safety, environmental, noise, and 
navigation hazards that Martin County residents do not currently face.


The stated purpose of the Environmental Impact Statement is to “disclose the 
environmental consequences” of the proposed AAF project “and to inform decision-
makers and the public of any reasonable alternatives that would avoid or minimize 
adverse impacts to the natural or human environment.” The Draft EIS that was 



mailto:irenesuits@gmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment





drafted by consultants who were paid by AAF fails to serve this purpose. It contains 
inadequate, incomplete, and inaccurate information that must be supplemented and 
corrected before decision-makers and the public may fully evaluate the impacts of the
 proposed AAF project.


Communities and Demographics (Social and Economic Community Impacts)


AAF will have serious negative social and economic community impacts within Martin 
County.


Incredibly, the DEIS completely omits Martin County and two incorporated 
municipalities which are crossed by the project in its discussion of Communities and 
Demographics. (DEIS 4-103 through 4-105).


The City of Stuart, which is the County’s largest incorporated municipality (pop. est. 
15,975) and is the County Seat for Martin County, is not mentioned in the DEIS report
 of impacts of the project on municipalities, although there are 10 at grade crossings 
in the city. The Town of Ocean Breeze, also an incorporated municipality within 
Martin County (pop. est. 463) which, like the City of Stuart, is literally bisected by the 
project, has also been omitted.


Many of the City’s cultural resources, including the historic Lyric Theater, which is 
listed on the National Register of Historic Places, and the Stuart Heritage Museum 
are within 100 feet of the FECR tracks.


Comments submitted by the City of Stuart and Martin County address these issues in 
detail.


The Guardians of Martin County question the viability of the DEIS evaluation of 
Communities and Demographics affected by the AAF project when the largest 
incorporated municipality in the County and, in fact, all of Martin County is glaringly 
absent from the examination of these issues. The omission of Martin County, the City 
of Stuart, and the Town of Ocean Breeze from the DEIS evaluation of Communities 
and Demographics raises serious concerns about the thoroughness and veracity of 
the entire proposed EIS.


Another glaringly false and absurd statement with respect to the impact of the project 
on communities is the assurance in the DEIS that AAF “would benefit elderly and 
handicapped individuals by providing a transportation option that will enhance mobility
 and livability in their communities.” (DEIS 5-135)


Martin County has the highest percentage of elderly residents (28.9%) of any 
community within the N-S Corridor. Without any stops in Martin County, there is not a 
single “transportation option” provided by AAF to elderly and handicapped individuals.
 AAF not only fails to “enhance mobility and livability” in Martin County communities 
for elderly and handicapped residents, the project promises severe disruption to 
communities in which the elderly and handicapped reside and poses potential life-
threatening risks.







Economic Conditions


Because the AAF project literally divides Martin County into two sections – that 
section east of the FECR tracks and that section west of the tracks – the project 
creates a severe threat to the economic survival of small businesses that rely on 
customers to cross the tracks for access.


Numerous small shops, restaurants, plants, groceries, and other business outlets are 
located adjacent to or near the FECR tracks. Fast and safe access across the tracks 
is not assured by the project, threatening the customer base of many of these small 
businesses, especially in the unincorporated areas of Port Salerno, Hobe Sound, 
Golden Gate and Jensen Beach and the incorporated municipality of Stuart, which 
encompasses the minority community of East Stuart.


Martin County has five “community redevelopment areas” (CRAs) which will be 
impacted by the project. None of the CRAs are identified or discussed in the DEIS. 
The Jensen Beach, Rio, Golden Gate, Port Salerno and Hobe Sound CRAs all are 
adjacent to or bisected by the FECR tracks. CRAs are statutorily created areas 
designed to eliminate blight, provide affordable housing, and generate economic 
development and stability within the communities where they are established. The 
DEIS fails to consider the project’s negative impacts to Martin County’s CRAs, such 
as the effect of lower property values caused by AAF on the Tax Increment Financing
 methodology that is used to finance and maintain CRA operations.


The economic benefits of the project touted by the DEIS are limited to temporary 
construction work in creating new infrastructure in Martin County.


The DEIS analysis that no job loss or neighborhood fragmentation will result from the 
project (DEIS S-17) is not borne out by the experience of small business owners and 
residents in the project area, especially those adjacent to or in close proximity to the 
FECR tracks.


Severe economic damage to existing small businesses will be long-lasting or 
permanent. It is likely some will not survive the onslaught of increased train traffic that
 will block access to their businesses and create hazardous conditions for their 
customers trying to cross the tracks.


Environmental Justice


The DEIS fails to identify, quantify, or describe minority and low-income populations 
in Martin County that are disproportionately impacted by the negative impacts of the 
AAF project.


The County’s minority and low-income populations are, as in many other 
communities, situated closest to the project and are frequently bisected by the FECR 
tracks.


The East Stuart community within the City of Stuart is historically African-American. 
East Stuart hosts two at grade crossings – at Florida Street and A1A (Dixie Highway) 







and at Decker and A1A. The tracks separate a densely populated residential area 
from the commercial area, and it is common for residents – especially children – to 
walk or ride their bikes across the tracks several times a day. One of the most 
beloved and utilized organizations within the East Stuart community, the Gertrude 
Walden Child Care Center, which provides services for low-income and minority 
parents and children, is located in the immediate vicinity of the project.


Similar situations exist in the Port Salerno, Hobe Sound and Golden Gate, where 
public schools, athletic fields, parks and youth centers such as the Boys and Girls’ 
Club are located in close proximity to the project. These communities have a high 
level of minority residents and businesses who are disproportionately impacted by the
 project, which does not directly impact the more affluent communities within the 
County which are not located as near the FECR tracks.


Among the negative effects of AAF on communities with higher percentages of low-
income, minority, and elderly residents is the certainty that delay will be encountered 
by emergency vehicles crossing the FECR tracks to access emergency medical care.


Martin Memorial Medical Center, the largest medical care provider in Martin County 
(and also one of the largest employers in the County), has submitted comments 
objecting to the project noting that emergency responders throughout Martin County 
already “face a unique burden from existing freight traffic” on the “rail line [which] 
slices through the center of” the community.


Where the elderly and the very young live and congregate near the FECR tracks, the 
emergency access burden is of special concern and likely to result in tragic 
consequences. As the CEO of Martin Memorial Medical Center noted, even if delays 
caused by increased train traffic at crossings throughout the community are brief, 
“seconds can truly mean the difference between life and death.”


In low-income and minority communities, foot and bicycle traffic across the railroad 
tracks is common and presents additional disproportionate dangers to these 
residents.


Property values in lower-income areas are already depressed and will be further 
depressed by the proximity of the project. Noise and vibration from increased train 
traffic will disproportionately impact low-income and minority communities located 
closest to the FECR tracks.


Navigation


Numerous comments have been submitted regarding the serious negative impacts to 
navigation caused by the project and the failure of the DEIS to adequately and 
accurately address these concerns. The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., joins the 
marine industry, local governments, and boaters throughout the County in objecting to
 the project as it relates to navigation.


The information contained in the DEIS is indisputably inaccurate with respect to the 
number of vessels which pass through the St. Lucie River bridge. Comments 







submitted by Martin County include accurate counts of vessels passing through the 
bridge during the week and on weekends, reflecting more than twice as many vessels
 as the DEIS estimates.


Delays in allowing marine traffic to navigate through the St. Lucie River bridge 
opening will affect boater safety as well as property values for waterfront properties 
that lie to the west of the bridge. Commercial marinas and docks that require boaters 
to navigate through the bridge with longer and more frequent closures also will be 
severely impacted by the project.


Public Health & Safety


The DEIS fails to acknowledge that Fire Rescue and evacuation routes will be 
hampered by the project throughout Martin County.


Even in more affluent communities such as Jupiter Island and Sewall’s Point, there 
will be increased delays in the ability of emergency responders to reach the medical 
center located across the FECR tracks. Both the City of Stuart and Martin County, 
which contracts with other municipalities to provide fire rescue services, project 
serious increases in emergency response times due to increased train traffic and 
crossing closures.


Delays of as much as an additional 45 minutes are projected for evacuation in the 
event of an emergency at the St. Lucie Nuclear Power Plant on Hutchinson Island just
 north of Martin County. All evacuation routes are crossed by FECR tracks. In the 
event of other emergencies or weather events that require evacuation, increased train
 traffic will generate still more delays.


Pedestrian crossings which are frequently used throughout the County, especially in 
low-income and minority areas, will be even more dangerous with not only a higher 
number of trains on the tracks each day but increased speed of approaching trains. 
Pedestrians used to gauging the time available to cross the tracks based on the 
slower speed of freight trains will face significantly less crossing time with high-speed 
passenger trains approaching.


Threatened and Endangered Species


The DEIS discounts any impacts to threatened and endangered species and 
inaccurately states that no such species will be affected by the project.


The project passes through Jonathan Dickinson State Park (JDSP) in Martin County, 
which is the site of a number of resources which are not even mentioned in the DEIS. 
The Florida Division of Recreation and Parks (DRP) has submitted comments 
identifying species which will likely be impacted, such as perforated reindeer lichen ( 
Cladonia perforata ) located within the right-of-way and Curtiss’ milkweed ( Asclepias 
curtissi).


The Division notes that the federally protected eastern indigo snake has habitat within
 the N-S Corridor that will be impacted, as well as the Florida scrub jay, gopher 







tortoise, gopher frog, and Florida mouse. The gopher frog is especially likely to cross 
back and forth across the tracks in the park to travel between scrub habitat and 
wetlands breeding grounds.


Expansion of the tracks through JDSP will impact Florida scrub jay habitat as well as 
gopher tortoise on site.


More frequent closings of the rail crossing within JDSP will have severe negative 
impacts since the park has only one public access road. Emergency vehicles, 
campers, and day visitors could be trapped in the western part of the park during 
closures.


The DPR has submitted extensive and detailed comments addressing these issues.


Wetlands and Water Resources


As with other environmental impacts, the DEIS minimizes damage to wetlands and 
water resources resulting from the proposed project.


Comments submitted by Martin County detail serious concerns, including potential 
impacts to the Northwest Fork of the Loxahatchee River, which is federally 
designated as a Wild and Scenic River. The DEIS brushes off such concerns, 
suggesting that the lack of proximity to the FECR tracks eliminates or minimizes 
them. The entire Loxahatchee River watershed is a significant ecological complex, 
however, that provides unique habitat for endangered, threatened and migratory birds
 that travel throughout the area, including within the right-of-way.


Overall impacts to wetlands throughout the project area have not been quantified or 
addressed by the DEIS, which discusses mitigation of these impacts without 
acknowledging Martin County’s special protections for all wetlands. Insufficient data is
 provided for an accurate evaluation of the project’s wetlands impacts.


Impacts to water resources are being considered by the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers; however, the Corps has yet to schedule public hearings which have been 
requested by the Guardians of Martin County, Inc., as well as Martin County and 
other governmental agencies.


It is inevitable that impacts to manatee, protected seagrasses, and other marine life 
will be severe as a result of increased train traffic resulting in increased bridge 
closures producing more vessels queuing up to navigate through the bridge.


Conclusion


The DEIS failed to objectively and fairly evaluate the CSX Route Alternative (DEIS 
Figure 3.2-1), which would avoid most if not all of the negative impacts to Martin 
County residents and communities. The AAF-paid consultants simply rejected the 
CSX Route Alternative out-of-hand, citing speculative issues such as “the risk that 
CSX would not be willing to enter into” a shared use agreement for existing 
infrastructure and unsupported conclusions such as the CSX Route Alternative poses







 “the highest potential adverse direct and indirect impacts to wetlands and protected 
species.” (DEIS 3-7)
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., strongly opposes the AAF project as proposed.
 The DEIS is replete with inaccurate, out-dated, speculative, and subjective material 
that appears to have been deliberately skewed by the drafters to support an 
unsustainable, critically flawed project.


The Guardians advocates consistency with the Martin County Comprehensive Growth
 Management Plan in all development throughout the County. The DEIS inaccurately 
states that the Plan was prepared by the Martin County “Division of Community 
Planning.” (DEIS 4-4) There is no such agency within Martin County government. The
 Plan was prepared by the Martin County Growth Management Department.


Please insist that the final EIS be delayed until supplemental and accurate 
information is provided that truly reflects the AAF project’s impacts on the population 
and communities along the projected route.


Sincerely,


Peter H. Conze, Jr., President
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc.


Once, again, this is a copied message that we fully support.  Drs. Thomas and Irene Suits








From: Julia@juliasansevere.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Julia@juliasansevere.com
Subject: Commentary regarding AAF
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 3:18:30 PM
Attachments: image004.png


10-30-14 comments to fra.pdf


AAF,
Please know this:  your claims of bringing “passenger rail” back to Florida is known by many to be
 simply “smoke & mirrors” – once the passenger rail system fails, and it will, (if it ever gets built, and I
 sincerely hope it doesn’t), the American people will be left holding the bag, once again, as usual, for
 Big Business getting rich off the backs of the common man and using federal money to do it. I would
 dub your project “Train-Gate.” Follow the money.
 
Attached are my written comments against this trumped up excuse for simply running more freight
 trains through Florida’s nice little towns, which will certainly KILL their economy, lower home values
 and wreck our environment and day-to-day lives. But you don’t seem to care about any of that. It’s
 all about the almighty BUCK and lining your pockets. I suppose we’ll see  you on a future episode of
 “American Greed.”
 
Thanks and Regards,
Julia Sansevere 
REALTOR®, GRI, PMN, SSRS, TRC
International President's Circle Award, COLDWELL BANKER RESIDENTIAL REAL ESTATE
Honor Society, FLORIDA REALTORS
Previews International ~ Waterfront & Luxury Home Specialist ~ "Helping Dreams Come
 True, One Home At A Time" ~ I Love Referrals!
2369 SE Federal Hwy, Stuart, FL 34994
CELL: 772 919-1385 ~ FAX: 772 287-3000
EMAIL: Julia@JuliaSansevere.com


 Julia Sansevere, Florida Waterfront Specialist


 @juliasansevere


  Julia Sansevere


 Julia Sansevere
WEBPAGE TO SEARCH ALL FLORIDA PROPERTIES: www.JuliaSansevere.com
Want to search the MLS like a Realtor? Click this link to sign up for a free Listingbook account: Listingbook
Women's Council of Realtors®, Florida State Chapter: 2011 Ways & Means Chair; Stuart-Martin County Chapter: 2010-2011 Ways &
 Means Chair, 2009 Past President, 2009 Realtor® of the Year, 2008 Businesswoman of the Year
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From: 1hotjob
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:20:17 PM


I am opposed to AAF using and expanding the existing coastal rail lines.  This will cause
 incalculable harm to our way of life.  There is a simple solution to this problem.  Move the
 train to the west.  They can follow the turnpike to Orlando.  
The government should be looking out for the welfare of its citizens and not some
 corporation.  Our property values will decrease.  Our peaceful lives will be forever disrupted. 


I support a train to Orlando, but not at the cost of thousands of people being harmed.  Do what
 is right for the people living in the coastal areas of Florida.  Deny AAF the loan unless they
 move the train to the west. 


Thank you,


Danny Hobbs
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From: stephen Morrill
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@DOT.Gov
Cc: Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: Florida Passenger Rail Project
Date: Monday, November 24, 2014 4:20:46 PM


Dear Sir;
Please allow me to introduce myself, as an interested party in the proposed new “commuter”
 rail service through Eastern Florida.  My comments are that of a residence owner (2011-
present) in Stuart, FL at 2972 Fairway West, where I have much enjoyed the winter weather. 
  I oppose this intrusion into the serenity of our Florida East Coast lifestyle.  If passed, I would
 consider options to leave the area.
When an unbiased assessment considers all factors of disruption, pollution (noise, air and
 ground), inconvenience vs benefit to the area, there appears no reasonable debate.  This
 project provides no material benefit to Stuart, Martin County, St. Lucie County, and the many
 counties and communities through which it plans to pass.  No rail service for us, just
 headaches.
Home prices will fall, tax bases will diminish and cities, towns, and counties will suffer. 
 Communities will need to add police to monitor traffic and citizen concerns and add
 emergency responders against the potential of a rail accident in densely populated areas.
In my 67 years on this Earth, my memory fails to recall such a travesty of judgment to allow
 this project any public debate.
Please examine the true negative impact this rail project would have on our precious East
 Coast, and determine the rail transportation should be redesigned and relocated out in rural
 areas where it would be far less disruptive.
Sincerely,
Stephen Morrill2972 Fairway West
Stuart, FL 34997
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From: Jennifer Atkisson-Lovett
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; john.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: AAF
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:42:59 AM


Dear Mr. Winkle,


I am writing you today as a resident of Martin County, Florida since 1978.  I also own a real
 estate brokerage and am the immediate Past President of the REALTOR Association of
 Martin County, thus I am very familiar with the AAF project and their promises.  I am also
 very aware of the devaluation that will happen to properties along the tracks, and the
 waterfront property west of the railroad bridge over the St. Lucie River which will be down
 now 16 hours a day and will greatly hamper the access to the waterways.  
I am concerned on many different levels.  First the delays that will hamper first responders and
 emergency vehicles as they try to reach our main hospital in downtown Stuart, which all
 entries have to cross the railroad crossings.  Second, I, along with many experts, can not make
 sense of how AAF can support the ridership numbers that they are projecting.  These numbers
 are just not feasible and make no financial sense.  Third, the route on the eastern coast of
 Florida will do nothing but negatively impact every county north of Palm Beach!  Our
 downtown's are at risk, our businesses, our jobs, our safety, our water access, and our quality
 of life!  As the trains stack up to wait to go over our trestle bridge it will destroy access to our
 beloved City of Stuart, and block access to our medical facilities.  
In summary, MOVE the trains WEST, where the negative impacts to Martin, St. Lucie and
 Indian River Counties will be minimized and not affect our safety and quality of life.  
Thank you for your consideration and our future lies in your hands.


Sincerely,


Jennifer Atkisson-Lovett


-- 
Jennifer Atkisson-Lovett, CLHMS, CRS, GRI, SFR
RE/MAX of Stuart
Broker-Co/Owner
772-288-1111
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From: sharrie skerven
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Sharrie Skerven
Subject: Comments about All Aboard Florida train proposal
Date: Thursday, October 30, 2014 2:49:50 PM


I vehemently oppose this project because:
1.  It will impede emergency vehicles trying to get to area hospitals.
2.  It will severely impede local traffic and cause large traffic backups.
3.  The traffic backups will negatively affect local business and tourist attractions.
4.  The noise and confusion caused by the trains will negatively affect our quality of
 life.
5.  Traffic backups will result in many hours of idling vehicles.  Idling vehicles waste
 energy, increase CO2 
Levels and increase Global Warming.
6.  The trains will negatively affect regular train traffic that supplies the area with
 needed products.
7.  The proposed AAF trains will cause our waterways to be closed to ingress and
 egress many times a day which will negatively affect marine businesses and quality
 of life.
8.  Running that many trains through a densely populated area will result in fatalities
 when car/train crashes occur.
9.  The AAF trains will add to noise pollution which is uncontrollable and  will
 decrease our quality of life.


As no stops will be made in Treasure Coast cities, the train tracks should be erected
 in the median of the Florida Turnpike.  This is a more direct route from South Florida
 to Orlando.  This route solves all the above issues.


Your response to my input is requested.


Sincerely,  Sharon V. Skerven
                  Jensen Beach, FL, 34957
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From: Deborah Longman-Marien
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:25:19 PM


As a citizen of Brevard County, I generally approve of public transportation improvements, but it feels that this
 project is being shoved down the throats of Brevard County residents whether we want it or not. The goal seems to
 be to get people from South Florida to Orlando bypassing the citizens of this county and what we have to offer
 tourists here. After the first few years we will be charged for upkeep of the crossings, without any of the benefits
 such as stops here. Our traffic will be slowed down several times a day and we will not derive any benefits from
 these trains. If you all think we are happy with this idea here in Brevard County, think again. I am in general in
 approval of expanding transit options, but this particular option does not benefit residents of this county. It does
 nothing for tourism or business in our area, yet we will be required to pay for upkeep.  Several years ago I attended
 a workshop in Titusville that touted growing business while expanding nature tourism and preservation of nature.
 At that workshop, it was implied that All Aboard Florida would be stopping in this county at several locations,
 taking advantage of historic train stations and revitalizing downtown areas. None of those airy promises appear to
 be happening.


I also question the environmental impacts of building bridges over some of the waterways and wetland areas, since I
 am a birdwatcher, am in several environmental groups and am concerned with how sprawl affect our natural lands.


Next time you try to put a public transit, business expansion pie in the sky or other project through our area, try to
 involve local residents in the decision making rather than trying to give a sales pitch for us to swallow it after it is
 an almost fait accompli.
Deborah Longman-Marien
Rockledge, FL
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From: Katherine Neurohr
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Florida Trains
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 1:00:03 PM


Dear Sirs:


Please do not run the train along the coastal region of Florida.  There are multiple rail and
 street crossings that run through highly populated areas here in Stuart.
This kind of transit would ruin the atmosphere of our community,  pose a safety threat to our
 tourists and negatively impact our property values.


Please make the rail lines run further to the west, where there is mostly cattle grazing lands.


Katherine Neurohr, Realtor
Real Estate of Florida
2391 SE Ocean Blvd.
Stuart, FL 34996
((772) 334-1110 Office
((772) 334-1120 Fax
(( 772) 631-0681 Cell
 KatherineSellsHomes@gmail.com
www.BuyHomesinStuart.com
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From: Robert Puglisi
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:06:41 AM


This train will destroy our peaceful lives. Build it out west where it won't aggravate thousands and thousands of
 people.
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From: TCKRPK@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments about All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 11:27:30 PM


My husband and I live west of the railroad tracks in Sebastian and the doctors' offices and the hospitals
 are east of the tracks, so is shopping, US #1, restaurants, etc.  It is our belief that the amount of rail traffic
 this train will create could cause a real problem for everyone.  No one will be able to get across the
 tracks.  By the time a train passes and the gates open a few cars will get through then another train is on
 its way.
 
If you want a high speed train, you should have to build your own tracks above the ground so your trains
 will not interrupt emergency vehicles and peoples' lives, not to mention the current train schedule.  The
 businesses who have gotten there deliveries by rail on time will have to wait for your train's
 schedule...WHY? FOR WHAT REASON? HOW MUCH OF A BENEFIT WILL THIS BE? No, this
 should never be allowed to happen to the good people of Florida.
 
This is a very bad idea for all of us.  This will only benefit a few wealthy investors and once again you
 leave the working people to pay the price.
 
This fast train is a very bad idea and if it is let to go through without letting us Floridians have a real vote
 on it and not just a comment than something is wrong.  We the people should have a say in the form of a
 vote as to whether we want to put this much of a burden on our lives with no benefit.
 
Mr. & Mrs. Kaminski
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From: Michael Corbett
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Florida "fast train" I am opposed.
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:14:19 AM


Dear Sir/Madam,


As a long time resident of Vero Beach Indian river County Florida, I am disturbed by and very much opposed to the
 proposed  “Fast Train Project” . It offers no benefits to my community, county or indeed the State of Florida. It will
 be a costly project only adding to the tax burden of the average Floridian. In this fast moving technological time we
 live in, adding antiquated train services seems particularly out of place.


Please consider the views of the majority of Floridians who oppose this project.


Michael B. Corbett
1590 Majorca Pl
Verp Beacj.  F: 32967
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From: donald1hudson@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:53:17 PM


We are totally opposed the plan to run 32 high speed trains through our town of Vero
 Beach.  These passenger trains plus the increased freight ones will split our town
 apart.  None of our taxpayer money should be used to support it.


If it has to be done, using the CSX rail line in the west of the state would be far
 preferable.


Rosemary and Don Hudson
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From: Rdell
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments against rail project
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:39:30 AM


 
To Whom this may concern:
 
The purpose of this email is to officially go on the record regarding the All Aboard Florida rail plans to
 bring high-speed trains through Stuart and Hobe Sound.  I am completely against this project for the
 following reason:  it will be harmful to our way of life that we have come here for.  This particular town
 and region is quiet and slow-paced, and if we wanted it differently, we would have settled in a larger
 community like West Palm Beach.  The intersections of Monterey Road, Ocean Blvd, and Bridge Road
 with the railroad tracks cannot handle additional closures with the planned crossings, without causing
 traffic, delays, and more danger.      
 WE DO NOT WANT THIS!
 
I live in Palm City, and at night when it's quiet and our windows are open, we can hear the train horns
 from our house.  Please don't add more to this noise pollution.  What will it take for you to realize how
 many lives will be negatively influenced by your proposal of progress? 
 
Please count me as OPPOSED to this project!
 
Thank you,
 
 
Rdell Hudgins
William B. Hudgins Jr
2053 SW Olympic Club Terr
Palm City, FL  34990
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From: kathyanddon1@comcast.net
To: john.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: Florida all aboard
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:12:40 AM


Sir,
As a resident of Martin County and a boater I feel I must object to the AAF plans for the high
 speed rail through our county. The DEIS gave no thought to our area, economy, safety, or the
 quality of life we enjoy here.
Too many times I have had to wait for almost 1 hour to cross the Indian River rail bridge. The
 additional train traffic will add an unreasonable amount of wait time and increase the chance
 bf boating accidents as many boats try to navigate through the area in the short amount of
 time allowed between bridge openings. This assumes the bridge will ever open as the times to
 open and close are extremely long. There is a delay of up to 20 minutes from the bridge
 opening and the train getting to the crossing.
All the additional trains will also cause unduly long waits at all the train crossings through out
 the county. This is a safety consideration as the hospital is east of the tracks and many of the
 population is west of the tracks. The delays caused by the closed crossings will impact the
 lives of those on the wrong side of the tracks.
I strongly object to the fact that the EIS completely ignored our area, we receive nothing good
 AAF and the ESI should be discarded, and the project not allowed to move forward.


Respectfully
Don Simons
1688 SE Lake Legacy Way
Stuart, Florida 34997


Sent from XFINITY Connect Mobile App
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From: Louise Mahoney
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; frapa@dot.gov
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:06:34 PM


Dear Federal Railroad Administration,
I am writing to request, in the strongest of terms, that you not allow All Aboard Florida to run the route
 they propose from Orlando to Miami.  The proposed plan runs through the most densely populated areas
 of Florida 32 times a day (probably more in the future)!  


I live on the Treasure Coast in the Stuart area.  If this train is run through our cute town, it will ruin it.  The
 downtown will be cut off from the rest of town.   Traffic into town will be be at a standstill at least 38
 (including the 6 trips that currently go through town) times per day.  


With 38 trips a day of the railroad bridge being down, boating will be severely affected.  With the time
 added of getting the bridge down well in advance of the train arriving, there will be almost no time for
 boats to get through.   


I don't believe that this All Aboard Florida is about passenger traffic.  It is much more likely that it will be
 about freight from the widened Panama canal that the most use will likely come.  


Please have the All Aboard Florida run their trains from Orlando to Miami through the existing tracks west
 of here out by Lake Okeechobee. It is not fair or in this country's best interests to approve the proposed
 route especially when there is perfectly good rail track in an area that will not adversely affect a very
 large population.


Again, I am writing to request, in the strongest of terms, that you not allow All Aboard Florida to run the
 route they propose from Orlando to Miami.  I am also not in favor of lending them any money of any kind
 or have tax payers have any responsibility for this proposal that adversely affects so many residents.
  AAF will financially benefit a few but in the process, damage our whole area.


Sincerely,
Louise Mahoney
3025 SW Westlake Circle
Palm City, FL 34990
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From: James Anaston-Karas
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: John.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: Comments and Objections on All Aboard Florida Project DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:53:40 PM
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VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL ONLY, Return Receipt Requested
 
AAF_comments@vhb.com
John.winkle@dot.gov
 
December 3, 2014
 
Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE, Room W38-311
Washington, DC    20590
 
Subject: Comments and Objections on All Aboard Florida Project DEIS
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
In four (4) attachments, comprehensive comments and objections to the Draft Environmental Impact
 Statement for the All Aboard Florida Project are hereby submitted to meet your requested deadline
 pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act on behalf of a Coalition of Concerned Ft.
 Lauderdale Area Property Owners, Boaters, and Marine Industry Businesses. 
 
The attachments are:
 
1. Main body
2. Appendix A (in three parts)
 
Since we were informed by one branch of your office that your system may not accept E mails larger
 than 2MB, this document is also being transmitted again in 4 separate E mails.
 
Please give thorough consideration of these comments and objections, and contact us if we may
 provide additional information such as the engineering concept sketches or vessel studies referenced
 herein. 
 
Sincerely,
 
 
Susan Engle
EnviroCare Solutions International
832 NE 26th Street, Wilton Manors, FL  33305 · Phone: (954) 730-7707 · Fax: (954) 730-7717
susan@envirocareinc.com     http://envirocareinc.com/
 
and
 
Jim Anaston-Karas
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BACKGROUND: 
 
In 2012, Florida East Coast Industries (FECI) announced its intention to start a privately-funded passenger rail service 
known as “All Aboard Florida.” (AAF) is intended to provide new intercity express rail service between downtown Miami 
and Orlando, with additional stations in downtown Fort Lauderdale and downtown West Palm Beach. FECI is the division 
of Fortress Investment Group, (the parent company) responsible for passenger rail development and Flagler Development, 
which handles the company’s real estate interests. FEC Railroad (FECR) is a separate division of Fortress Investment Group 
which operates and maintains the FECR rail and freight operations. 
 
AAF has produced an environmental assessment (EA) and a finding of no significant impact (FONSI) was issued by the 
Federal Railroad Administration based on the EA submitted. The FRA is the lead agency for the National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) review process for the Project. FRA issued a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) for the initial phase 
I of the Project on January 30, 2013.  Subsequently, on April 15, 2013, FRA published in the Federal Register a notice of 
intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement.  Although the Draft EIS was initiated for Phase II of the Project, the 
document analyzes the cumulative effects of both phases of the Project since train operations will cover the full corridor 
between Miami and Orlando. The FRA issued the Draft EIS on September 19, 2014.  
 
As stated in the DEIS Notice; FRA is providing an extended public comment period of 75 days from the day that the FRA 
issued the DEIS; thus, the comment period ends on December 3, 2014.  Comments on DEIS for Phase II of the All Aboard 
Florida project are due by December 3rd, 2014 and should be sent to FRA either by email to the attention of Mr. John 
Winkle at this address: AAF_comments@vhb.com, or by mail to: Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration, 1200 
New Jersey Avenue, SE, Room W38-311,Washington, DC 20590. 
 
This report comments on those aspects of the DEIS that describe the proposed rail operations proposed by AAF and also 
the freight operations carried by FECR on the N-S corridor discussed in the DEIS. The report discusses impacts on navigation 
resulting from the proposed rail operations over the FEC New River Bridge at MP 341.26, with some interrelated with the 
operations at the CSX bridge over the New River at Interstate 95.  
 
INTRODUCTION: 
 



The FRA – DEIS Document dated September 19, 2014 is the subject of review and comments as presented in this report. 
The format takes sections of the DEIS document reproduced in this document in blue font. Comments regarding the 
particular section are incorporated within or following each section of the DEIS being discussed. The comments are 
supported by references and exhibits which will be appended to this report. The engineering comments will be based on 
conceptual engineering investigation sufficient to prove the basis for the comment and will not include in-depth 
preliminary or final engineering analysis. The level of engineering investigation performed for the DEIS as described in the 
DEIS is conceptual in nature only without extensive engineering analysis, and is based on assumptions regarding structure 
types, number of tracks, and railroad construction required for the corridors included in the project.  Budget estimates 
included in the DEIS and the TRI-Rail Environmental Analysis for proposed construction are based on S.F. costs and the 
cost for similar construction obtained from other similar projects.  



 
The DEIS was prepared for the purpose of presenting the proposed AAF passenger service and to describe the various 
alternates considered for the combined existing and future freight service and the proposed passenger rail service which 
will operate on the existing FEC corridor from Jacksonville to Miami and also for the proposed extension to Orlando.   
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EXHIBITS: 
 



1, FEC Bridge over New River looking south 
2, Typical Section at Existing Bridge Moveable Bridge Alternative for Passenger Operations 
3, Plan and Profile Mid-Level, Moveable Bridge Alternative for Passenger Operations 
4, Photo Rendering Twin Mid-Level Moveable Bridges for Passenger Rail 
5, Typical Section at Existing Bridge High Level Fixed Bridge for Passenger Rail  
6, Plan and Profile High Level Fixed Bridge for Passenger Rail 
7, Photo Rendering High Level Fixed Bridge for Passenger Rail 
8, Plan and Profile High Level Bridge, Moveable Span Alternate 
9, Photo Rendering High Level Bridge, Moveable Span Alternate 



 
 
 



 
 
 



 
Following are the sections of the DEIS shown in blue font together with the review comments for each section cited. It is 
presented in this manner to assist the persons reviewing the comments by providing all of the information in a single 
document. 
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SECTION, SUMMARY, REVIEW AND COMMENTS 
 
PAGE S-1 & S-2 Summary 
 
About the Project   
 
All Aboard Florida – Operations LLC (AAF) is proposing to construct and operate a privately owned and  operated  intercity  
passenger  railroad  system  that  will  connect  Orlando  and  Miami,  with  intermediate  stops in Fort Lauderdale and 
West Palm Beach, Florida.   
 
AAF has applied for $1.6 billion in federal funds through the Railroad Rehabilitation and Improvement Financing (RRIF) 
program, which is a loan and loan guarantee program administered by FRA as described in 49 Code of Federal Regulations 
(CFR) part 260. Under this program, the FRA Administrator is authorized to provide direct loans and loan guarantees that 
may be used to acquire, improve, or rehabilitate rail equipment or facilities or develop new intermodal or railroad facilities. 
Because AAF has applied for a loan under FRA’s RRIF program, FRA is required under the National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA) to conduct an analysis of the potential environmental impacts resulting from the Project. NEPA compliance is 
a prerequisite for RRIF approval, and FRA will not approve the Project for a RRIF loan until the NEPA process is complete. 
A RRIF loan, if approved, would be part of an overall capital structure put in place by AAF to finance the infrastructure 
improvements.  
 
AAF proposes to implement the Project through a phased approach. Phase I would provide rail service on the West Palm 
Beach to Miami section while Phase II would extend service to Orlando. Phase I would provide passenger rail service along 
the 66.5 miles of the Florida East Coast Railroad (FECR) Corridor connecting West Palm Beach, Fort Lauderdale, and Miami. 
AAF has obtained private financing for Phase I and is proceeding to implement Phase I, which is illustrated in Figure 1.1‐1.  
 
COMMENT: AAF wants to implement the project in two phases. The first phase would be from West Palm Beach to Fort 
Lauderdale and Miami. This phase requires construction of stations and improvements to the existing rail corridor to 
accommodate the proposed passenger service. FEC has made improvements in this corridor to allow increased freight rail 
traffic anticipated from port improvements at Port Everglades and Port Miami in part to allow “Post Panamax” container 
ships to use Port Everglades and Port Miami which would increase the number of containers at these ports to be carried 
by FEC. The DEIS has not addressed all of the impacts from this increased freight traffic nor has it considered the additional 
passenger operations proposed by SEFCC (formerly Tri-Rail) on the same FEC corridor. Specific impacts will be discussed 
in the appropriate sections of this DEIS comment document. Whereas the existing conditions at the FECR moveable bridge 
are obstructive today, the impacts from increased rail operations will more severely impact navigation on the existing FEC 
movable bridge at MP 341.26 over the New River in Fort Lauderdale. 
 
FRA and AAF conducted an environmental review of Phase I in 2012/2013, including preparing and issuing both an 
Environmental Assessment (EA) (Environmental Assessment and Section 4(f) Evaluation for the All Aboard Florida 
Passenger Rail Project West Palm Beach to Miami, Florida) and a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) (AAF 2012; FRA 
2013a). Phase I of the Project, as described in the 2012 EA, includes constructing three new stations (West Palm Beach, 
Fort Lauderdale and Miami), purchasing five train sets, adding a second track along most of the 66.5‐mile corridor and 
adding 16 new round‐trip intercity passenger train trips (32 one‐way trips) on the West Palm Beach to Miami section of 
the FECR Corridor. FRA concluded that Phase I has independent utility (that is, it could be advanced and serve a 
transportation need even if Phase II were not constructed). FRA has made no decision under the Railroad Rehabilitation 
and Improvement Financing (RRIF) program as to whether a loan would be provided for Phase I.   
 
As a result of the environmental review process conducted by FRA in cooperation with AAF for Phase I, AAF is authorized 
to construct the Phase I component of the Project as reviewed and approved in the 2012 EA and FRA’s subsequent FONSI. 
Since the FONSI, AAF proposed and FRA has evaluated a new location for the proposed Fort Lauderdale Station and issued 
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a re‐evaluation decision that found no significant difference from the location evaluated in the 2012 EA. Also since the 
FONSI, AAF proposed and FRA has evaluated a new location in West Palm Beach for the proposed Fort Lauderdale layover 
and maintenance facility. FRA has issued a supplemental EA for public review of this new site concurrent with this DEIS.  
Considering Phase II of the Project and RRIF loan approval as separate federal actions, FRA has undertaken a NEPA review 
of the proposed extension. Given that operations would cover the full corridor from Orlando to Miami, this DEIS analyzes 
the cumulative effects of completing both phases of the Project, although the impacts exclusively from Phase 1 have 
already been addressed in the 2012 EA and FONSI and will not be reanalyzed in the DEIS. AAF can proceed at this time 
with construction of Phase I based upon the FONSI and incorporating the mitigation measures identified therein. The bulk 
of the information in this DEIS related to Phase I is drawn from the 2012 EA. FRA concluded that it was important to 
provide a comprehensive look at the environmental impacts of both phases in one environmental document. 
 
Phase II of the Project includes constructing a new railroad line parallel to State Road (SR) 528 between the Orlando 
International Airport (MCO) and Cocoa, constructing a new Vehicle Maintenance Facility (VMF) on property owned by the 
Greater Orlando Airport Authority (GOAA), adding a second track within 128.5 miles of the FECR Corridor between West 
Palm Beach and Cocoa, and additional bridge work between Miami and West Palm Beach. The proposed service would 
use a new intermodal facility at MCO that is being constructed by GOAA as an independent action. The Project includes 
purchasing five additional passenger train sets, and would add 16 new round‐trip intercity passenger train trips (32 one‐
way trips) on the new railroad segment and on the FECR Corridor between Cocoa and West Palm Beach. No additional 
trips beyond those considered in the 2012 EA (16 round‐trip intercity passenger train trips [32 one‐way trips]) would be 
added on the West Palm Beach to Miami section. 
 
COMMENT: Phase II operations must also consider the increase in freight rail and passenger rail operations on all of the 
waterways which are crossed by FEC in addition to the New River Bridge on the movable bridges at the St. Lucie River and 
Loxahatchee (Jupiter) River bridges.  
 
About the NEPA Process 
FRA is the lead federal agency responsible for conducting the NEPA environmental review process for the Project. FRA 
manages financial assistance programs for rail capital investments and has certain safety oversight responsibilities with 
respect to railroad operations. 
 
Page S-3 
 
NEPA and the Council on Environmental Quality’s implementing regulations define the general framework for preparing 
an EIS. FRA also has its own, more specific, guidelines for implementing NEPA. 
 
The NEPA process typically includes these steps: 



 Notice of Intent – a notice, published in the Federal Register, notifying the public of the federal agency’s intent to 
prepare an EIS, defining the project and informing the public how to comment on the project. The Notice of Intent 
for the AAF Project was published on April 15, 2013. 



 Scoping – an early and open process for identifying significant issues related to a project. As part of the scoping 
process, agencies and the public are invited to participate and provide comment. A series of public scoping 
meetings for the Project were held in April and May 2013 in Orlando, Fort Pierce, West Palm Beach, Fort 
Lauderdale and Miami and an agency scoping meeting was held in April 2013. Agencies and the public provided 
input that informed the scope and content of the environmental studies conducted for the DEIS, including 
concerns about noise and vibration impacts, impacts to navigation, impacts to wildlife and protected species, 
safety and traffic operations at grade crossings. The public comments also indicated in interest in additional 
stations and the opportunity to include a bicycle trail within the railroad right‐of‐way (ROW).  



 
Comment: During the scoping period significant issues which were to be identified should have included all of the rail 
operations that are being proposed which will utilize the FEC corridor. These rail operations should have included the plan 
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to have Tri-Rail commuter operations joint use of the FEC corridor through Fort Lauderdale which would impact navigation 
on the New River. FEC is in negotiations with Tri-Rail and has provided scheduling information and rail operations models 
to Tri-Rail as discussed and cited in the Tri-Rail Preliminary Project Development Report, Appendix 3: Rail Operations 
Analysis Report and Materials, Dated April 2014, Prepared by RS&H, CH2M HILL, AECOM, Ernst & Young, Communikatz, 
Inc., as directed by FDOT – District 4. It is totally improper to omit any discussion of the proposed Tri-Rail Coastal Link 
Study in the AAF DEIS when the project plans have been developed to the point that a Preliminary Project Development 
Report has been presented to the public and is actively being brought into reality with service being proposed along the 
existing FEC Corridor in the near future (2016) following the NEPA requirements for a EIS and securing project approval. 
 



 Draft EIS (DEIS) – the purpose of the DEIS is to disclose all environmental effects associated with the project 
alternatives, whether they are adverse or beneficial and allow the public to review and comment on the 
document. FRA has prepared and published this DEIS in coordination with the FAA, USACE and USCG and informed 
the public through a notice in the Federal Register, newspaper ads and press releases. Public information meetings 
on the DEIS will be held during the 75‐day public comment period. 



 
Comment: As stated above the purpose of the Draft EIS is to disclose all environmental effects associated with the project 
alternatives. Omission of any discussion of impacts resulting from the combined corridor use of the existing FEC 
operations, Tri-Rail and increased freight operations attributable to Post Panamax Container Ships using Port Everglades 
and Port Miami is a blatant omission of potential major impacts which will affect navigation on all of the movable bridges 
on the FEC corridor and the most heavily impacted movable Bridge will be the FEC bridge at MP 341.26 over the New 
River. 
 
Page S-5 
 
Alternatives Considered in this EIS 



In order to identify and consider alternatives that will satisfy this purpose, including the Project’s feasibility as a private 



enterprise, AAF identified its primary objective which is to provide an intercity rail service that is sustainable as a private 



commercial enterprise. The two principal components of this objective are the basis for developing the criteria and 



framework for evaluating the Project alternatives. AAF’s two primary goals are to:   
 



 Provide  a  reliable  and  convenient  intercity  rail  service  between  Orlando  and  Miami  with  an  approximate 3‐
hour trip time between the terminal stations; and  



 
 Provide an intercity rail service that is sustainable as a private commercial enterprise. Sustainable means that the rail 



service can attract sufficient riders to meet revenue projections and operate at an acceptable profit level.  
 
The DEIS evaluates the No‐Action Alternative as a baseline to compare the effects of the “build” (Action) Alternatives. The No‐
Action Alternative involves no changes to the rail line within the FECR Corridor beyond regular maintenance and improvements 
that have been currently planned and funded. Under the No‐Action Alternative, existing freight operations and infrastructure 
would be maintained by FECR. The demand for freight capacity is expected to grow along the North South Corridor (N‐S Corridor) 
regardless of the Project. Based on anticipated operations data for the 2016 target date for the Project, the average number of 
freight trains per day is expected to increase from 10 to 14 (in 2013) to 20, along with an increase  in  the  average  train  length  
to 8,150  feet.  The   No‐Action   Alternative would also include future planned and funded roadway, transit, air and other 
intermodal improvements likely to be completed within the Project study area by the 2016 target date. 
 
Comment: All future planned uses of the FEC corridor should be included in the DEIS and the  method for dealing with the 
increased traffic should be included in the project improvements regardless of whether or not the planned use of the 
corridor by Tri-Rail or increased freight traffic occurs by AAF’s target date of 2016.  Shared use of facilities such as stations 
and trackage requires that these issues be included in the DEIS and the planning of improvements required for all of the 
proposed use. 
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Page S-7 Table S-1 DEIS Alternatives 
 



 
Table S-1         DEIS Alternatives 



Segment/Project 



Element 



No-Action Alternative A Alternative C Alternative E 



MCO No construction 2.5-mile new 



rail corridor 



2.5-mile new 



rail corridor 



2.5-mile new 



rail corridor 



E-W Corridor No construction 1.5-mile new 



rail corridor 



west of 



Narcoosee 



Road 



17.5-mile new rail 



corridor within 



current SR 528 



OOCEA ROW 



15-mile new rail 



corridor within 



FDOT and utility 



ROWs 



5 new bridges 



over water 



1.5-mile new 



rail corridor 



west of 



Narcoosee 



Road 



17.5-mile new rail 



corridor along 



boundary of 



current SR 528 



OOCEA ROW 



15-mile new rail 



corridor within 



FDOT and utility 



ROWs 



5 new bridges 



over water 



1.5-mile new 



rail corridor 



west of 



Narcoosee 



Road 



17.5-mile new 



rail corridor 100 



feet south of 



current SR 528 



OOCEA ROW 



15-mile new rail 



corridor within 



FDOT and utility 



ROWs 



5 new bridges 



over water 



N-S Corridor No construction – 



Freight trips increase 



to 



20 trips/day in 2016 



128.5 mile corridor 



Add second 



track, straighten 



curves, 



Reconstruct 



18 bridges 



128.5 mile corridor 



Add second 



track, straighten 



curves, 



Reconstruct 



18 bridges 



128.5 mile corridor 



Add second 



track, straighten 



curves, 



Reconstruct 



18 bridges 
WPB-M Corridor No construction – 



Freight increases to 



20 trips/day in 2016 



66.5-mile 



corridor Add 



second track 



Reconstruct 7 



bridge
s 



66.5-mile 



corridor Add 



second track 



Reconstruct 7 



bridge
s 



66.5-mile 



corridor Add 



second track 



Reconstruct 7 



bridge
s 



VMF No construction New VMF on 



south portion of 



GOAA property 



Construct 1 



new bridge 



New VMF on 



south portion of 



GOAA property 



Construct 1 



new bridge 



New VMF on 



south portion of 



GOAA property 



Construct 1 



new bridge Stations MCO Intermodal 
Station 



West Palm Beach 



Fort Lauderdale 



Miami 



West Palm Beach 



Fort Lauderdale 



Miami 



West Palm Beach 



Fort Lauderdale 



Miami 



Passenger Trips None 16 RT (32 trains) 16 RT (32 trains) 16 RT (32 trains) 



Ridership 0 3.5M 3.5M 3.5M 
 
 
Alternative E differs from Alternatives A and C within the OOCEA ROW section of the E‐W Corridor. Alternative E would 
include a new rail corridor extending north through MCO to SR 528 (the MCO Segment), including the proposed VMF; a 
new rail alignment 200 feet south of the SR 528 OOCEA ROW (the E‐W Corridor) from MCO SR 520 and then within the SR 
528 FDOT ROW to the FECR Corridor in Cocoa; and would use the existing FECR ROW from Cocoa to West Palm Beach (the 
N‐S Corridor). Within the N‐S Corridor, the Project largely consists of restoring a second track, modifying several curves to 
accommodate higher speeds and replacing or repairing bridges across waterways. Alternative E also includes 
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modifications to seven bridges within the WPB‐M Corridor, a new location for the proposed Fort Lauderdale Station and 
minor track modifications at the Miami Viaduct. 
 
Comment: The estimated increase in freight operations to 20 trips per day in 2016 is in conflict with stated projected 
freight operations presented to the Florida legislators and at several other rail conferences by FEC rail, and is a marked 
increase from the forecast discussion in the Environmental Assessment. The alternatives do not include any comment or 
consideration of the addition of a two track mid-level movable bridge adjacent to the existing FEC bridge 341.26 over the 
New River to carry Tri- Rail commuter passenger rail. The proposal by Tri-rail calls for shared stations at Ft. Lauderdale and 
other locations in the WPB to Miami corridor. If there are to be shared stations FEC and AAF must take them in to 
consideration in this DEIS. According to the DEIS, AAF plans to be at grade with their proposed passenger operations at 
the proposed Ft. Lauderdale Station and on the existing New River Bridge. With the Tri-Rail Passenger operations operating 
over a mid-level movable bridge over the New River this is a direct conflict.  The DEIS should include an alternate to have 
all passenger operations carried on the proposed mid-level bridge in order to make it possible to have a joint shared 
station as proposed by Tri-Rail and to separate freight and passenger operations which would minimize the number of 
bridge openings required if the 32 passenger trains per day proposed by AAF were also carried on the higher Mid-Level 
bridge. 
 
The following presentation was given by James Hertwig, FEC on 08/07/2013 at the 16th Annual Transportation & 
Infrastructure Summit conference: 
 
FEC Overview 
 
• 351 miles of mainline track 



−   Only railroad along Florida’s east coast 
−   Unparalleled link between Florida rail traffic and nation’s rail network 



• Most direct and efficient North/South mode for transporting multiple types of freight 
−   Competitive advantage over motor carriers due to highly congested roadways and challenging trucking 
environment 



• Attractive freight mix 
−   Intermodal containers and trailers  
−   Carload 



• Crushed rock (aggregate) 
• Automobiles, food products and other industrial products 
• Connect to national freight network via CSX and Norfolk Southern in Jacksonville 



 
Key Florida Attributes 
 
• Large Consumer Market 



–   4th largest state economy in the U.S. (by GDP) (1) 
–   Over 19 million residents, 3rd largest state population behind California and Texas (2) 
–   More than 85 million out-of-state visitors annually (3) 



• Strategic Location 
–   Primary gateway to Latin America; accounts for more than one-third of all U.S. trade with Latin  America 
–   3 of the nation’s 15 largest container seaports 
–   Closest U.S. ports of call from Panama Canal (Port Miami and Everglades) 
 



• Large Consumer Market 
–   4th largest state economy in the U.S. (by GDP) (1) 
–   Over 19 million residents, 3rd largest state population behind California and Texas (2) 
–   More than 85 million out-of-state visitors annually (3) 
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• Strategic Location 
–   Primary gateway to Latin America; accounts for more than one-third of all U.S. trade with Latin  America 
–   3 of the nation’s 15 largest container seaports 
–   Closest U.S. ports of call from Panama Canal (Port Miami and Everglades) 
 



The Asian Market Opportunity 
 
• Panama Canal expansion will allow larger vessel passage 



−   Currently can accommodate 4,800 TEU vessels 
−   Post expansion, Canal will accommodate 13,000 + TEU vessels which will allow for faster  all-water times to the 
East Coast for the more cost efficient “large vessels” (larger vessels are 30% more cost efficient) 



• Currently only 2 ports on the eastern seaboard with 50’ water depth 
• Over the last 3 years, the Port Miami received funding for over $1.0 billion in infrastructure  improvements, which 



combined with the Panama Canal expansion, will make it a gateway for  import/export activity 
−   On-dock rail restoration, with direct rail access to intermodal yard (FEC), and straight-track  access to North 
Florida and beyond utilizing FEC Railway infrastructure (Completion: 2nd half 2013) 
−   The Tunnel project will allow for better, and incremental access of freight flows in/out of the  
Port (Completion: May 2014) 
−   50’ dredge expected to be completed in 2015 in concert with the Panama Canal expansion project 
 



Strategic Initiative: On-dock rail service at Port Miami 
 
• Implementing on-dock rail service at Port Miami allows FEC to directly serve Port customers 



– Only railroad with direct access to the Port 
– Trains will be run directly from the Port to the FEC mainline 



• Total project cost $45-50 million 
– Federal TIGER II grant ($23M) 
– Florida DOT (up to $9M) 
– Miami Dade County (up to $5M) 
– FEC (up to $9M) 



• Q2 2013 Update 
– Rail line lead to Port has been completed 
– Bascule Bridge rehabilitation phase has begun 
– Joint marketing program with the Port has begun 



•   Estimated startup date: 2nd half 2013 
 



Strategic Initiative: ICTF and near dock rail service at Port Everglades 
 
• ICTF Groundbreaking Event took place on January 17th to announce the start of construction on a 42 acre 



Intermodal Container Transfer Facility 
• Total Cost: $73M 



– FEC-State Loan and Cash ~ $35M 
– Broward County ~ $20M 
– State Grants ~ $18M 



• Q2 2013 Update 
– Lease agreement with Broward County executed 
– ICTF design-build request has been awarded to The Milord Company 
– Received State Loan funding in Q3 



• Estimated completion during the 1st half of 2014| 
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Comment:  Future rail operations will consist of the exiting freight rail and the proposed passenger rail operations; also 
the probability of increased freight traffic due to the planned improvements at Port Everglades and Port Miami need to 
be considered.  These have been extensively described by FECR (including in their presentation to the 16th annual 
Transportation and Infrastructure Summit) and by the Florida Department of Transportation, the Florida Seaports Council, 
and the Metropolitan Planning Organizations of the three South Florida Counties, among others.  The increased tonnage 
expected at these ports is order of magnitude three times greater than presently handled at these ports according to the 
FECR presentation. There is therefore a possibility for rail freight operations to triple to meet this additional demand 
required to move the container (intermodal) traffic northward from Port Miami and Port Everglades to Jacksonville and 
connections to other freight carriers. The train movements to be accounted for in the future would consist of 33 (11X3) 
freight trains per day and the 32 planned passenger trains proposed by AAF. In addition to the FEC and AAF planned train 
movements Tri-Rail Coastal Link is proposing up to 60 trains per day on the FEC Corridor originating from the Tri-Rail Red 
Line Corridor crossing on the Pompano Connector to the FEC Corridor. These estimates contradict the estimated 20 freight 
trips per day listed in the DEIS. This dramatic increase in freight, passenger and commuter Rail operations requires 
consideration of separation of freight and passenger operations to improve the service on the existing corridor and lessen 
the impact on navigation at the New River and the other movable bridges at St. Lucie and Loxahatchee Rivers. 
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SECTION 1, INTRODUCTION, REVIEW AND COMMENTS 
 
Page1-1 Introduction 
 
This Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) evaluates a proposal by All Aboard Florida ‐ Operations LLC (AAF) to 
institute intercity passenger rail service between Orlando and Miami, Florida with station stops in Orlando, West Palm 
Beach, Fort Lauderdale, and Miami (Project). The Project would consist of a 235‐mile intercity passenger rail service with 
an anticipated three‐hour travel time. 
 
The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) published a Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Project in the Federal Register on April 15, 2013. FRA is the lead federal agency responsible for conducting 
the environmental review and preparing the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) environmental documentation 
related to the Project described in this DEIS 
 
Page 1-7  
 
1.5  Development of this Environmental Impact Statement 
As it has in the past, FRA has used a third party contracting process in preparing this DEIS. FRA does not have appropriated 
funds to support the development of EISs for RRIF loan applications. As a result, FRA requires the applicant to engage the 
services of a qualified consultant approved by FRA to assist FRA in preparing the EIS. Consistent with a memorandum of 
agreement among the parties, the third party contractor is paid for by AAF but reports to and takes direction from FRA. 
In developing the proposed action, AAF engaged the services of consultant firms to prepare engineering designs for the 
Project and to prepare technical reports documenting existing environmental conditions and analyses of environmental 
consequences. FRA’s third party contractor reviewed all materials provided by AAF; assisted FRA in determining that this 
information was complete, accurate, and relevant; and assisted FRA In the preparation of this DEIS. 
 
Comment: It is apparent that AAF did not disclose all issues to the third party contractor which should be a part of the 
discussion and be included in the impacts and issues discussed in the DEIS document. It may also be possible that the Third 
party contractor ignored the issues if in fact they were provided which in either case is a mistake in not including them in 
the DEIS. 
 
This document does not question the Purpose and need for the proposed action. Therefore we do not have comments 
regarding Section 2 of the DEIS. 
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SECTION 3, ALTERNATIVES, REVIEW AND COMMENTS 
 
Page 3-1 Alternatives 
 
3 Alternatives 
 
The Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations that implement the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA) state that the alternatives section is the heart of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) (40 CFR § 1502.14). 
Those regulations and accompanying guidance, Forty Most Asked Questions Concerning CEQ’s National Environmental 
Policy Act Regulations (CEQ 1981), require a federal decision‐maker, in this case the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA), 
to: 
 



 Develop and describe the range of alternatives capable of achieving the purpose and need (1505.1(e)), including 
alternatives not within the jurisdiction of the lead agency and the No‐Action Alternative (1502.14(d)); and 



 Rigorously explore and objectively evaluate these alternatives, and provide reasons why the lead agency 
eliminated certain alternatives from further study (1502.14(a)). 



 
This chapter describes the process through which the Proposed Action (Build) Alternatives and the No‐Action Alternative 
for Phase II of the Orlando‐Miami Passenger Rail Project were identified and evaluated, and provides a detailed description 
of the alternatives evaluated in this Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). The environmental impacts of each of 
the alternatives that were carried forward from this screening process are evaluated in Chapter 5, Environmental 
Consequences, of this DEIS. 
 
Comment: The DEIS is not in compliance with this directive to include all of the alternatives to achieve the purpose and 
need of the project when significant issues  (proposed freight increase and Tri-Rail passenger operations) concerning rail 
operations and impacts on navigation have not been addressed in the DEIS.  In other words, all prior alternatives (such as 
a tunnel, and mid-level or high level bridges should have been analyzed in the DEIS instead of dismissed.  
 
Page 3-2 
 
3.2 Alternatives Identification and Screening 
 
This section describes the alternatives that were identified and developed for the Project and the criteria used to evaluate 
each alternative. The analysis also included a preliminary comparison of potential impacts to key environmental resources.  
Alternatives were identified and screened in an iterative, three level process: 



 Level 1 identified and screened overall routes connecting Orlando with the previously reviewed West Palm Beach 
to Miami service, and identified a preferred route alternative. 



 Level 2 was more fine‐grained and evaluated segment alternatives within the preferred route. 



 Level 3 evaluated alternatives within one segment (the Orlando‐Orange County Expressway Authority (OOCEA)‐
controlled segment of the East‐West Corridor) of the preferred route. 



 
Figure 3.2‐1 shows the screening process graphically. In order to identify and consider alternatives that will satisfy the 
Project’s purpose, including its feasibility as a private enterprise, AAF developed evaluation criteria, including six critical 
determining factors (Critical Determining Factors) that must be met in order for AAF to be able to proceed with the Project. 
These screening criteria recognize that AAF is a private enterprise that cannot rely on government operating subsidies and 
that does not have the authority to acquire property by eminent domain (condemnation). To be feasible as a private 
enterprise, AAF must be able to: 
 



 Provide reliable and convenient intercity passenger rail transportation connecting Orlando and Miami, Florida, by 
extending previously reviewed passenger rail service between West Palm Beach and Miami; 
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 Gain access to the lands on which alternatives are proposed through viable acquisitions, leases, licenses, permits, 
or other arrangements that do not preclude the feasibility of the Project as a private enterprise; 



 Deliver a travel time that will meet the ridership targets necessary for a sustainable commercial initiative; 



 Commence construction in the near term in order to control costs; 



 Remain in close proximity to existing or planned transportation corridors in order to limit land acquisitions and 
related impacts; and 



 Limit cost of development, including cost of land acquisitions, access, construction, and environmental mitigation. 
 
AAF identified the alternatives at each level, and developed and applied screening criteria to determine whether each 
alternative was reasonable and capable of being implemented in accordance with these overall objectives. FRA has 
independently evaluated AAF’s analysis, validated assumptions, and has prepared the following summary of the 
alternatives evaluation process. 
 
Comment:  In order to satisfy the above criteria the full impact of all rail operations must be evaluated in the alternatives. 
The omission of any future rail operations will impact the ability of the alternative selection to satisfy the project purpose, 
it will also affect projected travel times and prohibits the ability to perform a complete evaluation as to the necessity of 
providing additional ROW and infrastructure to support the project.  The projected costs to implement the project will not 
be accurate without the consideration of those costs for future freight and passenger operations by AAF and Tri-Rail. 
Impacts on the environment and on Navigation in particular will not be accurately identified without inclusion of all of the 
possible future rail operations on the FEC corridor. 
 
Page 3-10 
 
3.2.1.3 Route Alternatives Screening 
The four Level 1 Route Alternatives were evaluated using screening criteria specific to the overall Project objectives and 
the level of design available for these routes. This section describes the screening criteria and how the criteria were applied 
to identify a preferred route. Table 3.2‐1 presents the results of the Level 1 screening analysis. Shaded cells indicate that 
the alternative does not satisfy the screening criterion. As shown in Table 3.2‐1, the CSX, Florida’s Turnpike, and I‐95 Route 
Alternatives do not meet the overall screening criteria. 
 
The CSX Route Alternative does not meet the Project purpose. Trip times would exceed the 3‐hour target. Because of the 
substantial number of private land acquisitions, the Project could not be constructed in a reasonable time frame and 
would not be practicable if AAF was unable to purchase these properties. Because it requires an operating agreement 
with CSX, there is a potential that an acceptable operating agreement would not be developed and this route would not 
be practicable. In addition, the CSX Route Alternative would have the second‐highest level of wetland loss based on 
wetland acreage, and would not be the least environmentally damaging alternative as defined by the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers (USACE) with respect to Section 404 permitting. 
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Table 3.2-1       Screening Analysis Results – Level 1 Route Alternatives 
 Alternative 



 
Criterion 



 
Metric 



 
CSX 



Florida 
Turnpike 



 
I-95 



 
FECR 



Land Access Requires new rail 
connector across West 
Palm Beach 



Yes Yes Yes No 



 Requires RR operating 
agreement for shared 
use 



Yes No No Yes 
(in place) 



 Requires land from 
private landowners 



Substanti
al 



(1,556 
parcels) 



Substantial 
(211 parcels) 



Substantial 
(743 parcels) 



2 private 
parcels 



(3 public)  Requires lease from 
public transportation 
agencies 



Yes Yes Yes Yes 
(in place) 



Logistics 



Use of Existing 
Infrastructure 



Does the alternative use 
existing infrastructure? 



Partially No No Partially 



Train Signaling 
and 
Control Systems 



Does the alternative have 
a rail signal and control 
system in place? 



Partially No No Partially 



Route Length and 
Time 



Does the alternative 
meet the target travel 
time 
(3 hrs., 15 min. or less)? 



264 
miles 



Time > 
target 



226 
miles 



Time = 
target 



229 
miles 



Time = 
target 



235 miles 
Time = target 



Environmental 



Wetlands and 
Waterways1 



Amount of resource 
directly or indirectly 
affected 



268 acres 243 acres 272 acres 134 acres 



Conservation 
Lands2 



Amount of resource 
potentially affected 



13 miles 0 miles 12 miles 5 miles 



Threatened 
and 
Endangered 
Species3 



Number of habitats 
directly or indirectly 
affected 



14 10 3 11 



1            Within a the construction footprint (100-feet wide for new track) 



2            Miles crossed or adjacent to the alternative 



3            Within a 300-foot corridor centered on the track 
 
Comment: Omitted from the screening analysis for the Level 1 Route Alternatives is the impact on Navigation for the FECR 
alternative Routes. This impact should be considered when evaluating all of the possible routes. Additionally, diversion of 
freight traffic from the FEC line to the CSX line or other future planned rail corridors should be considered to make way 
for increased passenger traffic.  Referred to as “freight rationalization,” and advanced by the Treasure Coast Regional 
Planning Council (represented on the Coastal Link Steering Committee) this means should be considered in the context of 
the cumulative impact of future rail traffic on South Florida rail corridors.   
Page 3-12 
 
At-Grade Crossings and Railroad Bridges 
 
The alternatives analysis considers the number of existing at‐grade crossings that would have to be modified and the 
number of new at‐grade crossings that would need to be constructed where a grade‐separated crossing was not feasible 
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or necessary. The total number of at‐grade crossings would potentially impact train speeds as trains must reduce speeds 
in some areas with at‐grade crossings. New at‐grade crossings would add to the Project cost and would impact traffic on 
local roads. Improvements or widening of existing at‐grade crossings would also impact Project cost. The number of at‐
grade crossings for each alternative was estimated using GIS mapping. 
 
The alternatives analysis also considers the number of new bridges over waterways or highways that would be required 
for each alternative. Bridge construction would impact Project cost and schedule, as bridges require longer construction 
time than at‐grade railroad infrastructure. The number of new or modified bridges associated with each alternative was 
estimated using GIS mapping. For the FECR Corridor, the analysis includes those existing bridges that would require 
modification or replacement. 
 
Comment: The Mid-Level Movable bridge to be constructed over the New River on the FEC ROW as proposed by Tri-Rail 
should be included in the discussion on railroad bridges in the screening analysis of the alternatives. 
 
Page 3-15 
 



 
Table 3.2-2       Screening Analysis Results – Level 2 FECR Route Segment Alternatives 
Criterion Metric 2A 2B 2B GOAA 2C 
Time of Execution Can the alternative be 



constructed in the near-
term? 



No Yes No No 



Logistics 



Land Access Number of landowners 279 5 100 63 
At-Grade Crossings Number of new or 



extended crossings 
8 0 8 (existing) 16 



Bridges Number of new or 
reconstructed bridges over 
waterways/over roads 



27/10 27/10 27/8 26/37 



Route Length and Time Does the alternative meet 
the target travel time 
(3 hrs. 15 min. or less)? 



248 miles 
Time> target 



235 miles 
Time= target 



233 miles 
Time>target 



238 miles 
Time>targ 
et 



Environmental 



Wetlands and 
Waterways 1 



Amount of resource 
directly or indirectly 
impacted 



534 acres 134 acres 285 acres 674 acres 



Conservation Lands 2 Amount of resource 
potentially impacted 



7 miles 5 miles 9 miles 5 miles 



Threatened and 
Endangered Species 1 



Number of habitats 
directly or indirectly 
impacted 



33 11 7 8 



Source; AMEC 2014d, Addendum to Technical Memorandum 3, Screening Analysis for Alternatives Identification. 
1            Within a 300-foot corridor centered on the track 
2            Miles crossed or adjacent to the alternative 
 
 
Comment: The Mid-Level Movable bridge to be constructed over the New River on the FEC ROW as proposed by Tri-Rail 
should be included in the discussion on railroad bridges in the screening analysis of the alternatives. 
 
Page 3-26 
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3.3.2 No-Action Alternative 
The No‐Action Alternative involves no changes to the rail line within the FECR Corridor beyond regular maintenance and 
improvements that have been currently planned and funded. Under the No‐Action Alternative, existing freight operations 
and infrastructure would be maintained by FECR. The No‐Action Alternative would also include future planned and funded 
roadway, transit, air, and other intermodal improvements likely to be completed within the Project study area by the 2016 
target date. Table 3.3‐1 shows the future freight operations within the FECR Corridor that would occur in the absence of 
the Project. 
 
Table 3.3-1       Existing and Future Freight Train Operations (No-Action Alternative) 



 
Day 



2013 (Existing) 2016 
Number of trains 
per day 
(7:00 AM-10:00 PM) 



Number of trains 
per night 
(10:00 PM-7:00 AM) 



Number of trains 
per day 
(7:00 AM-10:00 PM) 



Number of trains 
per night 
(10:00 PM-7:00 AM) 



Monday 10 5 16 8 
Tuesday 11 6 16 9 
Wednesday 11 6 17 9 
Thursday 10 7 15 9 
Friday 11 5 12 6 
Saturday 6 3 8 2 
Sunday 4 6 11 6 
Total 63 38 95 49 
Average Trains per 
Day 



14 20 



Source: AAF. 2013a. Modeling Assumptions. May 2013. Report. 
 
Comment: The existing and future freight train operations are incorrect; they do not include the increase in freight traffic 
planned for by FEC due to the Post Panamax expansion and the dredging and rail infrastructure improvements at Port 
Miami and Port Everglades to accommodate the larger Post Panama expansion container ships. 
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Bridge and Structures 



Bridge construction over waterways would be required at the 18 locations listed in Table 3.3‐5, either to 
rehabilitate the existing bridges (two locations), replace the original bridge with two new single‐track 
bridges (nine locations), or retain the existing bridge and construct a new single‐track bridge adjacent to 
the existing (seven locations) (Figure 3.3‐4). Bridge plans are currently at the conceptual design level. 
Sixteen new bridges would be constructed in‐water or over water and would be fixed‐span structures. All 
new structures would be concrete, supported on concrete pilings, and would retain the existing vertical 
and horizontal clearances. The Project also includes rehabilitating the two moveable bridges at the St. 
Lucie River and Loxahatchee (Jupiter Inlet) River. 
Table 3.3-5       Proposed Bridges, N-S Corridor 



 
Bridge 



 
Existing 



Number of New 
Single- Track 
Bridges 



 
Length 
(ft) 



 
Width 
(ft) 



 
Number of 
Spans 



Horse Creek Retain 1 72 16 3 
Eau Gallie River Demolish 2 580 16 (15)1 
Crane Creek Demolish 2 660 16 (17) 
Turkey Creek Demolish 2 180 16 3 



Goat Creek Demolish 2 120 16 5 
St. Sebastian River Demolish 2 1625 16 (43) 



North Canal Retain 1 100 16 4 
Main Canal Retain 1 118 16 4 



South Canal Retain 1 125 16 5 



Taylor Creek Rehabilitate - 210 16 8 



Moores Creek Retain 1 72 16 3 
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Rio Waterway Demolish 2 95 16 4 
St. Lucie River Rehabilitate - 1270 24 49 



Salerno Waterway Retain 1 40 16 2 
Salerno Waterway 2 Demolish 2 103 16 4 



Manatee Tributary 1 Demolish 2 34 16 1 
Manatee Tributary 2 Demolish 2 34 16 1 



Loxahatchee River Rehabilitate - 585 28 9 
Earman River Retain 1 175 16 7 



1 Number of spans has not been determined for the new structure. (X) is number of existing spans. 
 
 
Comment: The existing and future freight train operations are incorrect; they do not include the increase in freight traffic 
planned for by FEC due to the Post Panama expansion and the dredging and rail infrastructure improvements at Port 
Miami and Port Everglades to accommodate the larger Post Panama expansion container ships. 
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3.3.3.4 West Palm Beach – Miami Corridor 
 
The Project within the WPB‐M Segment remains the same as the project evaluated in the 2012 EA and 2013 FONSI. Phase 
I of the Project includes reconstructing the former second track within the FECR ROW from West Palm Beach to Miami 
and constructing new passenger rail stations in West Palm Beach, Fort Lauderdale, and Miami. New elements of the Phase 
II Project that were not previously evaluated in the WPB‐M Segment include replacing or reconstructing seven bridges 
over waterways. 
 
Bridges 
 
As shown in Table 3.3‐6, AAF proposes to improve seven bridges within the WPB‐M Segment to accommodate the 
proposed second track. As long‐range operational flexibility for full operations from Orlando to Miami has been further 
studied and understood, AAF has determined that double‐tracking these bridges would be warranted for Phase II 
operations. As shown in Table 3.3‐6, four bridges would be rehabilitated, and seven would require construction to replace 
the original bridge with two new single track bridges (the two Middle River crossings and the Oleta River), or retain the 
existing bridge and construct a new single‐track bridge adjacent to the existing structure (four locations) (Figure 3.3‐4). All 
new structures would be concrete, supported by concrete pilings, and would retain the existing vertical and horizontal 
clearances. The moveable bridge at the New River in Fort Lauderdale would be rehabilitated as part of Phase 1. 
 



Table 3.3-6       Proposed Bridges over Waterways, West Palm Beach-Miami Corridor 



 
Bridge 



 
Existing 



Number of 
New Single- 
Track Bridges 



 
Length 
(ft) 



 
Width 
(ft) 



 
Number of 
Spans 



West Palm Beach Canal Retain 1 200 16 9 



Boynton Canal Retain 1 154 16 6 
Hidden Valley Canal Rehabilitate - 171 13 6 
Hillsboro Canal Retain 1 206 16 8 



Cypress Creek Canal Retain -    
North Fork Middle River Demolish 2 192 16 (8)1 



South Fork Middle River Demolish 2 192 16 (8)1 



New River Rehabilitate - 210 30 6 
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Tarpon River Retain -    
Dania Canal Rehabilitate - 79 30 1 



Oleta River Demolish 2 82 16 (26)1 



Snake Creek Canal Rehabilitate - 160 27 7 
Arch Creek Retain 1 75 16 1 
Biscayne Park Canal Retain -    



Little River Canal Retain -    



1 Number of spans has not been determined for the new structure. (X) is number of existing spans. 
 
Comment: The DEIS does not discuss the movable bridge over the New River being planned by Tri-Rail and included in 
their Environmental Assessment. AAF in their DEIS proposes a rehabilitation of the New River Bridge. FEC has been in 
discussion with Tri-Rail and has provided data to Tri-Rail. If this bridge being proposed by Tri-Rail is included in their plan, 
FEC needs to discuss how this will affect their planned operations for freight as well as their planned AAF passenger 
operations.  AAF should include in their alternates the shared use of this proposed bridge and consider its construction in 
the initial stage of the AAF project rather than after Tri-Rail commences their project.  Such coordination should be 
motivated by the most efficient and prudent expenditure of the public’s investment through proper forethought, planning 
and coordinated design.  
 
Fort Lauderdale Station 
 
Subsequent to the publication of the 2012 EA and 2013 FONSI, AAF shifted the proposed Fort Lauderdale Station building 
to the opposite (west) side of the tracks, along NW 2nd Avenue between NW 4th Street and Broward Boulevard. On March 
27, 2014 FRA issued a Re‐Evaluation that determined the new location would not change the environmental impacts 
identified in the 2012 EA and previously found to be not significant (Appendix 3.3‐A). 
 
Comment: AAF plans for the Fort Lauderdale Station are for an at-Grade Station. Tri-Rail in their Environmental 
Assessment discusses a mid-level movable bridge which would be at a minimum clearance of 21 feet over MHW. This 
would require that the Ft. Lauderdale Station be an elevated station. Since a shared station is proposed by Tri-Rail with 
AAF this needs to be included and considered in the AAF DEIS so the final design and construction does waste taxpayer 
investment in this joint public-private project.  
 
 
 
 
Page 3-34 
3.4 Operations 
The Project’s planned service between Orlando and Miami would consist of 16 revenue round‐trips leaving hourly in each 
direction from 5:00 AM to 9:00 PM, with planned stops at the two intermediate stations in West Palm Beach and Fort 
Lauderdale. The last Orlando‐bound revenue train would arrive in Orlando at 12:10 AM and the last Miami‐bound revenue 
train would arrive in Miami at 11:10 PM. Total scheduled travel time, including stops, is anticipated to be 3 hours, 10 
minutes between the terminal stations. Station to station travel time would be 1 hour, 50 minutes from Orlando to West 
Palm Beach, and 1 hour, 20 minutes from West Palm Beach to Miami. The planned operating speed has three components: 
a maximum speed of 125 mph from Orlando to Cocoa; a maximum speed of 110 mph from Cocoa to West Palm Beach; 
and a maximum speed of 79 mph from West Palm Beach to Miami. Table 3.3‐9 depicts the projected average operating 
speeds for passenger and freight rail service by county and the net change in freight rail average operating speed over 
today’s performance. The E‐W Corridor from MCO to Cocoa would be a dedicated‐use corridor with only passenger service 
and no grade crossings, while the N‐S Corridor would be a shared‐use corridor with freight and passenger service and 
grade crossings. 
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Table 3.3-9       Projected Average Passenger Rail Operating Speeds by County 
 
County 



2013 Freight/ 
2016 No-Action 
Alternative (mph) 



 
2016 Freight (with 
Project) (mph) 



 
2016 Passenger 
(mph) 



Change in Average 
Freight Speed with 
Project (mph) 



Orange N/A1 N/A 68.472 N/A1 



Brevard 31.95 40.97 93.77 9.02 
Indian River 38.57 43.45 103.34 4.88 



St. Lucie 33.48 35.55 93.38 2.07 
Martin 31.76 37.06 76.96 5.30 
Palm Beach 34.89 40.42 75.37 5.53 
Broward 31.57 38.11 61.72 6.54 



Miami-Dade 39.63 39.91 55.67 -0.72 



Source: AAF. 2013a. Modeling Assumptions. May 2013. Report. 
1 Only the E-W Corridor enters Orange County, which does not carry freight traffic 



 
 
Comment: 
 
The operations described in the DEIS do not accurately reflect the total projected increase in freight traffic throughout 
Florida due in part to increased activity at Port Everglades and Port Miami following the Panama Canal Expansion. FEC has 
on numerous occasions discussed the increased traffic on FEC with Florida Legislators, senior Florida agency staff, and 
Industry leaders. FEC has made substantial improvements to their rail facilities at the Ports due to this proposed Panama 
Canal generated shipping, and the State of Florida has made substantial investments in seaports, Strategic Intermodal 
System planning, and the Florida Freight Mobility and Trade Plan- Investment Element, July 2014 (see 
http://www.freightmovesflorida.com/docs/default-source/fmtpdocs/draft-fmtp-investment-element_2014-08-18. pdf ).   
It is a major omission to exclude this projected increase from the DEIS. Shared use of the corridor by Tri-Rail also needs to 
be considered and evaluated with regard to train speeds. 
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SECTION 4, AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT, REVIEW AND COMMENTS 
 
Page 4-4 
 
4.1.2.1      Rail Transportation 
 
There are three primary north‐south rail corridors in the Project Study Area. One corridor runs along the east coast of Florida 



between Jacksonville and Miami and is owned by FECR. According to the FECR operations  data  from  2012,  this  route  



consists  of  four  flat  switching  yards,  72  industry  turnouts,  and 21 over‐grade and under‐grade bridges. CSX owns tracks 



through the center of the state between Winter Haven and Palm Beach that connect to a third set of tracks owned by the State 



of Florida between Palm Beach and Miami  (South Flor ida  Rai l  Corr idor ).  There is  n o  ex i s t i n g  rai l  



in f rast ructure  in t h e  E‐W Corridor.   



 
Existing Passenger Train Service 
 
The National Railroad Passenger Corporation (Amtrak) provides passenger rail service between Orlando and Miami on their 



Silver Star and Silver Meteor services. These services originate in New York City and operate between Orlando and Miami via 



CSX tracks to West Palm Beach and the South Florida Rail Corridor tracks between West Palm Beach and Miami. These 



services stop at ten stations including Orlando, Kissimmee, Winter Haven, West Palm Beach, and Miami. One train operates 



per service each day in each direction with travel times ranging from 5 hours, 45 minutes to 7 hours, 34 minutes. The average 



round trip cost for the service is $100.00 for one adult passenger. In 2012, ridership for the entire Silver Star   service   was   



425,794   passengers,   while   ridership   for   the   entire   Silver   Meteor   service   was 375,164   passengers.   Combined   



ridership   was   800,958   annual   passengers   (Brookings   2013).  



 



The South Florida Regional Transit Authority (SFRTA) serves the Project Study Area with commuter rail service between 
Mangonia Park in West Palm Beach and Miami (approximately 70 miles), called “Tri‐Rail.” Only the northernmost station, 
Mangonia Park, is within the Orlando to West Palm Beach study area. Tri‐Rail operates on the South Florida Rail Corridor 
and serves 17 stations with 25 southbound (SB) and 25 northbound (NB) trains per weekday, and 15 SB/15 NB trains per 
weekend day. The travel time between West Palm Beach and Miami is 1 hour, 40 minutes. Tri‐Rail has a zone based fare 
system which ranges from $2.50 to $6.90 per trip.  Fare discounts are available.  Average  monthly  ridership  for  2012  
ranged  from  less  than  12,000  to  over  14,000  riders,  which  is  an  increase  over  the  previous  year  (SFRTA 2013b). 
Figure 4.1.2‐2 shows the Tri‐Rail service.  
 
Existing Freight Rail Service 
Regular freight traffic currently operates within the FECR Corridor from Jacksonville to Miami. The  freight track within the 
FECR Corridor was evaluated from Mile Post (MP) 170 in Cocoa (Brevard  County) to MP  299  in  West  Palm  Beach  (Palm  
Beach  County).  The  existing  freight  traffic  consists  of  an  average  of  15 trains per day with a low of nine daily trains 
on Saturday and a high of 17 daily trains Tuesday  through Thursday. This includes both NB and SB trains. The average 
train length is 8,150 feet, which includes two locomotives and 101 cars. Regular freight traffic also operates within the 
CSX/South Florida Rail corridors from Orlando to Miami. Figure 4.1.2‐3 shows the CSX tracks in the Project Study Area. 
 
Comment: The shared use of the FEC corridor for FEC freight operations, AAF proposed passenger operations and Tri-Rail 
commuter rail service must be fully analyzed in the AAF DEIS in order to understand and evaluate the impact of these 
multiple rail operations on the existing corridor. The DEIS should be clear on what rail infrastructure is contemplated by 
each railroad. The impact of combined service on the existing single track and double track corridor must be fully explored 
and evaluated. The DEIS should be clear on how many tracks are being provided throughout the length of the existing 
corridor; it should also discuss the potential for use of the CSX tracks in Figure 4.1.2-3 since the CSX corridor will be 
integrated with future rail traffic of all types.  
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4.1.3 Navigation 
The United States Coast Guard (USCG) has reviewed the Project and determined that six of the proposed bridges (the new 
bridge across the St. Johns River parallel to SR 528, and the proposed second‐track bridges across the Eau Gallie River, St. 
Sebastian River, Crane Creek, Turkey Creek, and the Hillsboro Canal in Broward County) will require bridge permits (USCG 
letter May 1, 2013, Appendix 4.1.3‐B). The USCG requested that a navigation analysis of these bridges be included in the 
EIS (USCG letter July 24, 2013, Appendix 4.1.3‐A). This detailed analysis is provided in Appendix 4.1.3‐C, Navigation 
Discipline Report. The USCG determined (USCG letter May 1, 2013) that an additional twelve bridges that would be 
reconstructed as part of the Project are exempt from obtaining bridge permits. The reasons provided by the USCG for 
their exemption include that they are either not navigable other than by rowboats, canoes, or small motorboats and 
existing navigational clearances would be maintained; fall under the Coast Guard Authorization Act of 1982; or are not 
subject to tidal influence, not used for substantial interstate or foreign commerce, and not susceptible to such use in their 
natural or potentially improved condition. USCG did not make any findings concerning other fixed‐span bridges where 
superstructure replacement would be required to accommodate the proposed second track. At a meeting held on August 
12, 2013 (see Appendix 4.3.1‐A for meeting notes), USCG indicated that information on the operations of all moveable 
bridges within the Project Study Area would be required to determine if there would be any operational effects on 
navigation. USCG also requested information on the navigation conditions at the New River Bridge within the WPB‐M 
Corridor. 
 
This section provides a summary of existing navigational conditions for the proposed new fixed bridge over the St. Johns 
River and for three existing moveable bridges (Figure 4.3.1‐1):   
 



 The St. Lucie River (St. Lucie/Martin County);  



 The Loxahatchee River (also known as the Jupiter River, Martin/Palm Beach County); and  



 The New River in Fort Lauderdale (Broward County). 
 
4.1.3.1      Methodology 
 
This section describes the methods used to evaluate existing vessel traffic at the three moveable bridges and to evaluate 
existing economic conditions associated with the maritime industry at these locations. This study considers data presented 
in previous traffic studies performed by others, and includes detailed analyses and simulation modeling results based on 
current and future freight train operations, proposed passenger rail, and recent boat traffic surveys. These studies and 
analyses include:  



 Literature reviews of vessel traffic studies conducted at each bridge;  
 



 Summaries of 2014 vessel traffic surveys gathered through video assessments;  
 



 Summaries of bridge closure data;  
 



 A detailed analysis of the existing vessel traffic and bridge schedules;  
 



 A detailed analysis of the marine industry at each bridge;  
 



 Socioeconomic analyses; and  
 



 Results from a discrete‐event simulation model of vessel traffic.  
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Vessel Survey Modeling 
 
Vessel  traffic  on  the  New  River,  Loxahatchee  River,  and  St.  Lucie River were characterized based on a traffic survey 
and video survey.  
 
2014 Vessel Traffic Survey 
 
As described in the 2014 Navigation Discipline Report (Appendix 4.1.3‐C) video recordings from cameras located at FECR’s 
bridges at the St. Lucie River, Loxahatchee River, and New River were provided by FECR. The videos contain approximately 
two to three weeks of data from the peak vessel traffic season, and in some instances a holiday, and were used to quantify 
the number and types of recognizable vessels that pass under the bridges under existing conditions. The raw data collected 
includes the number and size of commercial and recreational vessels that pass under the bridges. These data were 
summarized and organized to show differences and patterns between and within weekdays, weekends, and different 
times of the day (AMEC 2014a).  
 
Comment: The USCG reviewed the Navigation Discipline Report (NDR) for the AAF Passenger Rail Project prepared by 
AMEC for AAF. The USCG commented on the report in a letter dated 02 June 2014 to Charlene Stroehlen, P.E. Senior 
Associate Engineer AMEC – Environment & Infrastructure authored by Barry L. Dragon, Director, District Bridge Program, 
Seventh Coast Guard District. The letter makes the following comments: 
  



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



 
Comment: This author is in agreement with the comments and recommendations contained in the above letter. We also 
believe the Vessel Traffic Study and the impact on navigation is flawed in part as a result of the inaccuracy introduced in 
the model by not including the planned Tri-Rail Commuter Operations and all of the increase in Florida freight rail 
operations.  The number of trains per day and the length and speed of the freight trains not accounted for result in far 
more numerous openings and closure times at the FEC New River Bridge. The impact on navigation at the New River, 
Loxahatchee and St. Lucie river movable bridges is far greater than shown in the NDR prepared by AMEC which forms the 
basis for the impacts on navigation contained in the DEIS. In addition a study of marine traffic at the New River presents 
information indicating the number, type and height above waterline of vessels navigating the New River, at the FEC New 
River Bridge is greater than the vessel traffic study contained in the DEIS. The Vessel Study referred to is the: 
  



Vessel Traffic and Bridge Closure Survey New River, Fort Lauderdale, Florida.  Prepared by: Susan Engle, John 
Maxted,  James Anaston-Karas, of  Envirocare Solutions International, with subcontractor support provided by: 
Photography and Video, Ken Maff, Susan (Suki) Finnerty, Lucas Suski and John Place and Watercraft 
Identification performed by Ken Maff, Debora Radtke, and Wendy Umla.  



 
The report is dated November 2014, with excerpts included as an Appendix to this document submitted by the Coalition 
of Concerned Ft. Lauderdale Area Property Owners, Boaters, and Marine Industry Businesses. 
 
The DEIS in its present form regarding impacts on navigation must be rejected and revised to include an assessment of all 
future projected rail traffic at the New River, Loxahatchee and St. Lucie river movable bridges. 
 
Finally, the vessel traffic simulation (as it was demonstrated at FRA’s public forums in South Florida) was unrealistic.  
Licensed sea captains and casual boat operators alike with local knowledge of New River are aware of its treacherous 
conditions, not the least of which is tidal current with occasional velocity exceeding 4 knots.  Accordingly, a computer 
model which demonstrates vessel maneuverability similar to automobiles is unrealistic and not representative of the real 
river navigation conditions.  
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4.1.3.2 Existing Navigation Conditions 
 
This section describes the nine waterways and the existing (2013) navigation conditions and operations at each waterway. 
 
Comment: This report does not comment on the navigation conditions at the St. Lucie and Loxahatchee river movable 
bridges. Comments on these bridges have been submitted by other parties. In addition this report does not comment on 
the fixed bridges. 
 
New River 



The New River originates in the Everglades and flows east to the Atlantic Ocean, entirely within Broward County. The New 



River is an extensive branched tidal waterway in Fort Lauderdale, which discharges to the ocean at Port Everglades. The 



waterway travels from the Intracoastal Waterway east to the west past residences and through the Central Business 



District of the City of Fort Lauderdale. West of the Central Business District, the river splits into North and South forks. 
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The North Fork of the New River is a shallow meandering tributary, bordered primarily by residences with private docks. 



The South Fork is a wider, deeper tributary, which supports larger vessels and is bordered by residences and commercial 



marine industries. Most marinas at the South Fork are located approximately 2.5 to 3.5 miles from the New River Bridge, 



and numerous boat yards extend to approximately 6.8 miles from the New River Bridge  



 



The New River has a robust waterfront industry, with vessel traffic utilizing a broad array of public and   private marine 



facilities including 12 marinas and four boat ramps; there are also four boat/yacht clubs, two waterfront restaurants, and 



two waterfront hotels that cater to mariners. The marinas range in scale from five slips to more than 190 slips, with an 



average of approximately 42 slips per marina. Marinas on the New River comprise approximately one third of all marinas 



in Broward County. The largest concentration of marinas is located on the South Fork of the New River approximately 



two miles west of New River Bridge (AMEC 2014a). The majority of Fort Lauderdale’s recreational boating industry (repair 



facilities, boatyards, boat sales, equipment sales) are also west of the bridge. Residential and commercial development 



occurs along the navigable extent of the New River, which provides approximately 280 private slips and 3,750 private 



docks. Hundreds of private docks, with boats up to 100 feet long, are also upriver of the bridge. According to a Broward 



County vessel traffic study (Mote Marine Laboratory 2005), recreational boating represents an estimated $8.8 billion 



segment of the local economy. In addition to private recreational boats, the New River is also used by commercial 



sightseeing vessels. The New River going inbound (or up river) starts at river markers five and six. The river is 



approximately 450 feet wide through marker 11 where the river makes an “S” turn to marker 12, known as the Tarpon 



Bend. Beyond marker 12 and into the Central Business District, the river is on average less than 150 feet wide, but can be 



as little as 100 feet wide at some narrower turns. This section of the river can be too narrow for larger vessels, which can 



include yachts up to 140 feet in length. Towboats are often utilized to tow 100‐foot yachts and larger vessels up and down 



the New River to and from several large boat yards that cater to yachts (e.g., Lauderdale Marine Center). All of the 



commercial vessels; such as the tour boats, tow boats and fuel barge boats; as well as bridges (including the FECR New 



River Bridge), monitor very high frequency (VHF) channel 9. 



 



The New River Bridge is located approximately 4 miles west of the New River’s inlet. The FECR railroad bridge, a 2‐track 



bascule bridge, crosses the waterway west of St. Andrews Avenue. The river at this location is approximately 135 feet 



wide. The bridge has a vertical clearance of four feet and a horizontal clearance of 60 feet (AMEC 2014a). The bridge is 



currently kept in the open position and lowered for freight train passage in accordance with USCG Drawbridge Operation 



Regulations at 33 CFR 111.313(b). A bridge operation survey performed through observations of live feed shows that the 



New River Bridge is closed on average 19 minutes per closure.  



 



Comment: The closure time reported in the Vessel Traffic and Bridge Closure Survey New River, Fort Lauderdale, Florida.  
Prepared by: Evirocare Solutions International indicates closures  with  rail operations as they exist today, marine vessel 
traffic is delayed at the FEC bridge by approximately 9 to 72 minutes, which occurs 2 to 7 times per day during daylight 
hours.    
 



Based on the January 2014 FECR video, an average of 157 vessel crossings occurred at the New River Bridge (Min=99; 



Max=289) on a daily basis (6:00 AM to 6:30 PM) from Monday through Friday compared to an average of 356 vessels 



(Min=262; Max=508) per day on a weekend day. As shown in Table 4.1.3‐2, the average count of commercial vessels per 



day ranged from 29 to 59 and the average count of recreational vessels per day ranged from 64 to 356. There was an 



increase in recreational vessel traffic by approximately 64 percent during the weekend; an increase in commercial 



crossings during the weekend was not observed during this two‐week assessment. Both Sundays observed during this 



two week video assessment (January 19 and January 26) had the most vessel activity, with a total 304 and 508 vessel 



counts from 6:00 AM to 6:30 PM, respectively. Wednesdays and Thursdays reported the lowest vessel activity with an 
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average of 114 and 136 vessel counts, respectively. The average vessel count for Monday is likely higher than normal 



since it includes data from January 20, 2014, which was a holiday. 



(AMEC 2014a). 



 



The average vessel count observed during the February 2014 New River live feed observations was lower than values 



obtained from the January 2014 New River Bridge video assessment (Table 4.1.3‐2). However, the density of traffic was 



similar throughout the week, with lower vessel traffic on Thursdays and an increase in vessel traffic over the weekend. A 



higher traffic of recreational vessels was observed compared to commercial vessels. Most commercial vessel trips account 



for those made by taxi boats, the Jungle Queen, a sightseeing riverboat cruise, and towing services (AMEC 2014a). 



 
  Table 4.1.3-2    Daily Vessel Traffic at the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee, and New River Bridges, January 2014 1 



 St. Lucie River Loxahatchee River New River 
Recreational Vessels    
Minimum 26 5 64 
Maximum 406 500 356 
Average 117 148 166 
Commercial Vessels    
Minimum 2 0 29 
Maximum 21 14 59 
Average 4 9 49 
Total Vessels    
Minimum 28 5 99 
Maximum 413 502 508 
Average 121 157 215 



Source:    AMEC. 2014a. Navigation Discipline Report for the AAF Passenger Rail Project from Orlando to Miami, Florida. 
July 2014.  



1 Vessel traffic was assessed during January daylight hours, from 6:00 AM to 6:30 PM 
 
 
Comment: The Vessel Count contained in the Vessel Traffic and Bridge Closure Survey New River, Fort Lauderdale, 
Florida.  Prepared by: Evirocare Solutions International, disagrees with the number reported in the DEIS as shown in the 
following excerpt from the study. 
 
“The variance of vessel traffic during high season (i.e. tourist season/ non-hurricane season from December to 
May) versus low season (hurricane season June to October) was examined.  Based on three years of data 
from Broward County bridge operations in the downtown only (with some extrapolations for missing monthly 
data), the average:  
 



 High season number of vessels is 1,272 and bridge openings is 925  
 Low season number of vessels is 979 and bridge openings is 781 



 
Thus, about 30 percent more vessel traffic is experienced in the height of season, with about 18 percent more 
bridge openings”.  
 
The variance in the number of vessels indicates that the DEIS is seriously flawed with respect to the impact on 
navigation at the New River Bridge.  
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SECTION 5, ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES, REVIEW AND COMMENTS 
 
Page 5 – 7 
 
5.1.2.2 Environmental Consequences 
This section presents the potential impacts of the Project on rail transportation, highways, and local roads, in comparison 
to the No‐Action Alternative in the same analysis year (2016, projected to be the first year of revenue service).  
 
Page 5 – 9 
 
Rail Impacts 
The Project passenger operations would include 16 round‐trip passenger trains per day, which amounts to a maximum 
frequency of two passenger trains crossings per hour. Maximum operating speeds would range from 79 to 125 mph, 
depending upon the location along the E‐W or N‐S Corridors. Operating speeds will be greatest along the E‐W Corridor 
where there are no highway‐rail grade crossings. From the station at MCO to the station at West Palm Beach, service 
would be nonstop, as there are no intermediate stations proposed. 
 
The N‐S Corridor has been designed to cause no adverse impact on freight operations, and has an assumed beneficial 
impact on freight operations. The addition of passenger rail service would require modifying the mostly single‐track system 
to a mostly double track system, which would be used by both passenger and freight operations. This will improve freight 
efficiency by increasing average operating speeds. As a result, the Project would have beneficial impacts on future freight 
traffic along the N‐S Corridor. There are no existing freight rail operations within the E‐W Corridor; therefore, no impacts 
to freight rail operations would occur in the E‐W Corridor with Alternatives A, C, or E. 
 
The Project would also have a beneficial impact on the passenger rail transportation network between Orlando and Miami 
by providing potential customers with an alternative means of rail transportation. The Project is designed to provide a 
direct, nonstop rail service from MCO to West Palm Beach, which is a different service geographically and functionally 
compared to the existing Amtrak service. The Project would also provide more frequent and regular service, which would 
result in more flexibility to potential customers. Riders for AAF are expected to be primarily diverted from automobile 
modes (69 percent of forecast ridership). However, 2 percent of the AAF ridership is forecast to accrue from competing 
passenger rail services, which would include the existing Amtrak service. In 2019, this amounts to approximately 30,526 
annual trips (Table 5.1.2‐3) diverted from Amtrak, which is about 4 percent of Amtrak’s FY2012 ridership along the Silver 
Star (425,794) and Silver Meteor (375,164) corridors (Amtrak 2012). No diversion from Tri‐Rail is anticipated. Tri‐Rail 
provides frequent commuter‐rail service between West Palm Beach and Miami, with multiple stops and relatively low 
fares. The infrequent intercity passenger rail service provided by AAF would have fewer stops and higher fares, and would 
not be expected to divert a significant number of riders. 
 
 



“It’s hard to get an exact estimate of the number of vessels that travel west of the FEC rail bridge, but larger boats 
that require openings of the nearby Andrews Avenue bridge, can be tracked by looking at the bridge tender logs.” 
The number of openings for the Andrews Avenue Bridge is stated in the article as, “All told, the Andrews Avenue 
Bridge does about 10,000 openings per year. Peak months are March, April and May. The highest month was 
March, with 962 openings. The lowest month was September, with 623. And that’s just counting the larger boats 
that need more than the 18 feet of vertical clearance provided by the Andrews Bridge when it’s closed. Smaller 
powerboats such as center consoles, runabouts and skiffs — all of which would still require the FEC rail bridge to 
open — are not counted. Working by remote control, the FEC bridge is lowered for about a dozen freight trains 
each day. But the new passenger service would double, even triple the number of times it would have to 
go down.” 
 



Existing and Proposed Rail Operations were described as follows in the presentation to The Florida Senate, Committee for 
Commerce and Tourism, On October 7, 2013, by Rusty Roberts, FECI.  Excerpts from the report:  
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Proposed Passenger Operation Details:  
• Hourly northbound and southbound service starting in the early morning and ending in the evening  
• Trains will travel  



– Up to 79 mph between Miami and West Palm Beach  
– Up to 110 mph between West Palm Beach and Cocoa  
– Up to 125 mph between Cocoa and Orlando  



• Speed is based on factors such as curvature, signaling, track condition and the number of grade crossings  
 
All Aboard Florida claims its passenger trains will: 
   
• Be faster and lighter than the freight trains that currently operate in the existing rail corridor  
• Consist of two locomotives and seven passenger cars – train sets will be less than 1,000 feet  
• Clear intersections in less than a minute  
• Use clean diesel fuel and meet the highest emissions standards 



 
 
 Differences between Freight and Passenger Trains in the Existing Rail Corridor 



 Freight Current Conditions  Passenger Expected Conditions  



Average Train Length  7,800 feet  900 feet  



Trains Per Day  18  32  



Average Speed  38-52 MPH  79-125 MPH  



 
 
Future Freight 
AAF’s proposal hinges on what this report considers a faulty assumption- that there will be no additional bridge closure 
delays due to volume of train traffic, freight and passenger combined.  As stated in AAF, Environmental Assessment:    
 



“At the highest utilization rate of the ROW, which occurred in 2006, there were 23 through-freight trains per day 
over this FEC corridor running daily on the existing track (i.e., those trains running through one or more terminals 
before reaching a final destination, as opposed to local freight trains serving customers along the line).  By 
contrast, and as discussed herein, the operations proposed for the Project – even when combined with existing 
and future freight operations – will be more limited.  This is true because more efficient freight operations with 
faster, longer trains, have resulted in a reduced usage, with only 10 daily through-freight trains in operation 
today.” 



 
 
We consider this vastly understated, with our engineering assessment arriving at an estimate three times the AAF claim.  
This is supported by extensive evidence presented below.   
 
First, the national and international attention, 13 international Enterprise Florida Offices abroad including the cargo-rich 
Pacific Rim (Shanghai, Hong Kong, Taiwan, and Tokyo),1  private and public investments in Florida Seaports, intermodal 
logistics centers, and inland ports – all portend more freight traffic.  Some question whether one of the main drivers of 
extra freight, which is the completion of the Panama Canal extension, will be delivered on time.  A recent conference 
presentation by a Canal representative, and (coincidentally) moderated by Florida East Coast Railway (FEC) President 
and Chief Executive Officer Jim Hertwig, downplayed the recent work stoppage and reassured the audience that the 



                                                
1 See also article available [online] http://government.brevardtimes.com/2014/03/florida-opens-business-
development.html , March 31, 2014.  





http://government.brevardtimes.com/2014/03/florida-opens-business-development.html


http://government.brevardtimes.com/2014/03/florida-opens-business-development.html
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massive public works project is on target for end of 2015 completion.2  Of course increased shipping through the Panama 
Canal will mean little to Florida if the freight can’t be captured and distributed through the Port of Miami.  “The port [of 
Miami]'s access to rail and intermodal connections will be key to making it an attractive port for shippers,” said Bill 
Johnson, Director of the Port of Miami. 3  
 
Next, consider the overview of testimony of FEC President and CEO James Hertwig at the 16th Annual Transportation & 
Infrastructure Summit Conference held in Irving Texas (August 7, 2013) which underscores freight opportunities, and 
public and private investment  at the Port of Miami and Port Everglades:    
 



FEC Overview  
• 351 miles of mainline track  



− Only railroad along Florida’s east coast 
− Unparalleled link between Florida rail traffic and nation’s rail network  



 
• Most direct and efficient North/South mode for transporting multiple types of freight  



− Competitive advantage over motor carriers due to highly congested roadways and  
challenging trucking environment  



 
• Attractive freight mix  



− Intermodal containers and trailers  
− Carload  



 
• Crushed rock (aggregate)  
• Automobiles, food products and other industrial products  
• Connect to national freight network via CSX and Norfolk Southern in Jacksonville  



 
Florida Market Overview  



• Large Consumer Market  
– 4th largest state economy in the U.S. (by GDP)4 
– Over 19 million residents, 3rd largest state population behind California and Texas 5  
– More than 85 million out-of-state visitors annually  6  



 
• Strategic Location  



– Primary gateway to Latin America; accounts for more than one-third of all U.S. trade with Latin 
America  
– 3 of the nation’s 15 largest container seaports  
– Closest U.S. ports of call from Panama Canal (Port Miami and Everglades)  



 
The Asian Market Opportunity  



• Panama Canal expansion will allow larger vessel passage  
− Currently can accommodate 4,800 TEU vessels  



                                                
2  Available [online] http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-
completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862 , March 31, 2014.  
3 Available [online] http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-
completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862 , March 31, 2014. 
4 Bureau of Economic Analysis, University of Florida.   
5 Florida Chamber Foundation and Florida Department of Transportation report (December 2010).  
6 VisitFlorida.com: http://media.visitflorida.org/new/news.php?id=230 
 





http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862


http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862


http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862


http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862


http://media.visitflorida.org/new/news.php?id=230
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− Post expansion, Canal will accommodate 13,000 + TEU vessels which will allow for faster all-
water times to the East Coast for the more cost efficient “large vessels” (larger vessels are 30% 
more cost efficient)  



• Currently only 2 ports on the eastern seaboard with 50’ water depth  
• Over the last 3 years, the Port Miami received funding for over $1.0 billion in infrastructure 
improvements, which combined with the Panama Canal expansion, will make it a gateway for 
import/export activity  



− On-dock rail restoration, with direct rail access to intermodal yard (FEC), and straight-track 
access to North Florida and beyond utilizing FEC Railway infrastructure (Completion: 2nd half 
2013)  
− The Tunnel project will allow for better, and incremental access of freight flows in/out of the 
Port (Completion: May 2014)  
− 50’ dredge expected to be completed in 2015 in concert with the Panama Canal expansion 
project 



 
Strategic Initiative: On-dock rail service at Port Miami  



• Implementing on-dock rail service at Port Miami allows FEC to directly serve Port customers  
 



– Only railroad with direct access to the Port  
– Trains will be run directly from the Port to the FEC mainline  



• Total project cost $45-50 million  
 



– Federal TIGER II grant ($23M)  
– Florida DOT (up to $9M)  
– Miami Dade County (up to $5M)  
– FEC (up to $9M)  



• Q2 2013 Update  
 



– Rail line lead to Port has been completed  
– Bascule Bridge rehabilitation phase has begun  
– Joint marketing program with the Port has begun  



• Estimated startup date: 2nd half 2013  
 
Strategic Initiative: ICTF and near dock rail service at Port Everglades  



• ICTF Groundbreaking Event took place on January 17th to announce the start of construction on a 42 
acre Intermodal Container Transfer Facility  
• Total Cost: $73M  



– FEC-State Loan and Cash ~ $35M  
– Broward County ~ $20M  
– State Grants ~ $18M  
 



• Q2 2013 Update  
– Lease agreement with Broward County executed  
– ICTF design-build request has been awarded to The Milord Company  
– Received State Loan funding in Q3  



 
• Estimated completion during the 1st half of 2014  



 
COMMENT: It is therefore clearly evident that FECR and FECI fully expect to provide increased freight rail operations in 
the near future. The AAF proposal for Passenger Rail Service is only one component of the total rail traffic that needs to 
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be analyzed in considering all of the impacts which will have an effect on marine traffic transiting the FECR corridor and 
the marine community in general i.e., yachting service industry, real estate interests, marinas and repair facilities, which 
are located west of the FECR corridor. 
 
The FRA, USCG and other permitting agencies must also not neglect analysis and engagement with CSX railway.  Recalling 
that CSX is approximately four times the size of FEC in Florida, this is another huge factor driving future rail planning in 
South Florida.  While CSX rail lines are not directly connected dockside like FEC, CSX is integral to cargo movement 
throughout the State and to seaports outside of South Florida.  If there is any doubt about its future business interest 
moving freight, one example is its April announcement of the opening of the Central Florida Intermodal Logistics Center 
in Winter Haven, FL.  Owned by Evansville Western Railway, the 318-acre facility… “will be operated by CSX Intermodal 
Terminals Inc. and served by CSX Transportation. Containerized freight previously handled at CSX's Orlando terminal will 
be shifted to the Winter Haven facility, while the Taft yard in Orlando will continue to serve other CSX needs.  [It will] … 
serve as a centralized hub for transportation, logistics and distribution needs in Orlando, Tampa and South Florida.” 7 
 
3.  Time and delay of rail operations, existing and future   
 



 
Pictured above, FEC Rail Bridge in down position causing transiting boats to circle or temporarily tie up to limited dock 
space (if available).  (2014 photos) 



                                                
7 Available [online] at http://www.progressiverailroading.com/prdailynews/news.asp?id=39979, April 03, 2014.     



 





http://www.progressiverailroading.com/prdailynews/news.asp?id=39979
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Pictured above, FEC Rail Bridge closing with boat traffic approaching).  [2014 photos] 
 
 
The operation of the movable bridges falls under the jurisdiction of the USCG and is regulated by Rules and Regulations 
published in The Code of Federal Regulations under Title 33, “Navigation and Navigable Waters”. The FECR bridges in 
question are presently unmanned and opening and closing operation is fully automatic utilizing electronic sensors and 
cameras located at the bridge site. The opening and closing operations are controlled utilizing the information transmitted 
from the sensors and cameras at the bridge site to the FECR central control board located at New Smyrna Beach.  
 
The existing rail operations on the FECR Bridge 341.26 as  shown in  Table 3.3-1 Existing and Future Freight Train Operations 
(No-Action Alternative) in the DEIS consists of an average of 14 freight trains per day. The bridge is normally left in the 
open position to allow navigation unrestricted access. The bridge is operated remotely and the operation to close the 
bridge to navigation and permit rail traffic to cross commences when the control center is alerted to an approaching train 
which requires the bridge to be closed. When trains approach, a horn blows and a timing board with neon numerals visible 
to boaters is activated with a 5-minute countdown by seconds to span closure. Additionally, electric eyes scan the channel 
to assure clearance before closing. Machinery will not operate automatically until all systems are cleared. Trains are 
warned when bascule operations are interrupted and begin slowing for a stop until fully cleared to transit the bascule 
bridge. Eye witness accounts of the closing procedure have reported that the initial 5-minute countdown has been in some 











 



REPORT AND COMMENTS ON THE DEIS FOR THE  
PROPOSED AAF INTERCITY PASSENGER RAIL PROJECT 
ORLANDO TO MIAMI, FLORIDA Page 31 



cases 6 minutes in duration. Presently there is no rule in the CFR regarding the FEC New River Bridge. The USCG has asked 
FEC to request a rule for Bridge 341.26 however FEC has not complied. A specific rule regarding the amount of time the 
bridge is to be open per hour is a necessity for the FEC bridge when considering the planned operations by FEC, AAF and 
Tri-Rail. 
 
Train lengths reported in presentations made by FECR are 7800 feet long and travel at speeds varying from 38 to 52 MPH. 
Several videos of FECR trains transiting one of the three movable bridges indicate the train consisted of two engines pulling 
161 cars of intermodal freight. 161 intermodal cars having a length of 64 +/- feet per car would have an overall length of 
10300 feet. Other videos found during research for this report also indicate FECR intermodal trains containing more than 
200 cars which would have a length of 12800 feet.  
 
Assuming a speed at the lower range of 38 MPH approx. 50 feet per second, is more likely to occur in the Ft. Lauderdale 
area with numerous grade crossings and the New River Bridge. Using the 7800 foot train length quoted by FECR the time 
required for the train to travel across the bridge is 7800 feet / 50 FPS= 156 seconds which equals 2.6 minutes. Likewise 
the 12800 foot train passage is 12800 feet / 50FPS= 256 seconds which equals 4.3 minutes. Slower speeds would increase 
the time required for a train to pass the bridge.  
 
The most optimistic total time to close the bridge to navigation, allow the train to pass over the bridge and open the bridge 
to navigation can be estimated to be 5 minutes for the initial countdown, 1.5 minutes to lower the bridge, 4 minutes for 
the train to pass over the bridge and 1.5 minutes to open the bridge for navigation to pass which totals 12 minutes per 
freight train passage. The total delay time for the 14 freight trains per day would be 168 minutes or 2.8 hours which can 
be rounded to 3 hours (considering the variables) where navigation is halted. 
 
Future Rail Operations   
Future rail operations will consist of the exiting freight rail and the proposed passenger rail operations proposed by AAF 
and Commuter Rail Operations proposed by Tri-Rail; also the probability of increased freight traffic due to the 
improvements at Port Everglades and Port Miami described by FECR in their presentation to the 16th annual 
Transportation and Infrastructure Summit need to be considered. The increased tonnage expected at these ports is order 
of magnitude three times greater than presently handled at these ports according to the FECR presentation. There is 
therefore a possibility for rail freight operations to triple to meet this additional demand required to move the container 
(intermodal) traffic northward from Port Miami and Port Everglades to Jacksonville and connections to other freight 
carriers.  Accordingly, this author anticipates that train movements to be accounted for in the future would consist of 33 
(11X3) freight trains per day, plus the 32 planned passenger trains proposed by AAF and up to 60 trains per day proposed 
by Tri-Rail Coastal Link service.. 
 
Summary of Possible Freight plus Passenger Time Delay 
 
The total time required for freight operations would be 2.5 hours (present closure time) multiplied by 3 equals 7.5 hours. 
The total time for passenger operations would be 8.5 minutes per train passage based on an 800 foot long passenger train 
operating at a speed of 20 MPH average due to the close proximity of the proposed train station to the bridge and the 
same 5 minute countdown and 1.5 minutes to close and open the bridge. The total time for passenger operations can be 
estimated at 8.5 minutes multiplied by 32 trains equals 272 minutes or 4.5 hours.  Future rail delays for the combined 
freight and passenger operations would therefore be estimated in the range of 12 hours per day during which navigation 
would be halted. The Tri Rail Coastal link service is proposed to cross the New River in Fort Lauderdale on a mid-level 
movable bridge having a minimum vertical clearance of 21 feet above mean high water. Not all vessels will be able to 
navigate under the proposed Tri Rail bridge without an opening. The number of openings required by navigation to cross 
under the Tri-Rail Bridge will need to be factored in to the total number of openings. The combined effect of all of these 
rail operations must be included in the AAF DEIS to properly evaluate the impact on Navigation. In this regard the Draft 
DEIS is seriously flawed. 
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This time delay is considered extremely conservative, given eye witness accounts of closures ranging between 17 to 20 
minutes (under current conditions).  Absent closure records from FEC/AAF, Envirocare Solutions International conducted 
video and web cam monitoring to accurately document closure times.    
 
Assuming freight traffic 3 times higher than AAF’s published forecast, The Table below presents a sensitivity analysis 
considering what likely scenarios result from real world conditions (i.e. train delays, switching delays, etc.).  Considering 
average passenger closure times ranging from 8.5 to 12.5 minutes, and average freight closure times from 12 to 19 
minutes, the duration of closure per day could be as high as 17 hours. 
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 Bridge closure time scenarios  



Train Type AAF train forecast Best case scenario A Likely scenario B Likely scenario C 



 Trains 



/ day 



Min./ 



closure 



Closure 



time 



(hrs.) 



Trains 



/ day 



Min/ 



closure 



Closure 



time 



(hrs.) 



Trains / 



day 



Min./ 



closure 



Closure 



time 



(hrs.) 



Trains / 



day 



Min./ 



closure 



Closure 



time 



(hrs.) 



Passenger  32 8.5 4.5 32 8.5 4.5 32 10.5 5.6 32 12.5 6.7 



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



Total 



Hours 



Closed 



    7     12     15     17 



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



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



 
Even if the increase in freight traffic is not realized fully, the paramount question remains – what will be the impact of the 
Coastal Link project, which goal is to bring passenger rail to the FEC line?  For comparison, the Tri-Rail passenger rail now 
runs at 40-50 trains daily.      
 
4. Impacts on navigation and the marine community   
 
The impact on navigation is an increase in delays caused by the bridge closures which at present are approximately 2.5 
hours per day which would increase to approximately 12 hours or more per day (best case scenario from above). The 12 
hours per day is based on a single one direction train movement over the bridge. The possibility of combined movements 
one in each direction will be discussed later in this report.  
 
Negative impacts on the marine community and navigation resulting from the reduced time allowed for navigating the 
New River are:  
 



• Additional cost of fuel resulting from slowed or stopped navigation.  
• Additional time delay related cost for tow services required for larger vessels.  
• Increase in travel time to reach destination points.  
• Additional cost of crew time.  
• Cost of time related delays to commercial and fishing operations.  
• Loss of revenue to the various providers of services to the marine community i.e., marinas, repair facilities, yacht 
sales etc. resulting from mariners seeking more convenient locations.  
• Loss of value to property resulting from mariners and the marine community seeking more readily accessible 
locations.  



 
5. Engineering recommendations  
 
The engineering challenge is to mitigate negative impacts of unreasonable bridge closure. Under the NEPA (EIS) process, 
credible engineering comments filed with the Federal government will elicit responses from the applicant.  Though AAF 
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dismissed several options such as tunneling, elevated tracking or separated tracks in its EA, those options and others 
should be advanced again if the project’s impact, together with future Coastal Link impacts, is to be mitigated.   
 
Viable options that need to be discussed in the DEIS should include the following possible means of mitigating negative 
impacts:  
 



• Revisit earlier proposals to elevate over the New River at the FECR crossing.  From a recent field observation,8 
the other bascule bridges spanning the New River offer overhead clearance of between 17 and 21 feet above the 
mean water level. 9    
• Revisit earlier proposals to tunnel under the New River at the FECR crossing.  
• Shift some of the proposed rail operations to an adjacent rail corridor i.e., CSX or Tri-Rail. 
• Combine train movements to occur simultaneously in two directions thereby reducing the number of closures 
required.  
• Shift train movements to off peak periods i.e. after midnight affording more daylight time for navigation to 
transit the waterway.  
• Optimize train lengths to reduce the number of train movements.  
• Provide a full time bridge operator at the bridge to reduce the initial 5 minute countdown period required by 
the current remote operation of the bridge.  
• Improve the waterway using contributions from AAF/FECR/FECI which would aid navigation permitting easier 
faster passage along the waterway.  
• Investigate the possibility of constructing a new movable bridge at an elevation less than the required 55 feet 
for a fixed bridge that would permit both freight and passenger operations on a suitable approach grade, thereby 
reducing the number of openings required to pass smaller vessels.  
• Investigate providing a parallel high level fixed bridge adjacent to the existing FECR Bridge to accommodate all 
AAF passenger operations while keeping freight operations on the existing bridge.  
• Investigate improvements in the machinery and power requirements for the existing bridge to reduce the time 
required to open and close the bridge.  
• Investigate replacing the movable bridge with a different type movable bridge that would require less time to 
open and close.  
• Investigate any combination of the above suggested measures which would be of benefit. 
 



Some of the above recommendations have been included in the draft DEIS in similar form. 
 
Included in this report are suggested alternates for mid-level movable bridges for combined passenger rail operations for 
AAF and Tri-Rail and a high level alternate for a fixed and a movable bridge with approach viaducts for combined AAF and 
Tri-Rail Passenger and commuter rail operations. The suggested alternates have examined the Tri-Rail Environmental 
assessment and found that the proposal for a two track mid-level movable bridge adjacent to the existing FEC New River 
Bridge is not feasible within the existing ROW. The width of the framing for the existing bridge which is centered on the 
FEC ROW leaves insufficient room on either side to construct a new double track bridge. Our investigation concludes that 
it is possible to build two separate movable mid-level bridges one on each side of the existing bridge. This needs to be 
evaluated and included both in the AAF DEIS and the Tri-Rail EA and EIS. 
 
The alternates investigated and recommended by this report to be included in the AAF and Tri-Rail documents are: 
 



 Mid-Level Movable Bridges (21 foot vertical clearance above MHW in the closed position) 



 Fixed High Level Bridge (55 foot vertical clearance above MHW)  



                                                
8 Observed by Jim Karas, March 2014 boat tour.  
9 This does not consider sea level rise predictions of 9 to 24 inch water level increase by the year 2060 as discussed 
elsewhere in this report.   
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 Fixed High Level Bridge with a movable span permitting tall masted vessels to pass thru without having to step 
their masts. 



 
 
 
 
Mid-Level Movable Bridge Alternate 
 
A mid –Level movable bridge carrying all proposed AAF passenger rail and Tri-Rail commuter traffic has the capability of 
reducing the number of openings required for a low level bridge such as the existing FEC New River Bridge. The Existing 
bridge is situated such that the vertical clearance is 4’ at MHW. This permits only rowboats, canoes, kayaks and small 
motor boats to pass without requiring an opening. A mid-level bridge or set of bridges would allow passage of vessels 
having a height of 21 feet or less at MHW to pass without requiring an opening, and is consistent with the nearby 
downtown moveable road bridges.  The other distinct advantage is that the existing bridge FEC bridge need only carry 
freight operations and could conceivably be left in the open position for longer periods.  
 
 
High Level Fixed Bridge Alternate  
 
The High level fixed bridge alternate (55 foot vertical clearance above MHW) would carry all proposed AAF passenger rail 
and Tri-Rail commuter traffic. This alternate while it would greatly reduce the number of required bridge openings 
however limits passage to only those vessels that require less than 55 feet of vertical clearance. Sail boats with masts taller 
than 55 feet would not be able to pass without stepping their masts. This alternate was included in our evaluation however 
it is not recommended as many tall masted vessel owners lying west of the FEC New River Bridge would no longer be able 
to pass through this part of the channel without having to step their mast. If the process to step the mast were required 
perhaps only one time during the boating season this would not present a major hardship. However it was determined in 
the vessel study conducted by Envirocare Solutions International that many of these tall masted sail boats are berthed at 
locations west of the existing FEC bridge and frequently navigate this part of the river to the Intracoastal Waterway and 
the Atlantic Ocean. Likewise they return to their home berth also on a frequent basis. It is for this reason that we do not 
recommend this alternate. 
 
High Level Fixed Bridge with a Movable Span 
 
This alternate is the best alternate that provides the least impact on navigation and would serve FEC’s freight operation’s 
needs on the existing FEC movable bridge and AAF’s and Tri-Rails passenger and commuter rail needs on the high level 
movable bridge. While Bridge openings would be required for most vessels at the existing FEC bridge the number of 
closures would be limited only to the freight operations as passenger rail would operate over the high level bridge. The 
number of openings at the high level bridge also are less in number than for the Mid-Level movable bridge alternate as 
the 55 feet of clearance provided in the closed position allows most vessels except the tall masted vessels to pass without 
an opening thereby maximizing use of the bridge in the closed position for rail operations. This alternate is therefore the 
recommended alternate to accommodate future rail traffic and have the least impact on navigation. 
 
Appended to this report are several exhibits for the alternates presented. 
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Executive Summary 



 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



remedied before the project advances, summarized as:  



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



not followed the true intent of NEPA.  



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



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



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



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



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



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



necessary improvements.  



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



elicit Coast Guard actions for meaningful mitigation.  



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



size and frequency.   



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



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



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



planning.  



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



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



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



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



bridge, and thus quash a business opportunity.  



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



other rail planned expansion are flaws in the DEIS.     



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



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



included in the flawed DEIS. 



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



marine business are directly affected;  secondary impacts are additional.     



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



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



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



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



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



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



plans at the local, regional, and state levels.   



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



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



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



bridges to bring predictability to mariners.  



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



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



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



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



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



to Central Florida and beyond.   



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



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



   



 



   



   



 



     











Preface 



Urbanism and transportation needs in South Florida  



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



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



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



 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



 



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



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



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



 



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



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



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



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



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



Southeast Florida; and 



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



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



Lauderdale.” 3 



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



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



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



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



October 31, 2012, p. 16.  





http://seven50.org/resources/population-projections/


http://www.logcapstrat.com/pdfs/Case%20for%20Intermodal%20in%20South%20Florida.pdf
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 Accommodating tourist and business travelers.  “What All Aboard Florida’s marketing research 



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



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



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



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



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



 



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



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



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



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



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



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



states a central goal which is to:  



 



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



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



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



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



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



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



 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



 



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



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



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



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





http://www.mypalmbeachpost.com/news/news/state-regional-govt-politics/state-chips-in-to-build-people-mover-at-orlando-ai/ndR9s/


http://www.mypalmbeachpost.com/news/news/state-regional-govt-politics/state-chips-in-to-build-people-mover-at-orlando-ai/ndR9s/


http://www.floridajobs.org/Business/FL5yrPlan/FL_5yrEcoPlan.pdf


http://www.floridajobs.org/Business/FL5yrPlan/FL_5yrEcoPlan.pdf
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While the State of Florida scrambles to enhance its Ports and relieve transportation congestion, both 



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



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



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



 



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



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



 



How to read this document  



 



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



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



 



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



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



 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



 



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



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



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



 



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



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



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



 



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



commented on Section 2 of the DEIS. 



 



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



basis for the comment and do not include in-depth preliminary or final engineering analysis. 



 











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



The level of engineering investigation performed for this DEIS review is conceptual in nature only 



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



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



 



Authors and coalition represented  



 



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



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



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



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



disciplines germane to the issues, namely:  



 



 Planning (Community, Transportation, Seaport and Freight)  



 Marine Operations (Navigation and vessel movement)   



 Permitting (Environmental, community conditions and Impact)  



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



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



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



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



 



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



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



Appendix B. 



 



 



 



 



  











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



Section 1.  The DEIS does not fulfill NEPA intent  
 



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



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



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



below.  



1.1. Public involvement and transparency  



 



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



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



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



Examples include:  



 



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



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



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



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



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



 



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



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



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



information through December 1, 2014.   



 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



 



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



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



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



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



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



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



adequately considering consequences of this project’s actions.   



 



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



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



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



marine business and industry (commercial and industrial sectors).     



 



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



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



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



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



meetings) is called into question.     



 



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



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



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



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



traversing the [South Florida] study area.8   



 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



 



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



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



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



FRA to produce the DEIS.  



 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



requirements for a EIS and securing project approval. 



 



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



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



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



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



website would have been a basic improvement to enhance transparency.   



 



1.2. Cumulative Impact 



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



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



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



the Tri-Rail Coastal Link).  



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



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



 



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



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



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



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



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



 



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



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



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



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



are [sic] defined as follows: 



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



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



completed 



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



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



 



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



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



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



   



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



especially the Investment Element, July 2014, available at:  



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



element_2014-08-18.pdf ) and  



 



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



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



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



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



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



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



 





http://www.freightmovesflorida.com/docs/default-source/fmtpdocs/draft-fmtp-investment-element_2014-08-18.pdff


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



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



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



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



 



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



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



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



considering reasonably foreseeable cumulative impacts meaning modeling through year 2032.   



 



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



 



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



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



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



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



 



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



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



of minutes closed per day. 



 



(DEIS Page 4-4) 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



                                                           
10



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



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



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



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



coastal-link  Nov. 8, 2014.  
12



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



 





http://tri-railcoastallink.com/downloads/MOU_Tri-Rail_Coastal_Lin_001.pdf


http://tri-railcoastallink.com/downloads/MOU_Tri-Rail_Coastal_Lin_001.pdf


http://www.slideshare.net/ascemiami-dade/22-tri-rail-coastal-link


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



1.3. Alternatives Analysis  



 



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



however the DEIS is deficient in this manner.  



 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



 



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



 



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



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



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



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



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



  



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



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



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



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



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



possible immersion?      



 



 



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



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



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



 



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



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



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



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



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



Coastal Link. 



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



number of closures required.  



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



navigation to transit the waterway.  



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



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



period required by the current remote operation of the bridge.  



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



permitting easier faster passage along the waterway.  



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



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



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



vessels.  



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



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



bridge.  



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



reduce the time required to open and close the bridge.  



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



require less time to open and close.  



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



 



                                                           
13



 March 2014, by the project team.   
14



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



  



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



12, DEIS) At-Grade Crossings and Railroad Bridges 



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



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



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



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



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



 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



were also carried on the higher Mid-Level bridge. 



  



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



Screening Analysis Results – Level 2 FECR Route Segment Alternatives” 



  



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



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



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



accommodate the larger Post-Panamax expansion container ships. 



 



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



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



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



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



 



 



  











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



Section 2.  Unreasonable Bridge Obstruction    



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



 



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



In Sections 2.6.2 and 6.0, the NDR addresses evaluation criteria and a criteria matrix for 
assessing the No-Build alternative and the Proposed Action's impact on identified navigation 
needs. While information on the impacts on navigation received from the applicant will be 
analyzed, the Coast Guard will make the ultimate determination as to whether or not the 
impacts on navigation are unreasonable. [emphasis added] 
 
The Coast Guard, in making a permit decision, must preserve the public right of navigation 
[emphasis added] while maintaining a reasonable balance between competing land and 
waterborne transportation needs. We do so by taking a balanced approach to total 
transportation systems, both land and water modes, in all bridge actions.  At this time, we are 
unable to fully assess the potential impacts and will require more information on the following 
issues prior to making a permit decision: 
 
1.   The impacts on navigation from the natural flow of these waterways, including currents and 
water velocity fluctuations, while vessels await openings at these drawbridges remain unknown; 
 
2.   The affected drawbridges set the most restrictive vertical clearance on these waterways, and 
a large percentage of vessels cannot transit the bridges in the closed position; 
 
3.   Any increase in the existing closure periods at the drawbridges spanning these waterways 
may not provide for the reasonable needs of navigation;  [emphasis added] 
 
4.   The methodology used in the NDR may be sufficient to assess the waterways’ trends and uses 
for purposes of making a navigation impact determination.   However, the Coast Guard is 
unfamiliar with the model and needs to evaluate the assumptions and data therein. [emphasis 
added] 
 











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



Accordingly, additional study will be required to determine the reasonable needs of navigation 
on these three waterways in the vicinity of the drawbridges. To advance the NEP A process, we 
support including the NDR as an attachment to the DEIS as it informs the choice of alternatives 
for analysis. The DEIS should note that the Coast Guard still must make a determination as to the 
prospective impacts on navigation in the vicinity of the three drawbridges spanning the New 
River in Broward County, Loxahatchee River in Palm Beach County, and the St. Lucie River in 
Martin County and that the DEIS will be used to inform that Coast Guard determination. 
 
If the Coast Guard determines the proposed AAF operating schedule unreasonably impacts 
navigation on the New River, Loxahatchee River and St. Lucie rivers, it may be necessary for the 
Coast Guard to amend existing bridge regulations and require modifications to those bridge 
operations so that navigation is not unreasonably burdened.  [emphasis added] 



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



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



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



Total 
Hours 
Closed 



    7     12     15     17 



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



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



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



2.2. Navigation conditions on the New River   



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



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



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



 



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



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



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



not open when the FEC rail bridge is down.   



 



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



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



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



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



                                                           
15



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



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



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



 



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



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



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



bridge. 



 



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



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



diversity of vessels presents its own set of navigational 



challenges.   



 



 



  



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



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



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



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



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



regional drainage canal under the jurisdiction of the 



US Army Corps of Engineers and local sponsor South 



Florida Water Management District, additional 



velocity of current in the New River may be result 



from high stormwater discharge conditions- which in 



subtropic  South Florida happen frequently and in 



extreme storm events (hurricanes) will increase even 



further and in essence replace the low tide condition 



for extended periods.   



 



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



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



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



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



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



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



which we conducted, with the FRA.    



 



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



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



Engineer [emphases added]:  



 



Esteemed [USCG] Commander: 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



=130&footnote= 



 





http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=Fort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&footnote=


http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=Fort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&footnote=


http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=Fort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&footnote=


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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Regards, 



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



www.chem-freeozone.com 



 



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



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



Andrews Avenue and FEC bridges.     



 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



again. 



 



 





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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



transferring the bottleneck problem to the CSX bridge. 
 
    



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



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



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



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



approximately six hours on December 1, 2014:   



 



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



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



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



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



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



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



 



  Daily count Avg./day 



16-May 168   



17-May 411   



18-May 501   



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



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



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



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



combined. 



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



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



FEC Total under 21 over 21 



 23-May 87 55 32 * 



24 654 579 75 Sat 



25 848 763 85 Sun 



26 637 573 64 Holiday 



27 193 127 66 



 28 165 117 48 



 29 148 90 58 



 30 152 116 36 



 31 257 225 32 Sat 



1-Jun 342 316 26 Sun 



2 59 47 11 * 



3 117 33 84 



 4 105 71 34 



 5 165 129 36 



 6 213 176 37 



 7 323 282 41 Sat 



8 213 195 18 Sun 



9 139 107 32 



 Average 268 222 45   



% of Total 



 



83 17 



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



2.3.1. Monthly traffic transitioning New River bridges  



 



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



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



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



number of vessels using the waterway.    



 



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



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



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



extrapolations for missing monthly data), the average:  



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



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



 



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



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



further explained in the bibliography.  



  



Variance of New River Vessel Traffic, High and Low Season  



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



   O= Opening of bridge)  



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



  V O V O V O V O V O 



Jan na na 1172 893 1133 871 



  



    



Feb na na 1220 877 1327 955 



  



    



Mar na na 1239 909 1393 1024 



  



    



Apr na na 1215 1000 1344 975 



  



    



May na na 1277 950 1192 893 



  



    



Ju na na 973 789     



  



    



Jul 860 723 970 790     



  



    



Aug na na 896 752     



  



    



Sept na na 752 629     



  



    



Oct 1257 894 1147 891     



  



    



Nov 1113 846 1271 920 



    



    



Dec  1160 918 1197 921 



    



    



Average of H & L 



season months 



      



1232 925 979 781 



  



         



  



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



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



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



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



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



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



 



2.3.2.   Transit time between the FEC and CSX bridges   



 



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



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



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



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



 



Transit Time Between FEC and CSX Bridges (Summary data)  



Type of Boat  Size (Length in feet)  Time elapsed 



between bridges 



(minutes)  



River Boat 18 29 



Pontoon 20 114 



Motor Yacht 30 120 



Sport Fish 36 83 



Motor Yacht 42 29 



Motor Yacht 70 23 



Commercial 



River Boat 



150 31 



SOURCE:  ESI vessel study, May 2014.  



 



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



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



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



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



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



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



 



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



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



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



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



limited scope.   



2.4.  Emphasis on peak demand, Level of Service analysis   



  



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



5-25 to 5-26 which states 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



1000.    



 



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



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



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



traffic matters more than averages, for two main reasons:  



 



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



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



The Winterfest Boat Parade is one prominent example.  



 



b. If road planning were based just on averages, our road systems would fail miserably.  



 



Level of service (LOS) may be defined as a qualitative measure used to relate the quality of traffic 



service. LOS is used to analyze highways by categorizing traffic flow and assigning quality levels of traffic 



based on performance measure like speed, density, etc. and at peak demand times.   



 



However, in the case of the New River the channel is relatively narrow and depending on the size of the 



vessel may not accommodate vessel traffic in two directions at choke points in the channel. It is 



probably best to describe the channel as a “narrow highly trafficked waterway, which must 



accommodate a wide range of vessels ranging in size from canoes and kayaks to 200 foot long mega 



yachts being towed by a tug with a tug in the rear to help guide the vessel”.  The predictability of vessel 
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traffic at any given time or period of day as in highway analysis is not possible in such a case as we have 



with the New River. 



While these tools may not be directly applicable to a waterway such as the New River, the US Army 



Corps of Engineers19 is applying Level of Service to Inland Marine Transportation Systems; it may be 



advisable for the United States Coast Guard to do so as well, unless they already have considered such 



approach.  



 



2.5. Economic impact is not minor, therefore obstructive 



 



This analysis rejects the notion that “minor economic impact” will result from the proposed AAF project, 



a claim that is based largely on the expectation that “Combined Effect” will reduce bridge closure times.  



 



From p. 6-9 of the AMEC Navigation Discipline Study,  



The increase in average vessel wait times results in minor economic impact  [emphasis added] under 



the Combined Effect (Table 6.4-2), which is estimated at $161 per day (a decrease in loss of $212 per day 



when compared to the No-Build Alternative versus Existing Conditions). This is the cost of the total 



vessel delay per day on the marine industry under the Combined Effect, and creates a minimal impact as 



there is a less than 0.1% increase in the percent cost of waiting compared to the marine industry value 



at the New River, when compared to the No-Build Alternative.  



 



First, this analysis dismisses the conclusion that “minor economic impact” will result, in part since the 



quantification is vastly understated. While the valuation of fuel and other operating expenses is part of 



a valid approach, it is unclear how the DEIS assigns such nominal value, and unacceptable that it 



disregards such additional losses as real estate value, and marina business deterred by the 



inconvenience of the bridge delay.  



 



Second, it is unclear how this figure reconciles (or is contradictory to) with the DEIS claim on pp. 5-29 to 



5-30, which in the following excerpt presents an economic impact figure about twice as high.  



 



New River 



The anticipated increase in average vessel wait times associated with additional bridge closures and 



unimproved infrastructure would result in an increase in vessel queues of 18 vessels per day. These 



increased vessel wait times were considered when evaluating economic impacts to commercial 



 



                                                           
19See August 13, 2014 publication by Jeff McKee, Chief, Navigation Branch Operations and Regulatory 



Division USACE available [online]  



http://www.iwr.usace.army.mil/Portals/70/docs/IWUB/board_meetings/meeting69/IWUB_meeting_69



_Level_of_service_update_jeff_mckee_081313.pdf 
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developments along the New River. The increase in average vessel wait times for commercial and 



recreational vessels is estimated to result in an economic impact under the No‐Action Alternative (Table 



5.1.3‐11) of $373.00 per day  [emphasis added]  or $136,145 annually. This value is the difference 



between the estimated economic impacts from the No‐Action Alternative compared to the impact of 



Existing Conditions. This represents less than a 0.1 percent increase in the total cost of vessel delays per 



day on the marine industry under the No‐Action Alternative (AMEC 2014a). 



 



In either case, the daily figure for economic impact is considered vastly understated, and not inclusive of 



all relevant impact considerations.   



 



To illustrate just one portion of why the quantification is understated, below is a testimonial from Dave 



Lenit, a Chief Engineer of Happy Diesel Inc. (MCA Certified-Cayman and Marshall Islands; 500 Ton, Y3 



Rating).   



 



Assuming just one mega yacht with minimal crew of Captain, Engineer, 1st Mate, and Deckhand, and 



which holds position in 2 knots of current in the New River, awaiting a bridge closing (avg. 19 minutes), 



an approximate minimum of $56.08 of expense would be incurred (not including such valid costs as 



insurance, wear and tear, or other overhead).  If the yacht is in tow with 2 tugs, this estimate will 



increase.   



This estimate is calculated as follows:   



 



Estimated minimum operating cost for mega-yacht per hour   



 Salaries per day ($) Gallons used  Total  



Captain  500   



Engineer  350    



1
st



 Mate  250    



Deck Hand  150    



Subtotal $1250/day   



Generator fuel use/hr. x 2 generators  10 gal. /hour  



Engine fuel use/hr. x 2 engines    15 gal./hour  



Subtotal   25 gal./hour  



Cost per gallon  $5   



Cost per hour $52.08 $125  $177.08 



 



(177.08 per hour)  X  [(19 minutes/60)=0.31] = $56.08 



 



Therefore, if just three yachts are detained by bridge closure in one day for 19 minutes each, the 



unrealistic DEIS estimate of total loss ($161) is exceeded.  With hundreds of boats transiting the bridge 



each day, this cost will be amplified.   This demonstration is unrelated to other analysis of other 



economic impact, such as lost business, real estate devaluation, etc.     
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2.6. Example of missed economic opportunity because of obstruction  



The DEIS fails to accurately estimate economic activity that is deterred by the FEC bridge that often 



closes the waterway.  For example, Mr. William Walker, owner of “Water Taxi of Ft. Lauderdale” 



operates a fleet of 14 boats carrying over 440,000 passengers each year. His water taxis serve the area 



east of the bridge, but not the other numerous attractions west of the FEC bridge (for example, the 



numerous civic buildings, performing arts theatre , science museum and historic district that are a short 



distance west of the bridge. This is because unscheduled, often extended, rail bridge closings would 



frequently cause great delays and anger water taxi customers. The size of the Water Taxi fleet is 12 to 21 



feet in overhead clearance so they can clear all but the FEC bridge (except for high tide).  20   



 



“There are numerous potential water taxi stops upriver of the FEC bridge which would be profitable and 



would benefit the travelling public.  However, we can’t service them due to the unpredictable and long 



closures of the FEC rail bridge, so won’t risk customer complaints,” said William Walker, Owner and 



Principal of Water Taxi of Fort Lauderdale, LLC.  “This is a missed opportunity to improve public 



transportation, and a missed business opportunity.”  



 



2.7. Future and cumulative forecasts not considered for resulting obstruction  



 



Future rail operations will consist of the exiting freight rail and the proposed passenger rail operations; 



also the probability of increased freight traffic due in part to the planned improvements at Port 



Everglades and Port Miami need to be considered.  These have been extensively described by FECR 



(including in their presentation to the 16th annual Transportation and Infrastructure Summit) and by the 



Florida Department of Transportation, the Florida Seaports Council, and the Metropolitan Planning 



Organizations of the three South Florida Counties, among others.    



 



The increased tonnage expected at these ports is order of magnitude three times greater than presently 



handled at these ports according to the FECR presentation. There is therefore a possibility for rail freight 



operations to triple to meet this additional demand required to move the container (intermodal) traffic 



northward from Port Miami and Port Everglades to Jacksonville and connections to other freight 



carriers. The train movements to be accounted for in the future would consist of 33 (11X3) freight trains 



per day and the 32 planned passenger trains proposed by AAF. 
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 Water taxi vessels range in size as follows:   



Length   26 to 65 feet 



Beam  9 to 20 feet 



Overhead Clearance (air draft) 12 to 21 feet 
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In addition to the FEC and AAF planned train movements Tri-Rail Coastal Link is proposing up to 60 trains 



per day on the FEC Corridor originating from the Tri-Rail Coastal Link Red Line Corridor crossing on the 



Pompano Connector to the FEC Corridor. These estimates contradict the estimated 20 freight trips per 



day listed in the DEIS. This dramatic increase in freight, passenger and commuter Rail operations 



requires consideration of separation of freight and passenger operations to improve the service on the 



existing corridor and lessen the impact on navigation at the New River and the other movable bridges at 



St. Lucie and Loxahatchee Rivers. 



 



Future Freight 



AAF’s proposal hinges on what the Team considers a faulty assumption- that there will be no additional 



bridge closure delays due to volume of train traffic, freight and passenger combined.  As stated in 2012 



AAF, Environmental Assessment:    



 



“At the highest utilization rate of the ROW, which occurred in 2006, there were 23 through-



freight trains per day over this FEC corridor running daily on the existing track (i.e., those trains 



running through one or more terminals before reaching a final destination, as opposed to local 



freight trains serving customers along the line).  By contrast, and as discussed herein, the 



operations proposed for the Project – even when combined with existing and future freight 



operations – will be more limited.  This is true because more efficient freight operations with 



faster, longer trains, have resulted in a reduced usage, with only 10 daily through-freight trains 



in operation today.” 



 



The Project Team considers this vastly understated, with our engineering assessment arriving at an 



estimate three times the AAF claim.  This is supported by extensive evidence presented below.   



 



First, Florida is actively marketing for more national and international seaport/cargo business, with 13 



international Enterprise Florida Offices abroad including the cargo-rich Pacific Rim (Shanghai, Hong 



Kong, Taiwan, and Tokyo),21  private and public investments in Florida Seaports, intermodal logistics 



centers, and inland ports;  all portend more freight traffic.  Some question whether one of the main 



drivers of extra freight, which is the completion of the Panama Canal extension, will be delivered on 



time.  A recent conference presentation by a Canal representative, and (coincidentally) moderated by 



Florida East Coast Railway (FEC) President and Chief Executive Officer Jim Hertwig, downplayed the 



recent work stoppage and reassured the audience that the massive public works project is on target for 



end of 2015 completion.22  Of course increased shipping through the Panama Canal will mean little to 



Florida if the freight can’t be captured and distributed through the Port of Miami.  “The port [of Miami]'s 



                                                           
21



 See also article available [online] http://government.brevardtimes.com/2014/03/florida-opens-business-



development.html , March 31, 2014.  
22



  Available [online] http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-



completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862 , March 31, 2014.  





http://government.brevardtimes.com/2014/03/florida-opens-business-development.html


http://government.brevardtimes.com/2014/03/florida-opens-business-development.html


http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862


http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862
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access to rail and intermodal connections will be key to making it an attractive port for shippers,” said 



Bill Johnson, Director of the Port of Miami. 23  



 



Next, consider the overview of testimony of FEC President and CEO James Hertwig at the 16th Annual 



Transportation & Infrastructure Summit Conference held in Irving Texas (August 7, 2013) which 



underscores freight opportunities, and public and private investment at the Port of Miami and Port 



Everglades: 



 



FEC Overview 



 



• 351 miles of mainline track 



−   Only railroad along Florida’s east coast 



−   Unparalleled link between Florida rail traffic and nation’s rail network 



• Most direct and efficient North/South mode for transporting multiple types of freight 



−   Competitive advantage over motor carriers due to highly congested roadways and 



challenging trucking environment 



• Attractive freight mix 



−   Intermodal containers and trailers  



−   Carload 



• Crushed rock (aggregate) 



• Automobiles, food products and other industrial products 



• Connect to national freight network via CSX and Norfolk Southern in Jacksonville 



 



Key Florida Attributes 



 



• Large Consumer Market 



–   4th largest state economy in the U.S. (by GDP) (1) 



–   Over 19 million residents, 3rd largest state population behind California and Texas (2) 



–   More than 85 million out-of-state visitors annually (3) 



• Strategic Location 



–   Primary gateway to Latin America; accounts for more than one-third of all U.S. trade with 



Latin  America 



–   3 of the nation’s 15 largest container seaports 



–   Closest U.S. ports of call from Panama Canal (Port Miami and Everglades) 
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 Available [online] http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-



completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862 , March 31, 2014. 





http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862


http://www.progressiverailroading.com/shippers/article/Panama-Canal-expansion-will-be-completed-by-2015s-end-canal-official-says--39862
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• Large Consumer Market 



–   4th largest state economy in the U.S. (by GDP) (1) 



–   Over 19 million residents, 3rd largest state population behind California and Texas (2) 



–   More than 85 million out-of-state visitors annually (3) 



• Strategic Location 



–   Primary gateway to Latin America; accounts for more than one-third of all U.S. trade with 



Latin America 



–   3 of the nation’s 15 largest container seaports 



–   Closest U.S. ports of call from Panama Canal (Port Miami and Everglades) 



 



The Asian Market Opportunity 



 



• Panama Canal expansion will allow larger vessel passage 



−   Currently can accommodate 4,800 TEU vessels 



−   Post expansion, Canal will accommodate 13,000 + TEU vessels which will allow for faster  all-



water times to the East Coast for the more cost efficient “large vessels” (larger vessels are 30% 



more cost efficient) 



• Currently only 2 ports on the eastern seaboard with 50’ water depth 



• Over the last 3 years, the Port Miami received funding for over $1.0 billion in 



infrastructure  improvements, which combined with the Panama Canal expansion, will 



make it a gateway for  import/export activity 



−   On-dock rail restoration, with direct rail access to intermodal yard (FEC), and straight-track  



access to North Florida and beyond utilizing FEC Railway infrastructure (Completion: 2nd half 



2013) 



−   The Tunnel project will allow for better, and incremental access of freight flows in/out of the  



Port (Completion: May 2014) 



−   50’ dredge expected to be completed in 2015 in concert with the Panama Canal expansion 



project 



 



Strategic Initiative: On-dock rail service at Port Miami 



 



• Implementing on-dock rail service at Port Miami allows FEC to directly serve Port 



customers 



– Only railroad with direct access to the Port 



– Trains will be run directly from the Port to the FEC mainline 



• Total project cost $45-50 million 



– Federal TIGER II grant ($23M) 



– Florida DOT (up to $9M) 



– Miami Dade County (up to $5M) 
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– FEC (up to $9M) 



• Q2 2013 Update 



– Rail line lead to Port has been completed 



– Bascule Bridge rehabilitation phase has begun 



– Joint marketing program with the Port has begun 



•   Estimated startup date: 2nd half 2013 



 



Strategic Initiative: ICTF and near dock rail service at Port Everglades 



 



• ICTF Groundbreaking Event took place on January 17th to announce the start of 



construction on a 42 acre Intermodal Container Transfer Facility 



• Total Cost: $73M 



– FEC-State Loan and Cash ~ $35M 



– Broward County ~ $20M 



– State Grants ~ $18M 



• Q2 2013 Update 



– Lease agreement with Broward County executed 



– ICTF design-build request has been awarded to The Milord Company 



– Received State Loan funding in Q3 



• Estimated completion during the 1st half of 2014 



 



It is therefore clearly evident that FECR and FECI fully expect to provide increased freight rail 



operations in the near future. The AAF proposal for Passenger Rail Service is only one component of the 



total rail traffic that needs to be analyzed in considering all of the impacts which will have an effect on 



marine traffic transiting the FECR corridor and the marine community in general i.e., yachting service 



industry, real estate interests, marinas and repair facilities, which are located west of the FECR corridor. 



 



The FRA, USCG and other permitting agencies must also not neglect analysis and engagement with 



CSX railway.  Recalling that CSX is approximately four times the size of FEC in Florida, this is another 



huge factor driving future rail planning in South Florida.  While CSX rail lines are not directly connected 



seaport dockside like FEC, CSX is integral to cargo movement throughout the State and to seaports 



outside of South Florida.  If there is any doubt about its future business interest moving freight, one 



example is its April announcement of the opening of the Central Florida Intermodal Logistics Center in 



Winter Haven, FL.  Owned by Evansville Western Railway, the 318-acre facility… “will be operated by CSX 



Intermodal Terminals Inc. and served by CSX Transportation. Containerized freight previously handled at 



CSX's Orlando terminal will be shifted to the Winter Haven facility, while the Taft yard in Orlando will 











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



continue to serve other CSX needs.  [It will] … serve as a centralized hub for transportation, logistics and 



distribution needs in Orlando, Tampa and South Florida.” 24 



 



Additional specific DEIS comments on this topic follow:  



 



(DEIS, Page 3-26) 3.3.2 No-Action Alternative and (DEIS, Page 3-37)  Bridge and Structures and Table 3.3-



5  Proposed Bridges, N-S Corridor 



Comment: The existing and future freight train operations of the no-action alternative are incorrect; 



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



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



accommodate the larger Post Panama expansion container ships. 



 



(DEIS, Page 3-34) 3.4 Operations 



Comment:  The operations described in the DEIS do not accurately reflect the total projected increase 



in freight traffic throughout Florida due in part to increased activity at Port Everglades and Port Miami 



following the Panama Canal Expansion. FEC has on numerous occasions discussed the increased traffic 



on FEC with Florida Legislators, senior Florida agency staff, and Industry leaders. FEC has made 



substantial improvements to their rail facilities at the Ports due to this proposed Panama Canal 



generated shipping, and the State of Florida has made substantial investments in seaports, Strategic 



Intermodal System planning, and the Florida Freight Mobility and Trade Plan.    It is a major omission to 



exclude from the DEIS this projected rail traffic increase. Shared use of the corridor by Tri-Rail Coastal 



Link also needs to be considered and evaluated with regard to train speeds. 



 



2.8.  Future Freight Growth Beyond Year 2016 of 3% is Likely Understated.  



 



Per the DEIS and other authorities, the Panama Canal re-opening is expected in 2016, and freight 



train traffic  will grow from 14 trains today to 20 trains by 2016;  thus the Navigation Discipline 



Report anticipates traffic growth at 12.6% per year through 2016.   



 



However, in the years following 2016, the DEIS reports that freight train growth will then fall to 



just 3%.  Following the opening of the Panama Canal, it appears unlikely and is unsubstantiated 



                                                           
24 Available [online] at http://www.progressiverailroading.com/prdailynews/news.asp?id=39979, 



April 03, 2014.     



 





http://www.progressiverailroading.com/prdailynews/news.asp?id=39979
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that growth in freight train activity would fall precipitously in the years immediately afterward. 25 



Sharply lower freight growth rates are especially unlikely when considering the billions of dollars 



in port, intermodal and rail facility improvements which are currently underway at the Ports of 



Miami and Everglades in preparation of the post 2016 expanded Panama Canal opportunities.  FEC 



alone is making tens of millions of dollars of investments to capture container freight cargo and 



increase rail capacity utilization which became available when aggregates and building materials 



freight declined during the recession. 



 



We respectfully request that the DEIS provide more thorough and consistent explanation of the 



assumptions about future freight train growth through the foreseeable planning period defined in 



prior project documents, meaning the year 2032.   



 



  



                                                           
25



 See various State of Florida freight planning documents, and “Florida East Coast Rail Line To Haul 5% of Truck 
Cargo From Port of Miami, June 2, 2011,” available [online] 
http://www.miamitodaynews.com/news/110602/story2.shtml , November 30, 2014.  





http://www.miamitodaynews.com/news/110602/story2.shtml
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Section 3.   Economic impact analysis flaws   



 



In addition to economic analysis flaws highlighted above, this section presents other economic 



arguments which are deficient in the DEIS.   



 



In particular the findings of economic damages in the DEIS Navigation Discipline Report of July 2014 are 



invalid due to omissions of forecast freight frequency, number and duration of bridge closings, 



cumulative impacts over time and resulting obstruction of navigable waters.  



 



The accompanying Campisi report confirms the likelihood of longer bridge closure times.  Future 



bridge closure at the New River Bridge can be expected to reach 40 minutes closed per hour or 



greater.  High frequency and long duration bridge closures coupled with tidal restrictions required 



for mega yacht movements result in highly impaired navigational conditions for the commercial 



marine industry, along the New River.  Mega yacht servicing and repair makes up the majority of 



the estimated $2.9B commercial marine industry economic activity on the New River.  Given the 



failure of the Navigation Discipline Report to model reasonably foreseeable future scenarios, 



specifically the failure to consider cumulative impacts beyond year 2016; we conclude the 



economic impacts of cumulative rail effects on the marine industry of the New River are flawed, 



invalid and sharply understated.   



 



3.1. Value of County marine industry contradictory and understated; New River portion at 1/3 



understated; “Minor anticipated impact” rejected   



 



The DEIS, in the Navigational Survey Discipline Report, p. 3-14, values the Broward County marine 



industry at $5.2 B, assuming with the New River portion at 32.7% or $1.7 B/year.  This vastly 



understates the economic value according to a more recent report by the Marine Industry 



Association of South Florida (Thomas Murray for MIASF) which estimates the economic impact of 



the Broward County marine industries at $8.8B/year, with over 100,000 jobs. 26   



 



The DEIS contradicts itself on page 4-24 by citing a 2005 figure which agrees with the very recent 



MIASF 2014 study above, as stated here:  



 



“According to a Broward County vessel traffic study (Mote Marine Laboratory 2005), recreational 
boating represents an estimated $8.8 billion segment of the local economy. In addition to private 
recreational boats, the New River is also used by commercial sightseeing vessels.” 
 



                                                           
26 Sections here and immediately following paraphrased from Mr. Dana Goward, Proprietor at Maritime 



Governance, LLC, who is a USCG retiree.   
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Regarding the 32.7% portion assumption, we do not agree with the DEIS assertion that the marine 



industry, as most any industry cluster, can be geographically “compartmentalized” to a sector of 



the County.  As a cluster it has evolved over time to take advantage of complementary businesses 



all over the County, if not region.  However for argument’s sake if we use the DEIS assertion of 1/3 



of the industry’s economic impact corresponds to the geography west of the FEC bridge, then the 



total impact is still significantly higher (70%), or $2.9B compared to $1.7B.  



 



In part these economic impact estimates captures the MIASF’s 2006 report, which found over 



1,500 mega-yachts (80’+) (many international) are served by this marine commercial hub, and that 



average expenditure was $169,000 per vessel for servicing.  This was a marked increase from 



several years earlier and, since the economic recovery, has most certainly risen.  Further, the 



South Florida Regional Planning Council, in its Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy, 



2012-17, finds the economic impact of each mega-yacht is higher - estimating that “… each 



[megayacht] visit generates an estimated $400,000 economic impact through boatyard and 



marina expenditures.”  Presumably the SFRPC plan includes all direct, indirect, and induced 



economic impact.   



 



The value of the New River Marine Industry as defined in the FRA-DEIS is based on the number of 



commercial wet slips on the River as a percentage of all commercial wet slips in Broward County 



(see Table 2.2-3 below from the Navigation Discipline Report, page 2-5, July 2014.  



 



 



 Table 2.2-3 Percent Representation of each River Relative to the County in which it is Located  



  



Number of Wetslips at Marinas, Dockuminiums, 



Private Clubs and Hotels and Restaurants 



River  County 



On the 



River 



In the 



County 



River 



Percent 



New Broward            818         2,500  32.7% 



Loxahatchee 
Palm Beach            534         2,300  23.2% 



Martin                0            900  0.0% 



St. Lucie 
Martin            746             900  82.9% 



St. Lucie            222         1,450  15.3% 



 



 



There are multiple ways to measure the “value” of the marine industry.  These could be based on 



marina value or marina sales.  The measure chosen in the Navigation Discipline Report is not value 



based. It is numerically based according to slip count, without taking into account any economic 



value or economic measure. 
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The measure of the marine industry excludes residential wet slips and recreational activity as a 



component of the marine industry.  Conversely however, the complete Marine Industry is defined 



as including recreational boating by AMEC on page 3-11 of the Navigation Discipline Report.  The 



methodology used to define the value of the Marine Industry along the New River is highly flawed.  



The methodology a) is not value based and b) fails to include residential slips as part of industry 



value.  Thus 77% of all boat traffic on the New River (the recreation portion), as described in the 



Navigation Discipline Report Table 3.3-4., is excluded and no valuation is assigned to the 



recreational portion of the marine industry. 



 



(Navigation Discipline Report, July 2014, page 3-11) While secondary to marinas and other public 



marine facilities, an inventory of the docks and slips at waterfront housing developments is 



important to provide an overall picture of the complete marine industry and recreational use of 



the New River. 



 



The New River Marine Industry valuation methodology used by AMEC for the DEIS is inconsistent 



with AMEC’s own method of calculating economic damages.  Calculation of the economic damage 



due to bridge closure wait times does include recreational boat trips. In contradiction, recreational 



boating value is not included in the marine industry value.  As a result, economic damages which 



may occur beyond to cost of wait time delay, such as market share loss for business and property 



value loss for residential and business would be understated. 



 



(Navigation Discipline Report, July 2014, page 6-10) Commercial destinations on the New River are 



primarily boat/yacht repair and support facilities.  These facilities are anticipated to incur minor 



impacts to their business as a result of the moderate impacts of the Combined Effect on vessel 



wait times and queue lengths. 



 



The assertion that “minor impacts” to marine business is flatly rejected by this team’s analysis.  



The Navigation Discipline Report in estimating economic damage assumes that no market share of 



business activity will be lost as a result of the proposed action, only incurring the cost of additional 



time delay.  This is incorrect. The evaluation of the proposed action failed to include reasonably 



foreseeable future rail actions. By this omission alone, the economic damage is vastly understated 



by failure to include market share loss and economic loss in recreational segments of the marine 



industry.  



 



3.2. Omission of Property Value Impacts 



 



Surprisingly, the Navigation Discipline Report, under Direct Economic Benefits, page 2-2 states:   
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 ”These analyses do not include the impact of the marine industry on property values; accordingly, 



property value impacts will not be discussed in this report.”  The omission of property value must 



be remedied in future revisions of the EIS.    



 



Using a conservative figure (tax appraised value), there is nearly $900 million in existing New River 



waterfront residential property value located west of the New River FEC Bridge with direct 



waterway access.  There are approximately 2,900 parcels, with 3,705 residential units comprising 



this sizable value, in addition to the marine commercial and industrial properties upriver of the 



FEC bridge, and totaling approximately 1,600 acres.  



 



This impacted area does not include those who would bear secondary impacts from the railroad 



(public boat ramp users, residents and emergency vehicles delayed by at-grade rail crossing 



delays, etc.).  Taxable value is decidedly less than comparable sales (or actual market) value.   



 



Such residential and marine/industrial properties are identified in the Figure below in green and red, 



respectively.  Only the primary impacted properties are highlighted.   



 



 



 











 



Impacted Waterfront Properties Upriver from the FECR New River Bridge  



SOURCE:  Fishkind and Associates, March 2014.  Not to scale. 



      











 



 



The River traffic survey indicates 77 %of boat traffic at the New River rail bridge is recreational. The effect of 



severe limitations on deepwater access due to foreseeable future actions resulting in sharply increased bridge 



closure times will negatively impact these property values.   



 



The cost of marine industry impacts due to sharply increased bridge closure times such that navigation and access 



is significantly and substantially restricted will result in time delay costs as well as property value losses and 



business value/market share losses.    



 



3.3. Recommended methodology for future estimate of negative economic impact 



 



The DEIS should be revised to include analyses of property value loss, and lost business due to obstruction due to 



time delay of marine traffic.   A recommended methodology, which should be coordinated with the US Coast 



Guard and their further review of navigation conditions including the Navigation Discipline Report included with 



the DEIS, is as follows:     



 



a.   Property value loss can be measured using the value of waterfront properties with deepwater access 



and comparing the value of like properties between upstream and downstream locations.  Upstream 



locations with longer deepwater access times are hypothesized to be valued less than like properties with 



shorter deepwater access times.  Increased bridge closure times increases the deepwater access time 



causing property valuations (residential, commercial and industrial) to fall to values similar to properties 



further upstream.   



 



b. The same is true for commercial business valuations when affected by market share loss due to 



increased time delay.  This type of analysis or any other analysis of the resulting decrease in property 



values for thousands of homes and businesses has been specifically omitted from the navigation Discipline 



Report and the Draft EIS.  This is because of the failure to model reasonably foreseeable actions beyond 



year 1 of the proposed action in year 2016. Further, this results in a failure to acknowledge the real estate 



economics and consequences put in play due to the impact of extended delay due to lengthy bridge 



closure on property value and business market share.   



 



At present there are two proposals to construct large scale mega yacht servicing facilities at Watson Island and 



Port of Miami.  Should navigational conditions prove too onerous on the New River, the South Florida market will 



respond with development of new mega yacht service centers and commercial facilities elsewhere including 



outside of Broward County.  Put simply, there is a real threat to the New River marine industries and real estate 



values from extended bridge closures. 27 



 



The navigational analysis portion of the DEIS should be revised to analyze potential business value loss, plus 



potential property value loss caused by obstructive FEC bridge closures. The negative impacts to only a segment of 



the Broward County commercial marine industry (which if the AMEC estimate of one-third of the County’s 



industry were true may be estimated conservatively at $2.9 billion), plus nearly $1 billion in residential and 
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 Miami Today, Port of Miami Plans Megayacht Marina, November 22, 2014.  See 
http://www.miamitodaynews.com/news/111208/story1.shtml 
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commercial/industrial property values, and the indeterminate value of recreational waterway usage are 



inadequately and erroneously presented.    



 



The actual property value, capital losses and business market share/sales loss from un-modeled conditions may be 



unacceptably high.28  This consideration should be taken into account by the US Coast Guard as it undertakes a 



Truman-Hobbs/ obstructive bridge evaluation.  



 



3.4. Ridership and revenue summary study does not demonstrate profitable operation 



 



The economic analysis does not include a demonstration that the service can be operated profitably.  It merely 



states travel times from Miami to Orlando must be approximately 3 hours to gain necessary ridership to attain 



profitable operational status.  A revenue/expense analysis is not provided which demonstrates profitable 



operation is feasible. Only a ridership study is provided to demonstrate ridership potential. No analysis of revenue 



or profitability is included.   



 



Louis Berger Group Ridership and Revenue Summary, September 2013, page 3: 



Ridership and revenue forecast for each of the cases noted above are summarized in Table 1 below for 2019, the 



first year after stabilized ridership is expected to be achieved.   



 



However, no revenue summary is provided in Table 1 of the LBG Ridership and Revenue Summary report.  As well, 



no findings regarding the ability to operate profitability are included in the Draft EIS.  While the project need and 



forecast ridership may be demonstrated, the underlying premise of financial feasibility remains in question. 
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 Present property devaluation argument (which AAF expressly omitted); directly impacted/devalued properties (more than 3,700 



residential, marine commercial & industrial parcels on nearly 3,900 acres with taxable value exceeding $1 billion).   
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Section 4.  Contradiction of public plans, policies and investments   



4.1. Tri-Rail Coastal Link Planning  



 



The argument is presented in numerous portions of this document that the public planning well underway by the Tri-Rail 



Coastal Link project is dismissed by omission in the DEIS.   This project is led by the South Florida Regional 



Transportation Authority (SFRTA), its steering committee, and coordinated with/supported by several public bodies such 



as the Florida Department of Transportation, Metropolitan Planning Organizations, and the Southeast Florida 



Transportation Council, 29 The result contributes to the objection that DEIS does not adequately consider cumulative 



effects of all foreseeable future projects, thus omitting important rail traffic forecasts.  The DEIS is therefore 



contradictory of these public plans, policies and investments.   



 



With some newer estimates up to $850 million, “… SFRTA plans to spend $600 million to $800 million on infrastructure 



investments, including triple-tracking some sections, building 17 to 20 additional stations, and constructing a new 



bridge in downtown Fort Lauderdale so the more frequent rail traffic doesn't affect the city's active marine industry, 



[emphasis added] says SFRTA Director of Planning and Capital Development Bill Cross.” 30, 31 



 



The detailed development of such capital improvements is being coordinated by RS&H Engineering (see 



www.rsandh.com) for FDOT.  Ms. Amie Goddeau, of the Broward County (District 4 FDOT) is the Project Manager.32  



Financing and funding of the project is well underway.  In March 13, 2014 a presentation to Broward MPO Board, 



“Financial Plan Status Report” staff detailed the plan for operating and capital improvements, estimated at  $720- 796 M 



(2013 $), with 50 % fed, 25% state, 25% local contributions.  The annual operation and maintenance is estimated at $33-



38 M.  At least 11 new regional funding sources are being analyzed for the project, such as  



special assessments, a regional property tax of .5 to 1.0 mils, property tax increment, sales tax, transient sales tax, rental 



car surcharge of $2-3/day, automobile registration fee (earmark portion), and annual station fee.   



 



A new mid or high-level bridge over the New River at the FEC crossing is contemplated in multiple documents adopted 



by SFRTA and Coastal Link Steering Committee as presented elsewhere in this analysis,  with conceptual ideas dating 



back to at least 2006,33 and drawings dating at least back to 2010.34    



                                                           
29 After several years of ad hoc cooperation, the Southeast Florida Transportation Council was created, under Florida Statutes 



Chapter 339. 175, to serve as a formal forum for policy coordination and communication to carry out these regional initiatives 



agreed upon by the MPOs from Miami-Dade, Broward, and Palm Beach Counties.  
30



 See the March 2014 Progressive Railroading article available [online] 



http://www.progressiverailroading.com/passenger_rail/article/South-Florida-rail-upgrades-to-provide-more-freight-transit-travel-



options--39706, March 23, 2014.  
31



 Telephone conversation with Bill Cross, April 10, 2014.  
32



 Amy Goddeau, FDOT.  See http://tri-railcoastallink.com/executive-steering-committee.html.  
33



 In the (Tier 1 Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement, Approved in September 2006 by the FDOT and the Federal 



Transit Administration, “ For example, one preliminary assessment is that should the FEC Railway crossing of the New River in 



Downtown Ft. Lauderdale be utilized, a high level fixed bridge to replace the existing low-level bascule bridge over the river will be 



studied to reduce the number of new openings and improve navigation on that waterway.”  [Emphasis added]  and in 2010, 



“Operation of the regional rail will require investments in infrastructure and rolling stock. Upgrades to the FEC’s railroad 



infrastructure shared by freight and passenger trains must Include [emphases added]:   …  Double track on a high bridge crossing 



the New River (with a separate freight track on the existing drawbridge).      





file:///C:/Users/Synaesthesis%20LLC/Desktop/RR%20marina%20mile/www.rsandh.com


http://www.progressiverailroading.com/passenger_rail/article/South-Florida-rail-upgrades-to-provide-more-freight-transit-travel-options--39706


http://www.progressiverailroading.com/passenger_rail/article/South-Florida-rail-upgrades-to-provide-more-freight-transit-travel-options--39706


http://tri-railcoastallink.com/executive-steering-committee.html
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From the project development document (2014, page 5-15):  



 



“ Proposed passenger rail (both the Project and the proposed AAF) over existing waterways may be 



accommodated by building a new bridge adjacent to existing FEC Railway bridges or by replacing or modifying 



the existing bridges. Because these waterways have been designated as navigable by the USCG, the new 



bridges would require they provide the necessary vertical clearance to “meet the reasonable needs of 



navigation” for those particular locations as part of the permit conditions.  [Emphasis added.]  A preliminary 



survey on navigational issues at the New River crossing and supporting data may be found in the Phase 2 



Navigable Waterway Analysis 



 



Technical Memorandum. Generally, the survey revealed that sailing vessels with mast heights of 63.5 feet 
routinely travel past the FEC Railway Bridge on their way for service at the River Bend Marine Center near I-95. 
However, the River Bend Marine Center, on occasion, services vessels with mast heights as tall as 95 feet. 
Additional study is ongoing during Phase 3 to determine the reasonable needs of navigation on the New River 
and Dania Cut-off Canal. During Project Development, the reasonable needs of navigation may be determined 
through interviews and meetings with interested 
stakeholders.   A Boat Survey and Bridge Opening Analysis Report was also completed on February 13, 2013 to 
provide a better understanding of the vessels using the New River and the bascule bridge openings they require. 
 
Bridge opening logs from 2011 were used to determine the frequency and pattern of openings for the Southeast 
Third Avenue and Andrews Avenue Bridges. February of 2011 was the month within the survey period with the 
greatest  number of bridge openings. The boat survey performed in April of 2011 identified 425 vessels 
upstream of the Southeast Third Avenue Bridge and Andrews Avenue Bridge that would require bridge 
openings.  Based on the review of aerial photography dated March 26, 2011, it is estimated that approximately 
30 percent of the 2,592 vessels traversing the New River upstream of Southeast Third Avenue have a vertical 
clearance requirement greater than 20 feet. 
 
Important environmental issues are likely related to water quality, wildlife habitat (e.g., manatee protection 
zones), wetlands, and historic and/ or archaeological areas. In addition to marine and environmental concerns, 
economic and visual impacts as well as right-of-way acquisitions will be important issues to consider and 
evaluate in subsequent studies in particular at the New River crossing. Temporary disruption to navigation on 
the affected waterways will also be an important issue to consider and mitigate during any proposed bridge 
construction.     



                                                                                                                                                                                                                        
34



 Example in the following excerpt from the Tri-Rail Coastal Link, Preliminary Project Development Report, April 2014.  “5.2.4 



Navigable Waterways.  The FEC Railway corridor includes 16 bridges over waterways within the study limits. Of these, eight support 



navigation as defined in 33 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Ch. 1, §2.36. The Build Alternative would likely require up to four 



potential new bridge structures to accommodate the necessary infrastructure improvements. Based on preliminary Phase 3 analysis 



of the Build Alternative, one of the potential new bridge structures required would include a new moveable, double track structure 



adjacent to the existing double track bridge at the New River in downtown Fort Lauderdale. The new structure would provide 



operational flexibility and a greater navigable clearance allowing fewer lift movements of the existing double-track structure to 



accommodate the implementation of posted navigational clearance times. As an integral navigable waterway for the marine 



community, additional analysis of the New River Bridge and stakeholder coordination will be conducted during Project 



Development. As noted during the Phase 2 analysis, new or modified structures at the New River Bridge, the Dania Cut-Off Canal 



Bridge (in Dania Beach just south of FLL) and the Hillsboro Canal on the Broward County/Palm Beach County line will require 



additional coordination with the United States Coast Guard (USCG).”    
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4.2. Contradiction of Stated Local, Regional, and State Public Policy    



 



In the above sections, it has been demonstrated that the DEIS is not consistent with State of Florida freight, seaport and 



transit/transportation planning, and not consistent with the regional Tri-Rail Coastal Link planning.  In addition, the DEIS 



erroneously implies consistency with other public policy plans by the regional planning organization, and local 



comprehensive plans.  While those plans meritoriously advocate for improved multi-modal transportation and transit, 



they also generally support the marine industries sustainability or growth in the name of economic development. 



Because of the detrimental effect obstructive bridge closure will have on the marine industry, the proposed project is 



contradictory to plans identified below.   



 



As stated on pg. 5-64 of the DEIS, the Florida Coastal Management Program (FCMP) Consistency Review the Florida State 



Clearinghouse has reviewed the South Florida East Coast Corridor Transit Analysis, a similar project to the Phase I to the 



WPB‐M Corridor described in the 2012 EA. The South Florida project was determined to be consistent with the FCMP, 



and the State Clearinghouse determined that this consistency determination would be valid for the AAF project because 



the AAF Project Area is fully encompassed within the South Florida East Coast Corridor Transit Analysis area which was 



found to be consistent in 2006 and there have been no relevant changes in the CZMA or FCMP criteria that would affect 



that determination. 



 



This analysis is rejected since many plan changes have occurred since 2006, so it is not understood what consistency is 



implied.  Further page 5-65 of the DEIS states:   



 



The Project would be consistent with local, regional, and state comprehensive plans. Consistency with these plans has 



been included in the purpose and need criteria matrix used to develop the Action Alternatives. 



 



The assertion of consistency is rejected by this analysis, as is further presented below:   



 



Regional Planning 



The South Florida Regional Planning Council administers policy and planning in the South Florida Region primarily 



through law via Strategic Regional Policy Plan (SRPP).   It also adopts a Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy.    



 



The 2012 Environmental Assessment (p. 243) project erroneously cites compliance with the SRPP by supporting 



commuter rail, and waterborne transit simultaneously: 



 



“Policy 8.4 Expand use of public transportation, including buses, commuter rail, waterborne transit, [emphasis added] 



and alternative transportation modes that provide services for pedestrians, bikers, and the transportation 



disadvantaged, and increase its role as a major component in the overall regional transportation system.”  (p. 243, 2012 



AAF Environmental Assessment)  



  



This simultaneous support is contradictory, since the expanded public transportation accommodated by All Aboard 



Florida and by the Tri-Rail Coastal Link will impede waterborne transit.  As one example, the water taxi/water bus owner 



which now serves the New River foregoes taxi stops upriver of the FEC bridge because of the bridge’s unpredictable 



interruption of regular service.  This clearly impedes local public transportation.  A testimonial to this effect by business 



owner William Walker is presented elsewhere in this response.     
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Further, the All Aboard Florida project’s Draft Environmental Impact Statement does not adequately mitigate its 



negative effects on marine traffic, nor does it explain its contradiction of the CEDS and the SRPP, as follows:  



  



The Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy (CEDS) 2012-17 



CEDS is a regional plan composed and adopted by the South Florida Regional Planning Council which in part is used to 



posture projects and programs for Federal funding.  Such Strategy acknowledges the importance of the marine 



industries in Ft. Lauderdale with blanket policy statements of support:  



  



“Support projects that promote and enhance marine, tourism, renewable energy, military and agriculture sectors.” 



(CEDS, p. 11) [ emphasis added] 



 



 In justifying this position, the Plan (CEDS, pp. 91-92) states:  



  



“Known as the “Yachting Capital of the World,” Greater Fort Lauderdale enjoys a thriving recreational marine industry, 



having more than 50,000 registered vessels cruising its 300 miles of navigable waterways and Atlantic shores. 



Approximately 1,500 megayachts (vessels measuring 80 feet or more) visit Broward County each year, and each visit 



generates an estimated $400,000 economic impact through boatyard and marina expenditures, purchases and related 



services from businesses that serve the marine industry. The megayacht related business activity in Broward County 



accounted for more than 80% of the Region’s marine industry’s economic activity. It is one of Broward’s largest industries 



and employment sectors, creating more than 134,000 jobs and representing $3.7 billion in wages and earnings.  [old data 



which is larger today]   Marine industry is [sic]    also a crucial sector in the Florida  Keys  (Monroe County).  Besides  



tourism and hospitality sector, the $60-100 million fishing industry is also vital to the County’s economy and culture.” 



 



The project as presented in the DEIS negatively impacts the marine and tourism sectors of South Florida’s regional 



economy. 



  



Strategic Regional Policy Plan    



The Plan supports the “marine resource economy,” so anything detrimental to same such as the obstructive FECR/AAF 



bridge is contradictory.  Because of threat to the regional marine industry and recreational, AAF’s DEIS 



contradicts:   (Citations follow): 



  



a. (p. 76, SRPP)  “ Protecting our Marine Resource Economy.  Our world-renowned waterways provide more than 



just tourism. The Region is home to mega-yacht builders and outfitters, and the marinas and support services 



that are located along our coastline provide jobs as well as eye appeal. As the Region continues to grow, 



demands for residential development along the scenic waterways increase, putting a sometimes-irresistible 



pressure on marine related industries. Loss of marine-related businesses, especially those that are water 



dependent to residential development means a loss of jobs and a change in the character of an economy that 



has been traditional in South Florida. “  [emphasis added]  



  



b. Contradicts Policy 17.6 “Improve economic diversification in South Florida and enhance the Region’s assets for 



international business, tourism, technology, sports, entertainment, and other economic development 



activities.”  (p. 77; see also page 75 regarding international trade)  
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Ft. Lauderdale’s marine and yachting industries are indisputable and vital links to tourism (domestic and 



international), international business, and is a cornerstone of economic development and economic 



sustainability.    



  



c. In three sections of the Plan, Goal 2 is restated:  “Increase employment opportunities and support the creation 



of jobs with better pay and benefits for the Region’s workforce.”  (pages 3, 22 and 24 of the SRPP) 



  



The AAF project as presented in the DEIS (with inadequate mitigation) will negatively impact the marine industries’ 



ability to create and sustain high paying jobs.  Coveted marine industry jobs are markedly higher paid.  A recent study for 



the Port of Ft. Pierce Master Plan shows median annual marine industry salaries at $50,522, which is nearly 70% 



higher than commercial/retail/hospitality jobs ($29,752).   Any retraction of the marine industry in Broward is a 



contradiction to the SRPP.  



 



d.  “Policy 20.14 Encourage coordination among state, regional, and local governments and the private sector in the 



development of waterway transportation strategies [emphasis added] and polices, consistent with protection of the 



Region’s water resources, which can be integrated into the local comprehensive planning process.”  (p. 89, SRPP) 



  



The AAF DEIS contradicts such efforts to develop more waterway transportation strategies. 



                     



4.2.1 Inconsistency with local comprehensive plans 



 



The most impacted areas adjacent to the New River, as mapped in Section 3 above, are located in four Broward County 



municipalities (Davie, Dania Beach, and Plantation) as shown below.     



 



While the EA and DEIS imply consistency with all 



local comprehensive plans (which set the 



growth and development policies for these 



urban areas), the following presents examples 



of inconsistency in the local comprehensive 



plans of Ft. Lauderdale and Dania Beach, since 



these plan sections  



promoting economic development particularly 



in the marine industries which would be harmed 



by the AAF project.   



 



 



 



Ft. Lauderdale Comprehensive Plan 



Ft. Lauderdale’s adopted comprehensive plan 



policy is to:  “Protect existing marine uses as a 
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resource of the City.”35  And “OBJECTIVE 1.24: MARINE RESOURCES - Continue to protect and enhance marine uses as a 



recognized resource of the City. … POLICY 1.24.1: Protect marine resources as employment generators and economic 



resources [emphasis added] of the City by reviewing all projects on waterways to gauge their potential impact on 



marine uses.” 36  



 



Additional policies in the Ft. Lauderdale Comprehensive Plan to be upheld include:  



 



POLICY 1.24.4: Continue to implement the Marine Industry Association’s South Florida Marine Master Plan. 37 



 



POLICY 1.3.6: Preserve and enhance existing marinas [emphasis added] in the City and standards for future marina 



siting which address: land use compatibility, availability of upland support services, existing protective status or 



ownership, hurricane contingency planning, protection of water quality, water depth, environmental disruptions, 



mitigation actions, availability for public use, economic need and feasibility. 38 



 



The City’s Comprehensive plan also makes reference to multi-modal enhancement, which (though may not be expressly 



stated) implies waterway transportation.  In particular, Ft. Lauderdale continues to encourage the water bus thusly:  



“POLICY 1.19.2: Work with BCt to expand existing bus connections to the  water-bus, which operates along the 



Intracoastal Waterway.39   Also referenced is the integration with Strategic Intermodal System, a designation by FDOT 



for critical transportation links of statewide importance and which portend investment of State money for 



improvements.   



 



Next, we know the Ft. Lauderdale Comprehensive Plan includes parks and recreation, namely the boat ramp west of the 



FEC Rail bridge (Cooley’s Landing).  The General public using such facility will be constrained in their enjoyment of the 



waterway; arguably the City’s investment in the boat ramp there will be devalued.   



 



Last, (per planning principles), Ft. Lauderdale has arguably a low ratio of industrial land (6%, or 1252 acres)40 for an 



adequate jobs base.  Several annexations in the Marina Mile locale into Ft. Lauderdale since 1989 are noted. 41 



 



Dania Beach Comprehensive Plan  



Dania Beach is home to a significant number of the County’s marine businesses:  



 



The Dania Beach Comprehensive Plan has the following quoted citations promoting the marine industries which are 



contradicted by the All Aboard Florida project and its detrimental marine industry effects [emphases added]:   



 



As noted in Table III, flexibility zones 58, 79, 81, 83 and 84 contain virtually all the vacant land presently occurring within 



the City of Dania Beach. Flex zone 79 represents primarily the employment center base for the City of Dania Beach with 



                                                           
35



 Ft. Lauderdale Comprehensive Plan, Coastal Management Element, Volume 1, p. 5-3. 
36



 City of Fort Lauderdale Comprehensive Plan (Ordinance C-08-18), Volume I – Future Land Use Element, p. 2-19.  
37



 City of Fort Lauderdale Comprehensive Plan (Ordinance C-08-18), Volume I – Future Land Use Element, p. 2-20.  
38



 City of Fort Lauderdale Comprehensive Plan (Ordinance C-08-18), Volume I – Coastal Management Element, p. 5-3.  
39



 City of Fort Lauderdale Comprehensive Plan (Ordinance C-08-18), Volume I – Transportation Element, p. 9-29.   
40



 Ft. Lauderdale Future Land Use Element, (Ordinance C-08-18), p. 1-9. 
41



 Ft. Lauderdale Land Use Element, p. 1-7.  Also note that virtually all of the land in project area of concern in located in the AE flood 



zone, meaning that these areas are “… of special flood hazard with base flood elevations determined.”   
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many existing industrial and marine industry related facilities currently existing.  (Future Land Use Element, vacant 



inventory, p. 6).  



 



Because of the growing marine industry within the general Broward County area and the lack of facilities with ready 



access to the Intracoastal and Atlantic Ocean, Dania Beach finds itself as a desirable location for this type of 



development.  (Coastal Management Element, p. 3).  



 



“Policy 1.62 Marine Industrial Uses. The City shall encourage additional Marine Industrial development. In doing so, 



Marine Industrial development shall be planned, designed, and built to be as fully enclosed in buildings as is reasonably 



possible and to minimize adverse secondary impacts of noise, outdoor activities, …  (Future Land Use Element, p. 45) 



 



Industrial Use- The purpose of reserving land for industrial uses is to provide opportunity for the retention and 



expansion of Dania Beach's economic base activities. Although other uses are permitted in areas designated industrial, 



at least eighty (80%) percent of such land area must be devoted to industrial use, such as manufacturing, warehouse 



distribution, research and development, or other substantial employment based activities.    (Future Land Use Element, 



p. 23 )  



 



Section IV. REQUIREMENTS FOR FUTURE LAND USE GOALS, OBJECTIVES AND POLICIES. The goal of the future land use 



element of the City of Dania Beach will be provision of land uses which will maximize economic benefits for the 



community, be sensitive of the natural environment and minimize any threat to the health, safety and welfare of the 



community and its residents.   (Future Land Use Element, p. 43)  



 



Policy 1.3 Clean, light, industrial development will be encouraged to support the tax base for the community and to 



provide a wide range of employment for residents of the community.  (Future Land Use Element, p. 44).  
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Section 5. Conclusions   
 



The commenting coalition finds the DEIS seriously deficient, and requests the following actions and or mitigation measures:  



5.1. Suspend or Delay a Final EIS 



 



A final EIS must not be issued until the multiple serious flaws and/or additional information, multiple analyses, and more meaningful 



mitigation, as explained throughout this document, is provided and assured.   



 



Moreover, it is unclear what is intended by the FRA with its stated intention (pg. S-5, DEIS) to combine the Final EIS and Record of 



Decision (ROD) for this project- additional explanation is requested. 



5.2. Implement/modify deficient or non-existent bridge rules  



Operation of movable bridges falls under the jurisdiction of the USCG and is regulated by Rules and Regulations 



published in The Code of Federal Regulations under Title 33, “Navigation and Navigable Waters”. The New River FECR 



bridge in question is presently unmanned and opening and closing operation is fully automatic utilizing electronic 



sensors and cameras located at the bridge site. The opening and closing operations are controlled utilizing the 



information transmitted from the sensors and cameras at the bridge site to the FECR central control board located at 



New Smyrna Beach.  



 



On page 4-24, the DEIS states that “The bridge is currently kept in the open condition and lowered for freight train 



passage in accordance with USCG Drawbridge Operation Regulations at 33 CFR 111.313(b).” 



    



Comment:  We are unable to find this reference in the Code of Federal Regulations, it appears as incorrect. The correct 



reference for such bridges is Code of Federal Regulations Title 33 Section 117.313 New River, which states:  “(b) The 



draw of the Andrews Avenue bridge, mile 2.3 at Fort Lauderdale, shall open on signal; except that, from 7:30 a.m. to 9 



a.m. and 4:30 p.m. to 6 p.m., Monday through Friday, except Federal holidays, the draw need not open. The draw need 



not open for inbound vessels when the draw of the Florida East Coast Railroad bridge, mile 2.5 at Fort Lauderdale is in 



the closed position for the passage of a train. Public vessels of the United States, tugs with tows, and vessels in distress 



shall be passed at any time.42  The bridge’s operating protocol is to be normally left open to navigation and closed only 



when required by train movements over the bridge. 



 



The mitigation called for in DEIS “Section 7, page 7-3 and in Table 7.2-2 Project Mitigation Measures for Unavoidable 



Impacts – Operational Period,” is inadequate.  It calls for a series of measures promoting coordination with local officials, 



adding a bridge tender, and other steps as follows:   



 



Table 7.2-2 Project Mitigation Measures for Unavoidable Impacts – Operational Period Navigation  



 Manage train schedules to minimize bridge closures 



 Provide marine industry with bridge closure schedules to facilitate planning by 



 boaters 



                                                           
42 SOURCE:  http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-



idx?SID=30c4c31911ca80fbe6dcf9aaa9148271&node=se33.1.117_1313&rgn=div8 



 











 



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



 Develop a set schedule for the down times of each bridge location. This schedule 



 will include both freight and passenger rail service. 



 Provide that schedule of bridge closures in an internet-accessible format to offer the 



 public with access to that information, including the boating community and marinas. 



 This will be posted on the AAF website and/or the US Coast Guard website. 



 Implement a notification sign/signal at each bridge location with warning count 



 downs to indicate the times at which the bridge will begin to close and open and how 



 long before a train will arrive. 



 Develop formal contact with first responders and emergency personnel. 



 Develop coordination plans between AAF and local authorities during peak vessel 



 travel times on holidays and major public events 



 Install a bridge tender at the New River Bridge 



 



While all of these are positive steps, they fall short of what is really needed.  The US Coast Guard should initiate the 



adoption of an operating rules for the New River FECR Bridge No. 341.26, and the single track bascule bridge No. 



0717-08 leased by the CSX Corporation (CSX Bridge at I-95).   



 



The USCG recently solicited navigation information via a survey, which will help with the investigation of vessel traffic 



characteristics.  In addition to attending one of the USCG’s public information sessions in Ft. Lauderdale, this consulting 



team coordinated nearly 200 responses to the navigational survey to derive detailed information about the size and type 



of vessels transiting the river.  These data can be made available to the FRA and the USCG to inform its requested rule-



writing procedure.   



 



The bridge rules requested for adoption should ensure predictability, staffed full-time tenders at both locations, and 



special events/peak demand rules of operation so that all the mariners (most notably law enforcement, marine 



commerce and recreation) can be forewarned and work with reliable schedules for navigation obstruction.   The rules 



should also consider the peak demand patterns and level of service concept as described above in section 2.4.  Finally, 



the rules should also be synchronized with the other high traffic bridges on the New River so they all work most 



efficiently in concert.   



 



Adopting rules for the bridges should be designed to solve the following problems:   



 



a. Whenever the bridge is down no train, it violates 33 CFR 117.4, which provides for an automated drawbridge to 



be kept open to navigation when not in use by a train.  These so called “ghost train” closures are documented by our 



recent vessel traffic and bridge monitoring surveys.  



 



b.   Since Federal law gives deference to waterway and users because of their limited alternatives, and the multiple 



alternatives available to surface transportation, arguably the waterway must be open at least 31 minutes per hour, 



and for at least 15 minutes per opening.  Any exceedance of this should warrant complaint.  In the recent Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement for the All Aboard Florida project issued by the Federal Railroad Administration, 



average bridge closure time is in the range of 19 minutes, and in some hours the bridge is closed more than it is 



open, which points to obstruction according to your rules.  As we speak, we are receiving reports from a daily 



commercial waterway user that the bridge was closed for more than 2.5 hours on December 1, 2014 and after 



calling FEC bridge operations headquarters, local commercial marine operators received no predictable forecast of 



opening.    
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c.  33 CFR 117.55 requires that the bridge owner of each drawbridge post signs upstream and downstream of the 



bridge notifying waterway users of the operating scheme for the bridge.   The current signage provided is 



inadequate.  In addition, additional signage would be prudent to ensure smooth operation.  Especially since the 



bridge is unmanned, signage should be present about where/how to report malfunctions, etc.  As in 33 CFR 117.55 



(c) for advance notice, signs would state the “… the name, address, and telephone number of the person to be 



notified.”  



 



Another important remedy can be accomplished if rule promulgation and an overhead bridge at the FEC crossing 



(discussed below) is constructed.  By taking these mitigation measures, vessel congestion at the FEC bridge bottleneck 



will presumably be relieved to protect against collisions with manatees.  



 



While mitigation measures for the West Indian Manatee are cited in the DEIS beginning on pg. 7-10, these protections 



apply only to construction, which is not proposed for 



the FECR New River bridge.   Because an additional 



threat to manatees will result from the density of vessel 



traffic caused by bridge closures, the DEIS is deficient in 



its mitigation measures.   



 



The DEIS analysis should include consideration of the 



adopted Broward County Manatee Protection Plan, 



especially because of desirable habitat and transit for 



manatees provided by the New River (North and South 



Forks).  



 



Show in the “Telemetry Data” diagram below,43 



manatees favor the north and south forks of the New 



River;  the south fork especially because of proximity to 



the “Lauderdale Power Plant” (as shown on the map) 



which, in its cooling ponds, provides warm water 



especially in cooler months which attracts these 



protected mammals.   



 



In addition, according to scientific data in the Manatee 



Protection Plan, the higher census of manatees occurs 



in the high tourist season (November- March), 44 which 



coincides with prime tourist and boating seasons.  



 



                                                           
43 See Figure 10, pg. 125 of Attachment K to the Manatee Protection Plan.   
44



 See pg. 122 of Attachment K to Manatee Protection Plan – Figure 7, available [online] at   



http://www.broward.org/Manatees/Pages/ManateeProtection.aspx 
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5.3. Alternatives analysis must be expanded to advance the construction of a bridge to mitigate cumulative 



impact  



 



The engineering challenge is to mitigate negative impacts of unreasonable bridge closure. Under the NEPA (EIS) process, 



credible engineering comments filed with the Federal government will elicit responses from the applicant.  Though AAF 



dismissed several options such as tunneling, elevated tracking or separated tracks in its EA, those options and others 



should be advanced again if the project’s impact, together with future Coastal Link impacts, is to be mitigated.   



 



Included in this report are suggested alternates for mid-level movable bridges for combined passenger rail operations 



for AAF and Tri-Rail Coastal Link and a high level alternate for a fixed and a movable bridge with approach viaducts for 



combined AAF and Tri-Rail Coastal Link Passenger and commuter rail operations. The suggested alternates have 



examined the Tri-Rail Coastal Link Environmental assessment and found that the proposal for a two track mid-level 



movable bridge adjacent to the existing FEC New River Bridge is not feasible within the existing ROW. The width of the 



framing for the existing bridge which is centered on the FEC ROW leaves insufficient room on either side to construct a 



new double track bridge. Our investigation concludes that it is possible to build two separate movable mid-level bridges 



one on each side of the existing bridge. This needs to be evaluated and included in both the AAF DEIS and the 



forthcoming Tri-Rail Coastal Link EA and EIS. 



 



The alternates investigated and recommended by this report are: 



 



 Mid-Level Movable Bridges (21 foot vertical clearance above MHW)  



 Fixed High Level Bridge (which could be 55 foot vertical clearance above MHW, or preferably higher)  



 Fixed High Level Bridge with a movable span permitting tall-masted vessels to pass thru without having to step 



their masts. 



 



5.3.1 Mid-Level Movable Bridge Alternate 



A mid –Level movable bridge carrying all proposed AAF passenger rail and Tri-Rail Coastal Link commuter traffic has the 



capability of reducing the number of openings required for a low level bridge such as the existing FEC New River Bridge. 



The Existing bridge is situated such that the vertical clearance is 4’ at MHW. This permits only rowboats, canoes, kayaks 



and small motor boats to pass without requiring an opening. A mid-level bridge or set of bridges would allow passage of 



vessels having a height of 21 feet or less at MHW to pass without requiring an opening. , and is consistent with the 



nearby downtown moveable road bridges.  The other distinct advantage is that the existing bridge FEC bridge need only 



carry freight operations and could conceivably be left in the open position for longer periods.  
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5.3.2. High Level Fixed Bridge Alternate  



The High level fixed bridge alternate (55 foot vertical clearance above MHW, or higher) would carry all proposed AAF 



passenger rail and Tri-Rail Coastal Link commuter traffic. This alternate while it would greatly reduce the number of 



required bridge openings however limits passage to only those vessels that require less than high level vertical 



clearance.  Large sailing vessels with tall masts would not be able to pass without stepping their masts; many super 



yachts exceeding 150 feet in length and large superstructures also would be constrained by a 55 vertical clearance.  This 



alternate was included in our evaluation however it is not recommended as many vessels requiring higher air draft  lying 



west of the FEC New River Bridge would no longer be able to pass through this part of the channel without having to 



step their mast or remove parts of the superstructure.  If the process to step the mast were required perhaps only one 



time during the boating season this would not present a major hardship.  However through the study of the large vessels  



berthed at locations west of the existing FEC Bridge which frequently navigate this part of the river to the Intracoastal 



Waterway and the Atlantic Ocean, it is concluded that this is counterproductive to a healthy marine industry. Likewise 



these vessels return to their home berth on a frequent basis. It is for this reason that we do not recommend this 



alternate, however it is included for the sake of discussion and analysis.   
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5.3.3. High Level Fixed Bridge with a Movable Span Alternate 



This alternate is the best alternate that provides the least impact on navigation and would serve FEC’s freight 



operation’s needs on the existing FEC movable bridge and AAF’s and Tri-Rail Coastal Link’s passenger and commuter rail 



needs on the high level movable bridge. While Bridge openings would be required for most vessels at the existing FEC 



bridge the number of closures would be limited only to the freight operations as passenger rail would operate over the 



high level bridge. The number of openings at the high level bridge also are less in number than for the Mid-Level 



movable bridge alternate as the 55 feet of clearance provided in the closed position allows most vessels except the tall 



masted vessels to pass without an opening thereby maximizing use of the bridge in the closed position for rail 



operations. This alternate is therefore considered to be the recommended alternate to accommodate future rail traffic 



and have the least impact on navigation. 
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Page 3-1 Alternatives 



3 Alternatives 



 



The Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations that implement the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 



(NEPA) state that the alternatives section is the heart of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) (40 CFR § 1502.14). 



Those regulations and accompanying guidance, Forty Most Asked Questions Concerning CEQ’s National Environmental 



Policy Act Regulations (CEQ 1981), require a federal decision‐maker, in this case the Federal Railroad Administration 



(FRA), to: 



 



 Develop and describe the range of alternatives capable of achieving the purpose and need (1505.1(e)), including 
alternatives not within the jurisdiction of the lead agency and the No‐Action Alternative (1502.14(d)); and 



 Rigorously explore and objectively evaluate these alternatives, and provide reasons why the lead agency 
eliminated certain alternatives from further study (1502.14(a)). 



 



This chapter describes the process through which the Proposed Action (Build) Alternatives and the No‐Action Alternative 



for Phase II of the Orlando‐Miami Passenger Rail Project were identified and evaluated, and provides a detailed 



description of the alternatives evaluated in this Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). The environmental 



impacts of each of the alternatives that were carried forward from this screening process are evaluated in Chapter 5, 



Environmental Consequences, of this DEIS. 



 



Comment: The DEIS is not in compliance with this directive to include all of the alternatives to achieve the purpose and 



need of the project when significant issues  (proposed freight increase and Tri-Rail Coastal Link passenger operations) 



concerning rail operations and impacts on navigation have not been addressed in the DEIS.  In other words, all prior 



alternatives (such as a tunnel, and mid-level and high-level bridges) should have been analyzed in the DEIS instead of 



being dismissed.  



 



Alt-bridges (2)  



(Page 3-2, DEIS) 3.2 Alternatives Identification and Screening 



This section describes the alternatives that were identified and developed for the Project and the criteria used to 



evaluate each alternative. The analysis also included a preliminary comparison of potential impacts to key 



environmental resources.  Alternatives were identified and screened in an iterative, three level process: 



 Level 1 identified and screened overall routes connecting Orlando with the previously reviewed West Palm 
Beach to Miami service, and identified a preferred route alternative. 



 Level 2 was more fine‐grained and evaluated segment alternatives within the preferred route. 



 Level 3 evaluated alternatives within one segment (the Orlando‐Orange County Expressway Authority (OOCEA)‐
controlled segment of the East‐West Corridor) of the preferred route. 



 



Figure 3.2‐1 shows the screening process graphically. In order to identify and consider alternatives that will satisfy the 



Project’s purpose, including its feasibility as a private enterprise, AAF developed evaluation criteria, including six critical 



determining factors (Critical Determining Factors) that must be met in order for AAF to be able to proceed with the 



Project. These screening criteria recognize that AAF is a private enterprise that cannot rely on government operating 



subsidies and that does not have the authority to acquire property by eminent domain (condemnation). To be feasible 



as a private enterprise, AAF must be able to: 
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 Provide reliable and convenient intercity passenger rail transportation connecting Orlando and Miami, Florida, 
by extending previously reviewed passenger rail service between West Palm Beach and Miami; 



 Gain access to the lands on which alternatives are proposed through viable acquisitions, leases, licenses, 
permits, or other arrangements that do not preclude the feasibility of the Project as a private enterprise; 



 Deliver a travel time that will meet the ridership targets necessary for a sustainable commercial initiative; 



 Commence construction in the near term in order to control costs; 



 Remain in close proximity to existing or planned transportation corridors in order to limit land acquisitions and 
related impacts; and 



 Limit cost of development, including cost of land acquisitions, access, construction, and environmental 
mitigation. 



 



AAF identified the alternatives at each level, and developed and applied screening criteria to determine whether each 



alternative was reasonable and capable of being implemented in accordance with these overall objectives. FRA has 



independently evaluated AAF’s analysis, validated assumptions, and has prepared the following summary of the 



alternatives evaluation process. 



 



Comment:  In order to satisfy the above criteria the full impact of all rail operations must be evaluated in the 



alternatives. The omission of any future rail operations will impact the ability of the alternative selection to satisfy the 



project purpose, it will also affect projected travel times and prohibits the ability to perform a complete evaluation as to 



the necessity of providing additional ROW and infrastructure to support the project.  The projected costs to implement 



the project will not be accurate without the consideration of those costs for future freight and passenger operations by 



AAF and the Tri-Rail Coastal Link. Impacts on the environment and on Navigation in particular will not be accurately 



identified without inclusion of all of the possible future rail operations on the FEC corridor. 



 



5.4. Divert/Rationalize Freight Rail Traffic, including an expanded, multi-modal US 27 Corridor.  



The FRA should require full consideration of all future freight traffic 



on an integrated system throughout Florida, and equalize the 



traffic on rail lines with consideration for urban congestion versus 



rural traffic capacity.  Also referred to as “freight rationalization,” 



and advanced in 2014 by the Treasure Coast Regional Planning 



Council (represented on the Coastal Link Steering Committee) this 



means of analysis should be considered in the context of the 



cumulative impact of future rail traffic on South Florida rail 



corridors.  In addition, consideration of an improved multi-modal 



US 27 corridor (with rail connection to Miami-Dade County) should 



be included in that planning and modeling.    



 



The US 27 Corridor has been evaluated by a series of studies to, in 



part, vastly improvement its capacity to move freight traffic through 



a more integrated state network, including expanded rail.  “The US 



Department of Transportation recently forecasted freight railroad 



demands are expected to increase to 88 %by 2035 from 2002 levels.  
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This forecast stresses the urgent need for adequate investment in rail capacity in the year ahead to meet the anticipated 



growth.”  45  



 



“As a major north-south controlled access roadway with connections throughout Florida and into other states, US 27 



plays an important role in regional mobility and the state economy. The US 27 Corridor under evaluation includes ten 



counties throughout southeast and central Florida. The corridor spans more than 300 miles, beginning at its southern 



terminus in Miami‑Dade County and proceeding through the central part of the state to I‑75 in Marion County.” 46 



 



Looking to central Florida, the “Florida Future Corridors Study”   “. . . will explore alternatives for moving people and 



freight from Southeast Florida through the Heartland to Central Florida and locations to the north. A focus will be the 



potential for increased freight flows from the Southeast Florida 



seaports, connecting to several planned and proposed intermodal 



logistics centers and other freight/distribution sites in the Heartland. 



FDOT is studying the existing U.S. 27 corridor from Miami-Dade to 



Marion Counties. The Central Florida Regional Planning Council is 



leading the Heartland 2060 regional visioning process. These two 



studies will guide decisions about the future of U.S. 27 and other 



corridors in this region.” 47 



 



In addition to these studies, FDOT in 2012 completed the US 27 



Multimodal Planning and Conceptual Engineering (PACE) Study 48 



after the Phase 1 rail feasibility study (March 2010) “… to investigate 



the technical and economic feasibility of developing the US 27 



Corridor to accommodate multimodal options, including rail and 



highway modes.“  49   



 



Conclusions of the study include the feasibility of diverting a 



significant amount of freight from rail to rail, and truck to rail.  Approximately 75 miles of rail would be added to the 



corridor to link South Florida with Central Florida.   



 



“The multimodal traffic alternative rail demand estimates 15-22 trains per day may use the new US 



27 rail corridor. This represents approximately 50-75% of existing rail service on the east coast rail 



corridor. Rail service in the corridor could also result in 175 fewer daily trucks on US 27.”50 



 



Stakeholders interviewed for the study include the Florida East Coast Railway (FEC), and the South Florida Regional 



Planning Council.   The cost estimate for the “Multimodal alternative” is $1.2 B, which includes “… 75 track miles of rail, 



                                                           
45 Florida Department of Transportation, US 27 Transportation Alternatives Study, January 2013, page 24.   
46



 Florida Department of Transportation, US 27 Transportation Alternatives Study, January 2013, page 3.     
47 See:    http://www.flfuturecorridors.org/southeast_about.htm 
48



 Florida Department of Transportation, FM Number 428662-1-12-01, December 2012.   
49 Florida Department of Transportation, US 27 Transportation Alternatives Study, January 2013, page 24.   
50 FDOT US27 PACE Study, Volume 1, pp. 1-3.  
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10 rail bridges, 382 mainline lane miles of roadway (widening and reconstruction), 23 bridges, 20 intersection 



improvements, two (2) interchanges, and three (3) turnarounds.”  51 



 



The US 27 project offers new connectivity to the Glades Communities.  Designated as “Rural Areas of Economic 



Concern” by the State of Florida, this area has expressed support for economic development  opportunities such as  the 



manufacturing, warehousing, distribution center and logistics hub that could become the new economic driver in the 



area. 



 



In addition to substantial expenditure by the State of Florida to analyze the feasibility of the US 27 Corridor connection 



via rail to Miami Dade County through the PACE study, the Palm Beach MPO has endorsed the idea.  The Palm Beach 



MPO Board voted to endorse the 2040 Desires Plan on May 15, 2014 and then voted to adopt the 2040 Long Range 



Transportation Plan on October 16, 2014.  Both of those documents identify a desire to implement rail on the US 27 



corridor between Miami and South Bay.52 



 



The DEIS should require freight rationalization for the State of Florida to accomplish diversion of freight rail traffic away 



from downtown urban cores in SE Florida.  Therefore, the next phase of the US 27 corridor engineering design and 



construction should be completed as soon as possible.  Freight rail traffic on the FEC and CSX lines could therefore be 



minimized so that obstructive bridge closures which are unreasonably obstructive to marine traffic would also be 



minimized.  



 



5.5. Provide an “adjudication matrix” to the public  



As explained in Section 1 of this document, the administration of NEPA for this proposed project has left “something to 



be desired” for public trust in the process, and full consideration of public input.   



 



Through the public, transparent, and participatory process intended by the US Congress through NEPA, we request a full 



vetting of all comments received by the FRA, including disclosure the public as to the responses to each comment 



received.  Referred to as an adjudication matrix by some agencies, this document would provide each comments 



followed by analysis or discussion, validity or agreement/disagreement, and a recommended action.   



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



  



                                                           
51 FDOT US27 PACE Study, Volume 1, pp. 1-3. 
52  See pages 18-19 of the adopted Long Range Transportation Plan, available November 26, 2014 



[online]  http://www.palmbeachmpo.org/2040LRTP/2040_LRTP.pdf .  





http://www.palmbeachmpo.org/2040LRTP/2040_LRTP.pdf
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APPENDICES 



Appendix A. DEIS Review and Comments by Vincent N. Campisi, PE, Consulting Engineer, LLC  



A separate document is attached.   
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Appendix B. Signors comprising the coalition responding to the DEIS 



The Coalition submitting this DEIS response to the Federal Railroad Administration is comprised of concerned Ft. 



Lauderdale Area Property Owners (including some homeowners associations), Boaters, and Marine Industry Businesses.  



We have on file the signature forms that include address, signature, organization, address, e mail and or phone number 



of each of the following signors:  



 



“The undersigned individuals and organizations comprise a coalition of concerned and/or affected Ft. Lauderdale 
area property owners, boaters, or businesses engaged in a wide array of marine activities and industries.   By 
resolution or signature, these parties support the “Objections and Comments to the All Aboard Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f) Evaluation” which are attached hereto.  Each of the parties 
below respectfully requests a response to those objections and comments from the Federal Railroad 
Administration.”  



 



Organization/Affiliation  Name  



Boater Alex Hirst 



Home Owner Alexander Reyes 



Cable marine, Inc. Anthony Laporte 



Marine Servicing Anthony Loyiza 



Masters Marine, Inc. Anthony Pignetti 



Marine Servicing Brandon Stephens 



The Fiberglass Shop Captain Herb Ressing 



Cable Narine, Inc George Cable 



Masters Marine Inc. Christopher Poole 



Marina Employee Clifton Smisky 



Yacht Store Daisy Ortiz Lenit 



Happy Diesel ,Inc. David G. Lenit 



Marina Mile Yachting Center David Hole 



Boater Jordan Fuss 



Marine Servicing David Kesley 



Boater Derrick Collins 



Marine Servicing Earl Heeracal 



Marine Industry Eliesen Salus 



Home Owner Franklin Geiger 



Marine Servicing Frederick Jones 



Lauderdale Isles Civic Improvement Assoc.  Dirk Lowry 



Cable Marine, Inc Gary M. Sturm 



Boater George Cable 



C&S Properties, Inc George Cable 



D.S. Hull/Boat Owners Warehouse, Inc George Cable 



Marine Servicing Jackson Ruiz 



Masters Marine Inc. James Peacock 



Marine Servicing Jesse Simisky 



Citrus Isles Associates John L Dotto 



Home Owner John Whiteker 



Boater Jorge Correa 



Home Owner Justin Bachana 



Boater Justin Roos 
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Home Owner Kasey Collins 



The Fiberglass Shop Charles Smoot 



Home Owner Kathryn Boshell 



Cable Marine, Inc Kenneth Cigalotti 



Home Owner Kevin Berry 



Cable marine, Inc Kevin Szlosek 



Marine Servicing Mark Cirigliano 



Boater Mark Enewkirk 



River Oaks Civic Assoc. Member/Citrus Isles  Mary L. Sessions 



Home Owner Mary Martinez 



Boater Michael J. Ennis 



Masters Marine Inc. Michael Murphy 



Marine Servicing Wayne McElroy 



Universal Marine Center Mega Yacht Michael Y. Aouate 



Home Owner Nicholas Zelinka 



Yacht Style Refinishing Inc. Richard Stephens 



Home Owner Robert Kirchoff 



Marine Servicing Ronald Ruiz 



ROCA Sara L. Dotto 



Marine Servicing Scott School (Painter) 



Westport Yachts  Mark Masciarotte 



BOW World Wide Yacht Supply Steve Baum 



Universal Marine Center  



Marina Bay  John Connor  



Pier 17 Investments 2014, LLC Nathan Cox  



Marine Servicing Thomas P. Borden 
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Appendix C. USCG June 2014 comment letter  
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Planning, Facilitation & Advocacy 
6014 SW Mapp Road, Palm City, FL 34990  USA
jeakaras@gmail.com     772.341.0524    Skype:  james.anaston.karas
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From: Denise Gogarty
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Florida fast train
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2014 1:49:59 PM


Dear John Winkle,


  Please deny this travesty of train service from Miami to Orlando through all our seaside communities
 from which we will get all the aggravation, noise, traffic congestion and  disruption with no benefit
 whatsoever.  If such a service is necessary it must be through sparsely settled areas in the central part of
 the state and NOT in Martin and St Lucie and Broward Counties.


  I hope and trust that you will do the humane thing.
Denise Gogarty
Stuart, Florida



mailto:dgogarty@aol.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: J Makely
To: Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@dot.gov; Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil;


 David.Keys@noaa.gov; Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil; Allan.Nagy@faa.gov; James.Christian@dot.gov;
 Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov; Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov; John_Wrublik@fws.gov;
 Charles_Kelso@fws.gov; President@whitehouse.gov; CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov;
 Bill@BillNelson.senate.gov; Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com; Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov;
 GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com; MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov


Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, December 4, 2014 8:17:50 AM


As a resident of Stuart I am astonished that you could consider funding or assisting in funding
 this travisty.  If allowed to proceed, this enormous increase in train traffic will ruin our
 community.  FOLLOW THE MONEY...this is being done for personal gain, not for the good
 of the community


-- 
Jim Makely



mailto:marinelender@gmail.com
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From: Joyce Stanley
To: AAF_Comments_Reply
Subject: Comments and Recommendations on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f) Evaluation for


 the Proposed All Aboard Florida - Orlando to Miami, Phase II Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project er 14-0618
Date: Wednesday, December 10, 2014 11:20:32 AM
Attachments: All Aboard Florida Miami - Orlando Passenger Rail Project - ER 14-0618.doc


Hello Mr. Winkle:
 
Please accept these comments for the All Aboard Florida project.  Due to death in the
 family, these comments missed the due date.
 
Thanks for your consideration.
 
Joyce A. Stanley, MPA
Regional Environmental Protection Specialist
US Department of the Interior
Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance
(404) 331-4524 - Office
(404) 331-1736 - Fax
(404) 852-5414 - Mobile
joyce_stanley@ios.doi.gov
http://www.doi.gov/oepc/atlanta.html
 
 



mailto:joyce_stanley@ios.doi.gov
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All Aboard Florida Miami – Orlando Passenger Rail Project – ER 14/0618





[image: image1.emf][image: image2.png]United States Department of the Interior



Office of the Secretary



Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance



Richard B. Russell Federal Building



75 Spring Street, S.W., Suite 1144



Atlanta, Georgia 30303



ER 14/0618


9043.1


December 10, 2014


Mr. John Winkle


Federal Railroad Administration



1200 New Jersey Avenue



SE Room W38-311



Washington, DC 20590


Re:
Comments and Recommendations on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f) Evaluation for the Proposed All Aboard Florida – Orlando to Miami, Phase II Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project in Miami Dade, Broward, Palm Beach, Marin, St. Lucie, Indian River, Brevard and Orange Counties, Florida


Dear Mr. Winkle:



The United States Department of the Interior (Department) has reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) and Section 4(f) Evaluation for the Proposed All Aboard Florida – Orlando to Miami, Phase II Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project in Miami Dade, Broward, Palm Beach, Marin, St. Lucie, Indian River, Brevard and Orange Counties, Florida.  The Department offers the following comments for your consideration.



The purpose of the Project is to provide reliable and convenient intercity passenger rail transportation between Orlando and Miami, Florida, by extending (in Phase II) the previously reviewed Phase I All Aboard Florida LLC (AAF) passenger rail service between West Palm Beach and Miami and by maximizing the use of existing transportation corridors.   This transportation service would offer an  alternative to automobile travel on congested highway corridors, add transportation capacity within those corridors (particularly Interstate 95), and encourage connectivity with other modes of transportation such as light rail, commuter rail, and air transportation.



The DEIS evaluates Phase II of the project which includes adding a second track within 128 miles of the existing Florida East Coast Railroad right-of-way between West Palm Beach and Cocoa, constructing a new 40 mile long railroad line parallel to State Road 528 between Cocoa and Orlando International Airport, and constructing a new vehicle maintenance facility south of the airport.  The DEIS evaluates a range of alternatives and evaluates in detail three alignment alternatives.



The DEIS describes three alternatives and describes the affected Section 4(f) resources in the area of potential effect. The AAF and the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) have not identified a preferred alternative at this time.  


Section 4(f) Comments


The DEIS states that the project would have an adverse effect on two bridges determined to be eligible for the National Register of Historic Places, the Eau Gallie River Bridge and the St. Sebastian River Bridge. Both bridges would be demolished in order to construct new bridges capable of carrying the proposed passenger trains.  During the construction, two roads within Section 4(f) properties: the Tosohatchee Wildlife Management Area and Jonathan Dickinson State Park would be temporarily affected by construction activities. Also the FRA proposes to excavate material from and adjacent to three man-made ponds within the Tosohatchee Wildlife Management Area, and then to rehabilitate the ponds by creating more natural shoreline, reshaping the ponds and adding littoral shelves.  


The FRA has proposed mitigation in the DEIS for Section 4(f) resources to conduct historic research and prepare Historic American Buildings Survey and Historic American Engineering Record documentation for each bridge prior to its demolition.  However, the FRA has not completed the Section 106 consultation process with the Florida State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) regarding the determination of adverse effect or avoidance, minimization or mitigation measures.


The Department recommends that the FRA continue working with the SHPO to develop a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) which documents the measures agreed upon by the Section 4(f) resource managers, the SHPO, and the FRA to avoid, minimize and mitigate impacts to Section 4(f) resources. Because the MOA has yet to be developed, the Department cannot concur at this time that all possible planning to avoid, minimize or mitigate potential harm to these resources is complete.  



The Department has a continuing interest in working with the FRA to ensure that impacts to resources of concern to the Department are adequately addressed. If you have questions, please contact Anita Barnett at Anita_Barnett@nps.gov.  I can be reached at (404) 331-4524 or via email at joyce_stanley@ios.doi.gov.








Sincerely,
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Joyce Stanley 




Regional Environmental Protection Specialist


cc:



Christine Willis – FWS



Anita Barnett – NPS



Gary Lecain – USGS



Chester McGhee – BIA


OEPC - WASH
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From: Lori Knerick
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: The environmental impacts of the All Aboard Florida project were based on plans at 30% design - please deny


 the permit and ask for a public hearing.
Date: Saturday, November 29, 2014 2:11:59 PM


My Name: Lori Knerick


My Email: laknerick@yahoo.com


My Address:


3470 Kent Dr
Melbourne, Fl 32935


The environmental impacts of the All Aboard Florida project were based on plans at 30%
 design.


This is unacceptable and legally insufficient. 


The Corps should make All Aboard Florida start over, and come back when they can say with
 a reasonable level of certainty where the rail will be double-tracked, where it will be triple
 tracked, where the sidings will be and identify the extent to which this width “expansion” will
 impact the cultural, social and ecological environment.


Where I went to school 30% was a failing grade. The Corps not only shouldn’t issue a permit
 based on this level of design and the application should not be accepted as complete.  We
 respectfully ask that you deny the permit until the applicant provides the details that are
 necessary to determine the true impacts. You are the custodians of a rare and precious
 resource.


Sincerely,
Lori Knerick



mailto:laknerick@yahoo.com
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From: kathygin@yahoo.com
To: john.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: Florida has a limited number of natural resources but we have water - please conduct a public hearing regarding


 this proposal that threatens our wetlands
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:30:30 PM


My Name: Kathy Siano


My Email: kathygin@yahoo.com


My Address:


2025 Mimosa Ave.


Florida has only a limited number of natural resources. We don't have oil or copper mines or endless forests. What we do have is water.
 And, water is one thing we can't live without. That's why we ask that you conduct public hearings immediately on the All Aboard Florida
 proposal that threatens our precious wetlands. These areas are part of our most valuable natural resource and AAF is likely to
 contaminate these wetlands by running 32 diesel passenger trains through them every day.


How are the herons, the egrets and other wildlife supposed to survive the constant noise, vibrations and diesel fuel exhaust from these
 trains? In combination with the expected increase in freight traffic, birds and animals will be bombarded every day with more than 50
 man-made invasions. In the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) and their own documents All Aboard Florida constantly
 claims they will improve quality of life. Whose life are they talking about? Surely not the birds who live in the wetlands, nor the humans
 who depend on underground water sources for every day living.


Water is one of our state's few natural resources. We must preserve this forever. Please do not permit All Aboard Florida to invade our
 wetlands without even allowing the public to offer a countering point-of-view based on facts. Schedule public hearings on the wetlands
 to let our voices be heard.


Thank you for your consideration.


Sincerely,
Kathy Siano



mailto:kathygin@yahoo.com
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From: joyce mazzer
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, September 29, 2014 11:50:40 AM


Dear Mr. Winkle,


I am a full time resident of Port Saint Lucie on the Treasure Coast of Florida.  I moved
 here because the area is incredibly beautiful with many natural waterways and
 preserves.  I am against AAF.  Their management refuses to answer questions from
 concerned citizens.  They have given us the run-around, blatantly lied or just refused
 to reply.  The most worrisome for me is that they are trying to sell this project as a
 high speed commuter project.  It's well documented that commuter trains do not
 make money.  The environmental impact study was done for commuter trains (not to
 mention the impact study was made by a company selected and paid by AAF with all
 the info coming from AAF).  What AAF does not want us to know is their plans for
 moving freight on these lines.  Moving freight on these lines is a disaster that will
 happen.  I do not want my hard earned tax dollars awarded to such an unscrupulous
 company as AAF. 


Please take a really close look at this project.  This is very important to so many
 residence of the Treasure Coast.  Thank you.


Sincerely,


Joyce Mazzer
6730 nw Rasp Ct.
Port Saint Lucie, Fl 34983
772-340-3626



mailto:joycemazzer@att.net
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From: Ian Devilbiss
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments for AAF
Date: Tuesday, November 18, 2014 10:45:50 AM


attn: Mr John Winkle


I would like to make my two cents on this project. I feel that so many people are complaining about these trains and
 their daily lives, let me make it clear that I support All Aboard Florida and I have a few suggestions though:
1. I would like to see noise walls next to tracks that run behind residential areas
2. Instead of quiet zones, I would like to see AAF study “horn shrouds” that direct the sound of the train horn
 towards the railroad crossing (that’s what SunRail is doing currently)
3. I would recommend automating all the drawbridges completely (i.e. Non tendered, fully automatic), so that when
 a train is approaching and there is no boat traffic present, the bridge can lower until the train passes. If there is boat
 traffic present, the approaching train gets a red block signal until the bridge lowers.
Do take these into consideration!


Thanks,


Ian Devilbiss



mailto:iansdevilbiss@icloud.com
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From: S H Rawe
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: The environmental impacts of the All Aboard Florida project were based on plans at 30% design - please deny


 the permit and ask for a public hearing.
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 9:15:31 AM


My Name: S H Rawe


My Email: shrawe@netzero.com


My Address:


10721 Habitat Trail
Bokeelia, FL 33922


The environmental impacts of the All Aboard Florida project were based on plans at 30%
 design.


This is unacceptable and legally insufficient. 


The Corps should make All Aboard Florida start over, and come back when they can say with
 a reasonable level of certainty where the rail will be double-tracked, where it will be triple
 tracked, where the sidings will be and identify the extent to which this width “expansion” will
 impact the cultural, social and ecological environment.


Where I went to school 30% was a failing grade. The Corps not only shouldn’t issue a permit
 based on this level of design and the application should not be accepted as complete.  We
 respectfully ask that you deny the permit until the applicant provides the details that are
 necessary to determine the true impacts. You are the custodians of a rare and precious
 resource.


Sincerely,
S H Rawe



mailto:shrawe@netzero.com
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From: Ronald Christensen
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Florida high speed rail
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:09:50 PM


John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration.


Stuart and Martin County are areas of many people with heavy auto and heavy boat
 traffic all day. The 32 plus many more rail trips per day mostly in the busy hours will
 cause major delays for everyone including emergency vehicles responding to rescue
 calls and the hospital.  
I was a railroad worker in my younger years and worked on rebuilding rail beds that
 had destroyed by flooding in the mid 50's. I am no expert or engineer, my experience
 tells me this is a fools project without question. This will result in a major catastrophe
 (disaster) in our future.
These  road beds and bridges were not built for 100 mph plus trains 32 plus times a
 day, anyone who thinks otherwise does not understand. These rail lines and bridges
 must be rebuilt in areas away from the heavy populated areas now being used.
For those that benefit from this many more will suffer in delays and inconvenience
 daily not counting the catastrophe that will happen.
All countries that have gone with new high speed trains have not used old engineered
 road beds and bridges and some have had major catastrophes.


YOUR PLANS MUST ALTERED, CAUTION MUST BE USED ALONG WITH 
 COMMON SENSE.


                                           Ron C  Christensen
                                                 Palm City, Florida. 34990



mailto:ronc2579@yahoo.com
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From: Steve & Joan Schroeder
To: AAF_Comments_Reply; john.winkle@dot.gov; Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov; Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil;


 David.Keys@noaa.gov; Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil; Allan.Nagy@faa.gov; James.Christian@dot.gov;
 Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov; Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov; John_Wrublik@fws.gov;
 Charles_Kelso@fws.gov; CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov; BillNelson@senate.gov;
 Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com; Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov; GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com;
 MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov


Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, December 4, 2014 6:49:49 PM


NO!  NO!  NO!
 
 
The current route would be especially disastrous for the treasure coast counties of
 Martin & St. Lucie.  Move the route West of these areas.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Schroeder
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From: Jacqui Thurlow-Lippisch
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments for AAF
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:35:30 AM


Dear US Department of Transportation, 


I am writing to state that I am not in favor of the AAF Project and that I believe you should 
find a way 
for the train to avoid the counties of Martin, St Lucie and Indian River. As you have been 
made aware of 
by the public and local governmental outcry, the project does not benefit 
these counties and is actually a cost and a liability especially over our St Lucie River.


I feel it is wrong that the project is basically being stuffed down our throats—we 
are far beyond the times of Henry Flagler when people basically had "no say.”


You are in a position to do the right thing and you can afford to do it—so please do it. Don’t 
come
through our counties. Achieve your goal with an alternative or not at all.   


Thank you. 


Sincerely,
Jacqui
Jacqui Thurlow-Lippisch
Commissioner, Town of Sewall’s Point 
www.sewallspoint.org
www.jacquithurlowlippisch.com
772-486-3818
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From: Karl Rich
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: The environmental impacts of the All Aboard Florida project were based on plans at 30% design - please deny


 the permit and ask for a public hearing.
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 5:39:24 PM


My Name: Karl Rich


My Email: kritr4@bellsouth.net


My Address:


7997 SE VIlla
Hobe Sound, FL 33455


The environmental impacts of the All Aboard Florida project were based on plans at 30%
 design.


This is unacceptable and legally insufficient. 


The Corps should make All Aboard Florida start over, and come back when they can say with
 a reasonable level of certainty where the rail will be double-tracked, where it will be triple
 tracked, where the sidings will be and identify the extent to which this width “expansion” will
 impact the cultural, social and ecological environment.


Where I went to school 30% was a failing grade. The Corps not only shouldn’t issue a permit
 based on this level of design and the application should not be accepted as complete.  We
 respectfully ask that you deny the permit until the applicant provides the details that are
 necessary to determine the true impacts. You are the custodians of a rare and precious
 resource.


Sincerely,
Karl Rich



mailto:kritr4@bellsouth.net
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From: few1291@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Florida"s All Aboard passenger train, Orlando-Miami
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 12:00:33 PM


My wife and I, our 4 sons, 4 daughters in-law, and 10 grand children all vote against the proposed train service.  We
 are residents of Martin County, FL.


Sent from my iPad
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From: Luis Emilio La Rosa Bermudez
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 10:35:52 AM


Dear Mr. John Winkle:


Below are my comments regarding the All Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project
 being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida.


This project definitely reduce harmful pollutants from the environment by providing an
 alternative mode of transportation. Trains are  faster, safer and more reliable and
 environmentally friendly than cars. All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy
 creating more jobs and local business.


 
Sincerely,
Luis Emilio La Rosa Bermudez
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From: George Bryant
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments of The Moorings of Vero Property Owners" Association, Inc. as to the AAF Draft Environmental Impact


 Statement
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:36:03 AM
Attachments: AAF.pdf


Dear Sirs:


I attach the comments of The Moorings of Vero Property Owners' Association, Inc. as to the AAF Draft
 Environmental Impact Statement.  Please acknowledge your receipt hereof.  Thank you.
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From: Marilyn Muller
To: AAF_Comments_Reply
Subject: The environmental impacts of the All Aboard Florida project were based on plans at 30% design - please deny


 the permit and ask for a public hearing.
Date: Sunday, December 7, 2014 2:41:28 PM


My Name: Marilyn Muller


My Email: marilynmuller@comcast.net


My Address:


3308 Cove Road
Jupiter FL 33469


The environmental impacts of the All Aboard Florida project were based on plans at 30%
 design.


This is unacceptable and legally insufficient. 


The Corps should make All Aboard Florida start over, and come back when they can say with
 a reasonable level of certainty where the rail will be double-tracked, where it will be triple
 tracked, where the sidings will be and identify the extent to which this width “expansion” will
 impact the cultural, social and ecological environment.


Where I went to school 30% was a failing grade. The Corps not only shouldn’t issue a permit
 based on this level of design and the application should not be accepted as complete.  We
 respectfully ask that you deny the permit until the applicant provides the details that are
 necessary to determine the true impacts. You are the custodians of a rare and precious
 resource.


Sincerely,
Marilyn Muller
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From: David Renne
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Florida"s high speed passenger rail
Date: Sunday, November 9, 2014 10:15:49 AM


RE:  Florida's High-Speed Passenger Rail


As a resident of Vero Beach, Florida, I am opposed to All Aboard Florida traversing our
 county with no benefit to its citizens and long term negative consequences. 


Coming from the northeast i have only seen property desolation and degradation along rail
 road tracks.  I have concerns that the quality of life in our Treasure Coast communities will be
 significantly lowered if this program is allowed to occur.  This project is clearly not for the
 greater good of most citizens of Florida -- it is for the greater good the corporation and
 financiers supporting it. It would be terrible if the unintended consequences of this project
 adversely affected those communities outside of Miami and Orlando. 


Please think of the majority of residents and not just the chosen few before making this
 decision. 


Sent from my iPad
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From: Madden, Don
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 3:04:08 PM


 
Gentlemen,
 
Private enterprise has stepped into the breach and crafted a workable new
 passenger rail system connecting Miami and Orlando.
 
Hooray for the private sector.
 
The fact that All Aboard Florida will be running on existing transportation
 corridors, both owned and leased, is a major win for Florida’s environment.
  Complaining about a 45 second delay at a train crossing twice a day seems
 petty, but that is what I have seen.
 
If rail has any future as a passenger system in America, it has a future here in
 Florida.
 
This project is worthy of the national attention it will garner for our state. This
 is a win/win for all of us. Count me among the supporters.
 
Regards,
 
Donald Madden
 
Winter Park, Fl
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From: David B. Kennedy on behalf of govtaffairs
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: john.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: Comments of the Boat Owners Association of the United States regarding All Aboard Florida Interecity Passenger


 Rail Project DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 2:24:25 PM
Attachments: BoatU.S. Comments regarding DEIS for All Aboard Floirda Passenger Rail Project.pdf


Please find our comments on the AAF project attached.
 
Regards,
 
David Kennedy
BoatU.S. Government Affairs
703-461-2878 x8363


NOTICE:
If you received this transmission in error, please permanently delete the material. Disclosure
 or use of this message by persons other than the intended recipient is prohibited.
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Comments of the Boat Owners Association of the United States 



Regarding 



Draft Environmental Impact Statement 



All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 



 



 



December 3, 2014 



 



BoatU.S. is the largest organization of recreational boaters in the United States, with more than 



half-a-million active boater members nationwide and over 100,000 in Florida alone.  



Recreational boating is enjoyed by millions of Americans each year, contributing significantly to 



our nation’s economy and quality of life. For the state as a whole, boating provides $10.35 



billion in economic impact and supports over 40,000 permanent jobs. Keeping waterways open 



to the safe flow of vessels is of utmost importance to businesses, jobs and our members. 



 



From our review of the proposed Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the AAF project we 



are concerned that recreational boats will be unreasonably impeded by increased bridge closures 



of the Florida East Coast Railroad (FECR) bridges across the St. Lucie River in Stuart, the 



Loxahatchee River, Jupiter, and the New River in Fort Lauderdale due to the project. Alternative 



paths already exist for train traffic and freight can be moved by other modes. Boats only have the 



water, necessitating railroad and other bridges pose only a minimal impact on vessel traffic. 



 



The waterways surrounding these three proposed crossings already have significant recreational 



boating traffic. With over 100,000 registered boats
1
 in the area of these bridges, boating is an 



integral part of the local economy and lifestyle. 



 



With the potential growth in rail traffic due to the forecast of increased post-panamax ship 



freight in addition to the proposed All Aboard Florida passenger rail service, BoatU.S. is 



                                                             
1 Navigation Discipline Report For the AAF Passenger Rail Project from Orlando to Miami, Florida, July 2014 
 











 



 



concerned that the number and duration of bridge closings will increase to a point where 



navigation of these waterways will be severely limited. The operations for all of these bridges 



must provide for safe, consistent passage of recreational boats. They should also recognize the 



particular needs of recreational boats under tow in non-emergency situations. 



 



The New River Bridge is of particular concern with studies as far back as 2009 showing it was 



closed for six hours a day due to rail traffic. The waterway itself is constrained with a total width 



of less than 150’ and tidal currents that can reach speeds of up to 4.5 knots. A normal passage 



with an open bridge through this area can be a challenge for many. With the potential of 



extended waits for the rail bridge to open, the risk to boaters, as well as surrounding public and 



private infrastructure and property could increase significantly.  



 



Extended closing of the Loxahatchee and St. Lucie River bridges could also be challenging for 



recreational boats. With only a 4’ to 7’ clearance in the closed position, these bridges effectively 



close the waterways to almost all vessel traffic when down. Recent cameras installed at the 



bridge on the St. Lucie River indicate that in a 53-day period, 12,784 boats crossed under the 



bridge; an average of 243 per day needed bridge openings – almost double the number (157) than 



claimed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. The operating regulations for these two 



bridges must ensure this vessel traffic can continue to use the waterway unimpeded.  



 



As noted in the Truman-Hobbs Act, 33 CFR 116.01, “All bridges are obstructions to navigation 



and are tolerated only as long as they serve the needs of land transportation while allowing for 



the reasonable needs of navigation.”  We strongly urge the Federal Rail Road Administration to 



work closely with the U.S. Coast Guard to thoughtfully consider the needs and limitations of 



vessel traffic around the FERC bridges and act to minimize the bridges’ impact on recreational 



boats. 



 



Thank you for your consideration of our views. Please let us know if we can provide additional 



information on this or any other recreational boating matters.  













From: Melanie Popper
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: The environmental impacts of the All Aboard Florida project were based on plans at 30% design - please deny


 the permit and ask for a public hearing.
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:51:08 PM


My Name: Melanie Popper


My Email: m90039@bellsouth.net


My Address:


2000 S. Ocean Dr., Apt. 706
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33316


The environmental impacts of the All Aboard Florida project were based on plans at 30%
 design.


This is unacceptable and legally insufficient. 


The Corps should make All Aboard Florida start over, and come back when they can say with
 a reasonable level of certainty where the rail will be double-tracked, where it will be triple
 tracked, where the sidings will be and identify the extent to which this width “expansion” will
 impact the cultural, social and ecological environment.


Where I went to school 30% was a failing grade. The Corps not only shouldn’t issue a permit
 based on this level of design and the application should not be accepted as complete.  We
 respectfully ask that you deny the permit until the applicant provides the details that are
 necessary to determine the true impacts. You are the custodians of a rare and precious
 resource.


Sincerely,
Melanie Popper
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From: Your Realestate advisor
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Follow up questions on impact statement All Aboard
Date: Monday, September 29, 2014 1:29:27 PM


I have the following questions which I can not find answers for in your impact statement
 regarding All Aboard Florida:
 
1.  You have stated in public comments that there will be a "reduction of noise". How do you
 account for this? Is it only through the use of "quiet zones" and is there an offset for the
 additional noise created by the addition of 36 trips at high speed?  Could you please respond
 with the actual formula used to make this statement?
 
2.  There is little or no mention made of the vibration studies, other than quote the amount of
 affected properties.  Did this report take the vibration regulations into account or is it for
 another office like the epa?  Do these increased limits not have an "environmental affect" and
 were they not studied as needed to be mitigated?
 
3.  Please explain the formula that was used to determine that 1.5 million riders would be
 saving 1.2 million vehicles on the road?
 
4.  Where will I find the reference within the report regarding "lowered property values" and
 please tell me the formulation for this.  
 
 
The EIS will assess the primary and secondary (or induced)


social and economic impacts of the Project, which may include relocating residences and


businesses, changes in business patterns, employment, local school enrollment,


community infrastructure, property values, and tax valuation/revenues
 
While the report does make small mention to tax valuation, it has little to no information
 about the effect of property values.  
 
5.  Can you please explain who is responsible for the quality control of this study, the
 completeness and accuracy of the information contained therein, and how I may contact this
 individual or group of individuals.
 
Thank you for your attention to this issues as it will have a wide lasting impact on our
 community.


Jinger Knox
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321-288-1689
 








From: Marra, Donna
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 3:15:20 PM


Just a note to express my support of All Aboard Florida.  I am a regular traveler to Orlando
 from South Florida via I-95.  I would welcome the option of an express train rather than the
 road.
 
I look forward to getting on board in the near future.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Marra
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From: byhi20@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments on AAF Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 11:04:08 AM
Attachments: EIS+Comment+Form.pdf


See attached PDF for comments.
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			Name: R B HIRES


			Address: 117 REGATTA DR.JUPITER FL 33477


			email: 


			Comments 1: [1]  The Federal Government should not make a loan to this risky


			Comments 2: venture; this private company should obtain private funds.


			Comments 3: AFF has also applied to use PAB’s (tax exempt bonds). 


			Comments 4: Either form of financing will negatively impact taxpayers.


			Comments 5: [2] Safety/Emergency Response.  Jupiter Medical Center is on the public 


			Comments 6: record stating the safety & health hazards posed by the delayed time it would take for 


			Comments 7: emergency vehicles to reach the hospital.


			Comments 8: [3]  Concern for integrity of bridges built in 1925, now old and rusty.  Why has 


			Comments 9: there been no engineering study to see if they can mechanically and structurally 


			Comments 10: handle going up down over 50 times per day?  


			Comments 11: [4]  More trains will mean less time for the bridges to open.  The bridges over 


			Comments 12: the Loxahatchee and St. Lucie rivers could be down 9 out of 12 hours during 


			Comments 13: the day.  This hurts our marine industry, our mariners, and real estate values.   


			Comments 14: 


			Comments 15: 


			Comments 16: 


			Comments 17: 













From: Katherine Kenney
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: The environmental impacts of the All Aboard Florida project were based on plans at 30% design - please deny


 the permit and ask for a public hearing.
Date: Friday, November 28, 2014 7:45:31 PM


My Name: Katherine Kenney


My Email: kkenney42@gmail.com


My Address:


2895 SW Brighton Way
Palm City, FL 34990


The environmental impacts of the All Aboard Florida project were based on plans at 30%
 design.


This is unacceptable and legally insufficient. 


The Corps should make All Aboard Florida start over, and come back when they can say with
 a reasonable level of certainty where the rail will be double-tracked, where it will be triple
 tracked, where the sidings will be and identify the extent to which this width “expansion” will
 impact the cultural, social and ecological environment.


Where I went to school 30% was a failing grade. The Corps not only shouldn’t issue a permit
 based on this level of design and the application should not be accepted as complete.  We
 respectfully ask that you deny the permit until the applicant provides the details that are
 necessary to determine the true impacts. You are the custodians of a rare and precious
 resource.


Sincerely,
Katherine Kenney
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From: Rosalie Hagel
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Following Release of DEIS
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 5:40:32 PM


My family and I are totally in favor of this project - as a resident of Broward County - I'm
 looking forward to the opportunity to travel more easily and conveniently between Miami and
 Orlando. Further, I think All Aboard Florida has done an outstanding job educating the
 community and taking all appropriate measures to create the safest and most efficient service
 possible, while being thoughtful to residents and businesses along the route. This is one of the
 BEST things to happen to Florida in a very long time!!
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From: Mike Antheil
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 10:27:51 AM


Hello – I was waiting to see the environmental impacts of the Alll Aboard Florida
 project that would be released in the EIS report. After reviewing  the positive impacts
 on the environment and the minimal negative impact on boaters and traffic, myself
 and my family are most undoubtedly in support of this project. We have three small
 children and we travel to Orlando and the Disney area frequently. This would be a
 great alternative to piling in the car for a long grueling road trip. Please support the All
 Aboard Florida project.
 
Thanks,
 
 
 


 
Mike Antheil
7585 Thornlee Dr.
Lake Worth, FL 33467
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From: Jeff Greenough
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments on AAF Project (also sent to Mr. John Winkle at FRA via mail)
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 5:02:19 PM


October 31, 2014
 
Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE
Washington, DC 20950
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
I am opposed to the All Aboard Florida (AAF) Project because it will reduce my quality of life.  This
 letter outlines my primary reasons. 


--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->In my opinion, the Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS)
 provides a biased view of the potential effects of this project on my surroundings.  Had the study
 been commissioned by other than the leaders of AAF, I believe that the impacts would have been
 more representative of reality and required more thorough mitigation plans.


--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->I believe that the ridership estimates for paying passengers is
 overstated for train traffic between South Florida and Orlando, Florida.  There are currently more
 economical and effective means of transportation between these two areas that can be used and
 they will become more competitive if the project is completed.  Therefore, the revenue projections
 are suspect.  That being the case, I ask that no Federal Funds be loaned or supplied in any form
 to this project because I do not want taxpayers to be put in a position of subsidizing this project in
 the future.


--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->There is a railway bridge in Stuart, Florida that must be raised
 in order to allow east-west boat traffic along the St. Lucie River.  Additional train traffic
 (passenger as well as freight) means that the boat traffic will be stopped for longer periods of
 time.  This is injurious to our commercial and recreational interests .  AAF’s plan is to let this 100
 year old bridge remain single tracked thereby creating the need for train staging areas.  Staging
 trains to the north and south of this river on multiple tracks slightly mitigates the impact
 somewhat, but causes problems with additional noise in the staging areas.  It means to me that
 the staging areas are like mini railway yards with constant commotion, activity, and noise.  The
 northern staging area is near population and the southern is near wildlife.  AAF’s solution does
 not mitigate the impacts


--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->I live in Stuart, Florida.  We have a nice, quaint downtown
 area.  The AAF tracks run directly through one of the busiest areas of this downtown area called
 Confusion Corner.  Confusion Corner is aptly named due to the intersection of multiple roads in
 the downtown area and the resultant confusion it presents to drivers and pedestrians.  Adding
 trains (passenger and freight) will add significantly to this confusion especially when our
 population swells during the winter season.  This will make the downtown area less enjoyable to
 visit and could threaten the viability of businesses struggling to be profitable.  AAF should take its
 plan and move it west toward the center of Florida where tracks already exist and the population
 density is far less.  They are not planning passenger stations along the route from West Palm
 Beach to Orlando, so they would not be losing passengers using a western route.


--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->The AAF tracks pass through some very densely populated
 areas as well as some wildlife protected areas in Martin County.  The corridors are not contained
 for the most part.  The speed of the AAF trains is proposed to approach 110 mph and this means
 that wildlife in the corridor and pedestrians crossing the corridor will have much higher levels of
 risk of injury than presented by freight trains travelling at 60 mph.  The AAF plan does  not
 completely mitigate this risk with complete containment.
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--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Currently, I hear the freight trains passing within about 2 miles
 of my house at all times of the day and night.  The horns blare and the machinery creates a
 rumbling noise.  Thirty-two passenger trains daily travelling at speeds up to 110 mph will
 undoubtedly increase the sound levels because the primary source of train noise is speed
 dependent.  Directional horns may help mitigate some of the noise to my ears, but what about the
 noises emanated by the machinery?  Noise and vibration technologies are not being employed
 effectively in my opinion.


--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->AAF’s tracks run north and south in my area.  This effectively
 stops east and west vehicle and pedestrian travel when the trains are present.  A bigger issue is
 that emergency personnel are prevented from traveling east and west when the trains are
 present.  Emergency personnel will tell you that very often that ‘seconds count’ in most
 emergency situations.  Additional passenger (and freight) trains will logically impede their
 progress in reaching hospitals, fires, and other incidents.  Fast passenger trains can reduce
 crossing down times, but trains from staging areas that follow in each other’s footsteps will lead to
 increased delays at crossings.  AAF’s plan to schedule trains from staging areas will lead to
 increased delays at crossings.  This is not a solution that we should have to accept.
 
Sincerely,
 
 
Jeff Greenough
3710 SE Bowsprit Ct.
Stuart, Florida








From: BDSachs@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: The fatality of the East Coast corridor
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:55:07 AM


Dear Sirs or Madams:
 
In July 2007, at the relatively young age of sixty three (63), I had my first and only heart attack due to a
 100% blockage of my right coronary artery.  The EMT's were at our home in Citrus Springs within five
 minutes of our 911 call.  They had me en route to the IR Medical center within 5 minutes of their arrival
 and called ahead to alert the cardiac unit we'd be arriving in a few minutes.  I was being treated with IV
 medicines and closely monitored along the way, while actively protesting that it was impossible for me to
 be having a heart attack as I rode my bike 15-20 miles each day and had an athlete's heart and
 excellent blood pressure.  
 
The EMT assured me that I was in cardiac arrest and shared vital information with the driver and hospital
 as we made our way there with sirens blaring.  Our route took us north on 43rd Avenue to Aviation were
 we headed east to US-1.  We passed by the airport and were only a minute or two away from the hospital
 and the life saving team that waited us when the unthinkable happened.  A train had approached the
 intersection we needed to cross in order to enter US-1 and blocked our only route.  I remember the
 EMT's agonizing frustration and him telling me to "hang in there" for the agonizingly long 3-4 minutes it
 took for the tracks to become crossable.  By this time I was passing in and out of consciousness due
 to my brain being deprived of blood and oxygen.
 
By the time they got me into the ER my wife tells me that I was experiencing heavy convulsions and
 seizures.  But this would turn out to be my lucky day for several reasons.  Duke University had opened its
 special cardiac wing at the Vero Beach Hospital only six months earlier so I didn't have to travel the extra
 distance to Sebastian or Ft. Pierce.  Dr Greenstein, (or Greenberg) the Duke University cardiac specialist
 was available and awaiting my arrival.  In spite of the 4 minute train delay, I was at the hospital
 within about 30 minutes from the onset of my heart attack.  Because I received such rapid treatment, I
 suffered less than a 1% damage to my heart.  After a 4 day stay, I was released and have enjoyed an
 active life without any further heart problems.  How differently things could have ended had I not gotten
 treatment so quickly.
 
I remember many times since moving here in 2004, driving to the beach, only to get to the railroad
 crossing and waiting as one of the 400 car freight trains made its way down the tracks.  I think their
 schedule back then was a train every two hours.  I rented a home for a while that was only a quarter mile
 west of the tracks near Oslo Road. It didn't matter that 95% of the residents were fast asleep.  The train
 whistle still blasted its sleep-interrupting warning as it passed by every two hours.  With the proposed
 passenger trains coupled with the freight trains, how many people will have agonizing, life threatening
 waits as they try to get from the western side of the tracks to the hospital on the east side?  How many
 people will have their tranquil evenings shaken awake with added whistle blasts?  With the average age
 of residents already elderly and getting older every day, do you think the incidents similar to mine will
 increase or decrease?  How many lives will be put at unnecessary risk by the train service running on the
 East Coast Corridor, blocking ambulances on their life or death runs to the ER?  How many unlucky lives
 will be lost due to this horrible decision to run the trains on tracks sure to cost families there loved ones? 
 I implore you to reconsider. 
 
I could understand using the East corridor if bridges could be built for cars to pass over the tracks or the
 reverse with train bridges passing over roads, but I doubt that is a possibility.  The safest, least peace
 disturbing, and most sensible route is one that runs adjacent to I-95.  Please make that your choice. 
 
Thank you for your consideration.
 
Respectfully submitted,
 
Barry J. Sachs
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399 W Key Lime Sq SW
Vero Beach, FL  32968
(772)  567-3525








From: Escues
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; Lucy Escue
Subject: For John Winkle
Date: Tuesday, November 11, 2014 5:29:34 PM


Hello,


 


Real simply, AAF will destroy the Treasure Coast.  Imagine in excess of 50 trains per day (passenger
 and freight) passing through this area.  Just last week, I was held up at the intersection of Monterey
 Road and Dixie highway for 28 minutes....for 1 train!!


 


AAF has consistently stretched the truth.  It is simply a real estate venture in Miami, Fort Lauderdale
 and West Palm Beach to develop property that Fortress owns.  Here is a key question to think
 about.....why should Fortress get a loan to build of all things, an 80 story building in Miami?  What
 has that got to do with transportation?


 


Send the train through rural areas west of the Treasure Coast.  This makes the most sense and is the
 safest option.  This whole project is a mistake waiting to happen.  The ridership will not materialize
 as projected and a couple years later there will be no running trains but real estate ventures will be
 making money for Fortress.  Many of the folks that AAF claims will be riders will rent cars. 


 


Please look at this very closely.  This project is not in the best interest of the citizens or the state.  It
 is a boondoggle that needs shut down by not allowing it to happen.  Let's have the government
 work for the people, not a disreputable business that continues to provide false and misleading info
 and even sued the state to prevent the release of very basic information!!


 


Thanks,


 


Bill Escue


-- 
The Escues
772-286-5376
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From: Kimberly J Butler
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2014 3:24:24 PM
Attachments: image002.png


image003.png
image004.png


I am a Florida resident and I support the All Aboard Florida project.  Please support this great
 project.
Thank you.
Kimberly Butler
 


 


Kimberly J Butler
Bond Administrator
 


Greene Hazel Insurance Group
10739 Deerwood Park Boulevard, Suite 200
Jacksonville, FL 32256
Direct: 904.446.3140
Main: 904.398.1234 Ext 7024
Fax: 904.396.7432
Email: kjb@greenehazel.com
Office Hours: 7:30am - 4:00pm
 
Click here to take our customer satisfaction survey


The information transmitted in this correspondence is intended only for the person or
 entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential material. If you receive this
 correspondence in error, please contact the sender and delete the material from any
 computer.
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From: Henry Copeland
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: john.winkle@dot.gov; Henry Copeland
Subject: Comments on AAF draft EIS in opposition to any Federal funding or credit support for applicant AAF
Date: Sunday, November 9, 2014 9:09:49 PM
Attachments: AAF Comment 11-9-14.pdf


Sirs:


Please see the attached Pdf file with my letter opposing Federal loans or credit support for applicant All Aboard
 Florida. I apologize for the length and redundancy (I drafted the letter in a couple of sessions and opted to send it
 without further editing), but at least it's not the vast length of the draft AAF EIS!


Do not hesitate to contact me if you require additional information or if I should also direct these comments to
 other recipients.


I am also mailing a hard copy of the attached comments.


Thank your for your attention to this matter.


Regards,


Henry Copeland
Jensen Beach, Martin County, Florida


attachment



mailto:copeland29@bellsouth.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

mailto:john.winkle@dot.gov

mailto:copeland29@bellsouth.net






1



Henry C. Copeland
1479 NE 23rd Terrace



Jensen Beach, Martin County, FL 34957



November 9, 2014



By Electronic Mail and First Class Mail
Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E., Room W38-31
Washington, D.C. 20590



RE: Comments on AAF draft EIS in opposition to any Federal funding or credit support to
applicant All Aboard Florida (AAF)



Dear Sir:



At the outset let me state that I am adamantly opposed to AAF’s proposed use of FEC tracks
running along the Treasure Coast coastline and through our communities (the proposed 128.5
mile “N-S Corridor”). I heartily concur with extensive criticisms citing multiple adverse impacts
to our communities, traffic flow, public safety, and marine traffic and access/egress to inland
waterways.



On a less general and more personal note, AAF will immediately adversely impact my quality of
life because it runs through my small town of Jensen Beach and will, along with increased
freight traffic, pass (noisily) within earshot immediately to the East of my residential community
of 400 homes, Leilani Heights.



IF AAF’s proponents can argue any (tenuous) financial merit it is only because they have created
a mixed-use project combining real estate development and passenger rail elements, while
acknowledging though maintaining separate the impacts of additional freight operations.



Of course, if we were to unbundle the project, you would find that the existing market for
financing meritorious real estate projects already exists and there is no need for either Federally
funded or guaranteed loans OR for alternative tax-exempt financing (which I understand
precludes the borrower’s use of depreciation tax shields on the related financed project cash
flows, thus significantly adversely impacting after-tax cash flow).



Also, if we unbundle and separate real estate aspects from the underlying railroad aspects, I think
any objective appraisal would conclude that forecast passenger ridership of 3.5 million is
unsupported and unsustainable, and related revenue is likewise overstated. These economic
factors do not justify any extension of credit or credit support (especially since FEC has
apparently reserved “incidental” benefits of increased freight operations to itself by holding same
outside the scope of AAF). Will FEC pay significant participating license fees to AAF for use of
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the added track to haul added freight? Does FEC expect a windfall gain without compensating us
for the adverse impacts or the Federal government for credit support for that windfall?



In short, if the mixed use project makes sense, its real estate component could be separately
financed wholly in the private market (without enhancement or support). Stripping the real estate
away, AAF proponents have disingenuously separated for their own benefit the not insignificant
benefits of increased freight operations, leaving the weakest part of the project (passenger
operations) as the bare thread justifying the whole thing. They’ve taken the “candy” and left us
the “wrapper” (i.e., trash) and they want Federal loans to pay for it.



In the context of the draft EIS, it cites jobs creation and regional economic benefits that simply
will not exist or have any lasting positive impact along the N-S Corridor. In fact, to the contrary,
our area will suffer material negative economic impacts because of the adverse effects on
property values (who wants more trains disrupting their lives?) and our significant marine
industries. Has the draft EIS even attempted a credible study of these adverse impacts? What
Federal subsidy do we affected residents derive as compensation for these losses?



As above, the draft EIS cites a transportation benefit insofar as AAF provides alternatives to
private automobiles and improves transportation efficiency. Certainly NOT along the N-S
Corridor! Our route comprises the bulk of the length of the AAF route, but our private auto usage
will increase just to drive to find access to AAF. This cannot be mitigated by citing a terminus
within the N-S Corridor because we simply are already fully developed along the FEC tracks and
the existing infrastructure and topography cannot efficiently accommodate any station(s) on the
Treasure Coast without their own significant interruptions.



So while proponents in South Florida (i.e., West Palm Beach and points South) may see
economic and transportation benefits, the region surrounding the N-S Corridor will not. We will
be negatively impacted, and preferred alternative economic and transportation development will
be crowded-out by the smothering presence of AAF. Has the draft EIS even considered how our
regional economic and transportation development will be stunted? No – the draft simply
concludes “No effect” for the No-Action Alternative.



Lastly, there’s always an alternative, though in this case it may not be FEC’s or AAF’s. We have
local and regional (multi-county) transportation and other cooperative planning initiatives. To
suggest that absent AAF we will not generate our own economic and transportation development
planning with attendant benefits is staggeringly disingenuous.



For your information, in August 2014 the Business Development Board of Martin County 1



hosted the Martin County Economic Summit. Speaker Andrew Corty, Publisher of Florida Trend
magazine, noted that an annual influx of 250,000 new Floridians for the next 12 years will shift
Florida’s population center further away from South Florida. The ramifications may indeed
support not only intercity passenger rail service, but the eventual addition of associated



1 I am a former member of the Board of Directors of the MC BDB, although this Comment is
submitted only on my own behalf and not on behalf of the BDB.
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commuter lines, as well. While AAF may be the first private entity to offer itself to take this step,
it is not necessarily the best or only alternative to take.



All this new population will trend inland, away from the coastal FEC tracks. The draft EIS
implies that the No-Action Alternative means no passenger rail development for Florida, and this
seems far from the likely truth. Your final EIS must consider the significant adverse impacts of
proceeding with the poorly-located AAF proposal when it is abundantly clear that sound
planning suggests the issue has a greater importance with better alternatives to serve the “new
Florida.” That’s why organizations like the MC BDB host economic summits and engage the
community in thinking about the future.



As you have doubtless learned about Martin County, we are uniquely and adamantly concerned
with protecting our environment and our unmatched high quality of life. AAF trespasses on these
interests of ours and forestalls better planning and better economic development which will
doubtless unfold.



The weaknesses of the entire AAF project are so many and so obvious that the final EIS
can only be described as a fraudulent sham if it fails to conclude that the project’s
negatives vastly outweigh benefits that are more readily available through alternative, less
intrusive and less damaging development and transportation projects.



I suppose you face the nuance that South Floridians would like the economic development of
train stations in existing dense urban areas like West Palm Beach and Lauderdale, while we
along the N-S Corridor see no such benefit. I suggest that a future inland passenger rail line,
perhaps along or in conjunction with the existing CSX tracks, can also be designed to provide
similar economic and transportation benefits to South Florida (albeit at a somewhat later date)
PLUS significant benefits to points North WITHOUT the huge negative impacts to our coastal
communities.



The formal Economics literature refers to the “tree-cutting” paradigm wherein the timing issue of
economic projects is considered. When is the best time to harvest the crop – to proceed with the
project? While an imperfect analogy, in the case at hand, it is premature to lock Florida into an
obsolete passenger rail system running along the N-S Corridor that will do more damage than
good to an area that will be hosting considerable future growth. We are still struggling to figure
out how best to deal with growth issues – we insist on that right of self-determination – and
development of AAF now is an externality that threatens to “derail” efforts we have been
undertaking since passage of Florida’s Growth Management Act decades ago. A decision that
values the immediate interests of South Florida over those areas that represent Florida’s future is
a hasty decision – especially when better alternatives exist that can provide value to everyone.



Additional considerations regarding adverse planning and financial/economic impacts of the
AAF proposal:



At the recent AAF draft EIS open house at the Kane Center in Stuart, Florida, I submitted a
handwritten comment arguing that the AAF proposal advances a very poor plan for intercity
passenger rail connectivity whose impact will be to chill or kill better timely planning for a rail
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system to carry “the new Florida” into the future. This is itself a significant negative impact that
you should consider. In my years of experience in corporate planning, once a plan is chosen
further work on alternative plans is usually abandoned or put on the back burner for use only
when and if the chosen plan falls flat. That is exactly what will happen with AAF.



Second, in the same vein, by proceeding with AAF, the financial prospects of a future, vastly
superior alternative dim or are extinguished because the delay in advance planning (noted above)
will always result in significant expense added to any alternative that might later be dusted-off in
the future (when AAF fails or proves unsuitably located). Likewise, should AAF continue as a
meager passenger line, any diminution or splitting of the “pie” of the passenger service market
will reduce revenue prospects for an alternative line and likely drag down the financial prospects
needed to launch and finance that preferred alternative. There are significant opportunity costs
involved with AAF.



In short, using Mr. Flagler’s old coastal line will disserve a new Florida whose population
centers are moving North and inland from the coast and South. Since AAF track is virtually
surrounded by development we won’t be able to add trunk lines for commuter connectivity (like
Metro-North meeting with Amtrak lines in Stamford, Connecticut, for example). AAF builds
upon a bad inter-city passenger rail planning foundation that is located poorly and gridlocked so
that future connectivity will be virtually impossible. AAF passenger service will be suboptimal
and obsolete from the moment it commences operation, and this will only worsen as Florida’s
population grows to new inland population centers.



The costs of bad planning and financial downsides are potentially staggering and are obvious
adverse impacts that should be noted in the final EIS. AAF will not only significantly negatively
impact those of us who proudly call the Treasure Coast home and who enjoy our marine and
coastal communities, it will continue to harm those future generations of Floridians who move
here to inland communities that will be ill-served by and isolated from a coastal passenger rail
line they can’t even access without undue inconvenience, cost and time (even if you somehow
find a place to locate a station on the Treasure Coast coastline).



Oh, by the way, if Floridians cannot afford to build a new inland passenger line from scratch,
why can’t we build one around the existing CSX tracks? That model could accommodate future
planning, population centers and maybe eventual commuter spur lines. Michelangelo sculpted
The David, a masterpiece, from a used and discarded block of marble. CSX may not be
discarded, but it could well serve as a preferred foundation for an intercity passenger rail service
for the “new” Florida. Let that be where we look. To proceed with AAF in the wrong (coastal)
location would be akin to Michelangelo using a substandard and small piece of used marble to
create an odd Garden Gnome instead of the better used marble that resulted in The David. Let’s
not make the very big mistake that is AAF. The AAF proposal does not merit Federal or state
support because it dis-serves vast areas through which it would run and it will crowd-out vastly
superior rail transportation alternatives. Your EIS should not only NOT support AAF, it should
offer harsh criticism and recommend rejection of any Federal financial assistance.2



2 It is not unlikely that sometime in the remaining 2 years of the present (Obama) Administration
your agency will be meeting with representatives from Florida to revisit major transportation
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I would be happy to discuss this matter with you further should you have any questions.



Sincerely,



/s/ HCC



Henry Copeland, Esq.



P.S. After the recent open house at the Kane Center (see reference above) I started sharing my
thoughts with other residents and leaders opposed to the many adverse impacts AAF would bring
to Martin County and the Treasure Coast. Here, without full attribution, are a couple strands of
the emails I have shared previously. The material is redundant, but may suggest that the ideas are
gaining some traction here:



[From a Martin County Commissioner]:
Henry, this needs to go to John Winkle (john.winkle@dot.gov); Transportation Industry Analyst Federal



Railroad Administration. He is working on the EIS.



[Excerpt from my email to an officer of the Guardians of Martin County, a non-profit
organization whose purpose is to educate Martin County residents about environmental issues
impacting our quality of life]:



On the subject of AAF and my [previously spoken] comment about adverse impacts on a better alternative future
mass transit route should AAF proceed, let me clarify a bit (in case I was not clear):



I think that many agree that a coastal passenger rail line is very suboptimal for a host of reasons. If we look at the
demographics of this and project significant population gains throughout Florida in future years (though I do not
welcome or encourage this absent first getting our hydrology and water quality problems in order), then it goes
without saying that such growth must press inland, since our coastal areas are already so developed. Accordingly, if
we now proceed with coastal passenger rail interconnectivity it follows that AAF track location will only disadvantage
our future population growth (which will remain much more isolated in interior areas than would be the case if a future
transit system were to be instead located nearer to the new growth areas.) I suspect that somewhere in the literature
about transportation infrastructure planning and development there must already exist some material on how to best
site passenger rail lines in an area of growing population --- it would be nice to get our hands on this (if it exists).



With this as backdrop, here are my observations:



1. If AAF proceeds it is far less likely that state or (any) county officials, including planning groups like our multi-
county MPO, will start long-range planning for better, alternative passenger rail lines. So we won't plan for rights of
way and land acquisition, and related development planning, that would facilitate a future preferred rail line. We will
be doomed to a poor planning model, and (future) leaders won't even see this until many, many years in the future
when effective planning will be all the more expensive and convoluted. So, an adverse EIS impact is the
significant negative impact on future transportation infrastructure planning effectiveness. Building AAF as
an inter-city passenger rail transportation model for "old Florida" is not going to be consistent with building
an inter-city transportation model for the "new Florida" that may be to come (hopefully after I'm gone)!



infrastructure projects that will take the heat off our deteriorating roadways. I’d rather see you
working with us to build passenger service around the existing CSX tracks than wasting time and
resources on the suboptimal AAF proposal now on the table.
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2. Even if AAF goes forward and has continuing underperforming passenger ridership (not just in terms of passenger
numbers, but also in terms of weak financial performance), as a former corporate financial planner and analyst, this
suggests to me that any future plans for a new and improved passenger line will be significantly adversely impacted
because that line would have to share the ridership "pie" with AAF, thereby dragging down prospective ridership and
attendant financial performance. Who will want to finance a future rail line in a better location if its market share is
weakened by another line already running through coastal regions? This may create a situation where AAF crowds-
out future development of a better line because that line would need the whole "pie" to sustain itself.So, an adverse
EIS impact is the significant negative impact on the financial viability of otherwise superior future
transportation infrastructure planning.



I hope that you will take these observations and develop them further. We won't be the only ones "paying the price"
for AAF in terms of its quality of life wreckage. Future generations - even our new residents - will also pay the price of
moving to a state whose passenger rail service was antiquated from the outset. We no longer live in the age of Mr.
Flagler.













From: mpnoll@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: The final word
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:36:35 PM


I've been reading all about AAF and the proposed additional rail line and increased rail traffic through
 what is now a heavily populated area of Florida's East Coast.  That statement pretty much sums up the
 situation.  The East coast from Palm Beach up though Vero Beach is no longer a lightly populated area
 where an occasional train did not disturb many people.  This area's population is growing.  The number
 of people affected by your decision is increasing.  If allowed, the future will bring howls of protest over the
 bad decision that allowed the building of this line through this area.


It is time to realize that any low speed, high speed, freight or any other rail traffic is past for this area,
 there are just too many people affected.  The proposed rail traffic can easily be handled along the I-95
 corridor.  That is were it should be and needs to be.


Michael Noll
1888 SW Mooring Dr
Palm City, FL



mailto:mpnoll@aol.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Jerry
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fort Pierce
Date: Saturday, November 15, 2014 11:10:38 AM


I do not know how anyone in their right mind could say that this would be good for Fort Pierce. Over 20 trains per
 day running
through downtown with all of the noise and blocking traffic. This would be bad for the entire Treasure Coast and of
 no benefit at
all for the Treasure Coast.


jerry@apachesupplyinc.com
910-251-1488



mailto:jerry@apachesupplyinc.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Barry Johnson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 9:17:41 AM
Attachments: image014.png
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Dear Mr. Winkle.
 
I am writing to you today in support of the railroad project planned to link Miami and Orlando, All
 Aboard Florida.
 
The Greater Miami Chamber, South Florida’s first and largest business organization, serving members
 from the Keys to the Palm Beaches and representing more than 400,000 employees through its
 members, has unanimously passed the following resolution, demonstrating the Chamber’s support for
 the project.   


Greater Miami Chamber of
 Commerce Issues Resolution in
 Support of All Aboard Florida


 
GREATER MIAMI CHAMBER OF COMMERCE ISSUES RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Miami, FL, August 21, 2014 – The Greater Miami Chamber of Commerce has voiced its support for the All
 Aboard Florida passenger rail line project.


The Chamber vetted the issue through its public policy process.  The process engaged specific Chamber
 committees and examined the issues surrounding each.  The Chamber’s process focused on open
 dialogue and member involvement, and supported by the Chamber’s Legislative Policy Committee,
 Executive Committee and Board of Directors, developed positions supported by Chamber leadership.


The Chamber supports All Aboard Florida and its parent company Florida East Coast Industries in
 constructing a 235-mile passenger railroad train between downtown Miami and Orlando, while also
 affirming support for the proposed downtown Miami central station. The project, which has been
 attempted several times in the past, is a needed transportation link between Miami and Orlando with
 key intermediate stops in Fort Lauderdale and West Palm Beach that will bestow substantial economic
 benefits directly to Greater Miami through increased business revenues, new construction jobs,
 increased tourism and roadway safety, and relief of traffic congestion.



mailto:bjohnson@miamichamber.com
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The Chamber recommends the approval of this project as it appears to be both economically
 sustainable -- based on the announced plan for private funding of both capital and operating costs
 and use of existing infrastructure -- and ecologically sustainable -- promoting energy efficiency by
 reducing carbon emissions and the need to travel by private car, and offering transportation solutions
 to environmental issues including decreasing short-distance flights, relieving turnpike and I-95 corridors
 by reducing the usage of cars and ultimately improving urban mobility.


In addition, the project has significant opportunities for economic stimulus as it is estimated that: the
 Florida economy will grow by more than $6 billion dollars over the next eight years; create 10,000 jobs
 per year during its construction and 5,000 permanent jobs once completed; and its economic impact
 during construction is estimated to be $143.2 million dollars for Miami-Dade County and $593.4 million
 dollars for South Florida.


                                                                                             # # #


About Greater Miami Chamber of Commerce
The Greater Miami Chamber of Commerce is the voice of business in South Florida, representing more
 than 400,000 employees of member companies. To carry out its mission, the Chamber involves the
 private sector in community leadership. For more than a century, the Chamber has been widely
 recognized and respected for its extraordinary record of economic development and community
 improvement. The Greater Miami Chamber is a proactive chamber, regularly getting engaged in issues
 important to its member companies and individuals. Its program of work is organized in six areas:
 Community Growth, Governmental Affairs, Industry Growth, International Business, Leadership Programs,
 and Marketing & Member Services.  The Chamber’s monthly luncheon is nationally recognized as one
 of the Top 10 Executive Speaking Forums in America.


Barry E. Johnson
President/CEO


Greater Miami Chamber of Commerce
South Florida’s First and Largest Business Organization
 


1601 Biscayne Boulevard, Ballroom Level
Miami, FL 33132
305-577-5424   direct
305 205-3214   wireless
305-350-7700   main 
305-371-8255   fax
bjohnson@miamichamber.com  
www.MiamiChamber.com
 


    
 


P  Please consider the environment prior to printing this email.
                                                                             



http://www.miamichamber.com/

http://www.facebook.com/miamichamber

http://www.flickr.com/photos/miamichamber/sets/

http://www.linkedin.com/company/greater-miami-chamber-of-commerce

http://twitter.com/miamichamber

http://www.youtube.com/user/greatermiamichamber






From: TERRI - Heritage
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments on All Aboard FL
Date: Monday, October 13, 2014 2:48:52 PM


                                                                                                                                                                                                               
 1688 Pontiac Cir N
                                                                                                                                                                                                               
 Melbourne, FL  32935
                                                                                                                                                                                                               
 October 13, 2014
 
Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590
 
Sir,
I know of no one in our densely populated area that wants the noise, inconvenience of hundreds of passes through,
 tremendous safety issues, cost (don’t tell me there is none), hassles of stopping traffic, huge reduction in property
 values, and more that we can’t even think of until it happens – such as freight starting to come down these tracks.
Upgrade the existing track in the center of the state – this will remedy all the problems.  There is no reason, none,  not to
 do it this way.    Thank you,  T. Fullerton



mailto:heritagesigns@earthlink.net
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From: Robert Puglisi
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: The residents of the Treasure Coast do not want your cursed train!
Date: Thursday, November 6, 2014 5:04:25 PM



mailto:bpuglisi511@yahoo.com
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From: Susie Cassens
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; Susie Cassens
Subject: From Susie Cassens on All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 11:29:24 PM


Susie Cassens
1876 Shinn Rd.
Fort Pierce, Fl 34945
 
Please address these issues with the All Aboard Florida Project:
 
1.How does this project "contribute to the economic recovery efforts" of the City of Fort
 Pierce?
 
2. How will All Aboard Florida deal with the motor vehicle congestion at Train Stops caused
 by the passage of their trains?  
 
3. Fort Pierce has been using millions of local and Federal (CBDG) monies as a tool for
 economic restructuring via Historic Preservation.  How will All Aboard Florida mitigate for
 damage which may occur to these structures as a result of their business?
 
4. How will All Aboard Florida address measurement of Air Quality Standards according to
 the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency? And if they are found not to be in compliance
 then how will this be addressed?
 
5. How is the All Aboard Florida Project considered to be "merit based" when a similar
 Service exists (Amtrak) for the Miami to Orlando Route?
 
6. If All Aboard Florida is found to damage the Tourism Industry for the City of Fort Pierce
 because of congestion and disruption of traffic hindering economic recovery efforts of the
 Fort Pierce Area. How will they be held accountable?
 
7. What is the Evacuation Plan for All Aboard Florida during Hurricanes and People being
 evacuated from the Islands to the Mainland?
 
8.  If All Aboard Florida is found to be a constant disruption to emergency vehicles then how
 will this be corrected?
 
9. If All Aboard Florida is shown to have a negative impact on the Wildlife of any
 environmentally sensitive areas how will it be addressed and corrected?
 
 
 
Thank you,
 
Susie Cassens
 
 
 
 



mailto:susiesart56@gmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

mailto:susiesart56@gmail.com






From: Erik Lembcke
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 11:36:16 AM


As a West Palm Beach, Florida native and current resident who has lived on the treasure coast, space coast, and
 Orlando I feel very strongly in favor of the current AAF rail system proposal. Is it perfect, does it inconvenience
 some, is this project crucial for the future of Florida's urban growth model vs rural sprawl, YES!


I think the biggest opportunity rarely discussed is the corporation who is looking to relocate or expand into Florida,
 specifically SFL. One reason we miss opportunities is not our tax structure or legal environment, it's the corporate
 users ability to draw from a large enough pool of talent to justify the personnel risk of taking a chance on Florida,
 great people make and sustain great companies, nothing else. The benefits of SFL becoming the corporate hub of
 the Americas in the next decade is real but not guaranteed. This equals high paying jobs and increased tax revenue.


The objections such as noise, safety, traffic congestion, etc can all be addressed at the local government level and
 paid for by federal and state matched infrastructure dollars that require thought, diplomacy, and teamwork which is
 why we elect government officials. For instance, a road improvement at all major intersections phased over the next
 ten years where traffic flyovers allow for the smooth flow of traffic. In Stuart, the Monterey and Indian St crossings
 could be improved, in Jupiter and Melbourne, the rail bridges should be raised to accommodate vessels. This equals
 thousands of blue collar jobs and increased safety at all crossings.


How much, who pays, when does this occur??? It would be phased in and ultimately the train should run on the
 existing track prior to any final decisions about what's critical. What's important vs what's critical should be studied
 over 1-3 years of operation under current conditions.


This is not rocket science, nor is it as terrible as one might think. This is a golden opportunity to reduce CO2
 emissions, reduce rural sprawl, and create a more prosperous Florida. Don't blow this opportunity!!


Sincerely,


Erik Lembcke
321-446-1626


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:erik.lembcke@gmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Jerry Skerven
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Jerry Skerven; sharrie skerven
Subject: Comments on All Aboard Florida high speed train
Date: Thursday, October 30, 2014 2:34:19 PM


I vehemently oppose this project because:
1.  It will impede emergency vehicles trying to get to area hospitals.
2.  It will severely impede local traffic and cause large traffic backups.
3.  The traffic backups will negatively affect local business and tourist attractions.
4.  The noise and confusion caused by the trains will negatively affect our quality of life.
5.  Traffic backups will result in many hours of idling vehicles.  Idling vehicles waste energy, increase CO2
Levels and increase Global Warming.
6.  The trains will negatively affect regular train traffic that supplies the area with needed products.
7.  The proposed AAF trains will cause our waterways to be closed to ingress and egress many times a day which
 will negatively affect marine businesses and quality of life.
8.  Running that many trains through a densely populated area will result in fatalities when car/train crashes occur.
9.  The AAF trains will add to noise pollution which is uncontrollable and  will decrease our quality of life.


As no stops will be made in Treasure Coast cities, the train tracks should be erected in the median of the Florida
 Turnpike.  This is a more direct route from South Florida to Orlando.  This route solves all the above issues.


Your response to my input is requested.


Sincerely,  Gerald R. Skerven
                   Jensen Beach, FL, 34957


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:jrskerven@yahoo.com
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From: joann tomich
To: john.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: The stupid All Aboard Train!
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:30:53 AM


I have lived in Martin Co/Palm City for 31 years.  The idea of putting 32 trains a day, plus freight trains, (amount  to
 be increased also)  beside or near our existing railroad tracks is absolutely horrifying.  Our train bridge would have
 to stay closed during most of our day light  and that would be in violation of Federal Maritime law.  The US 
 intercoastal system goes under our Stuart railroad bridge.  That would make use of the inter coastal system  limited
 to night time only.  9pm to 8am.  This is unbelievable.  This project  is an abomination.  Drop this project.  The only
 hope  you have is to put it in the middle of the state, and it would still go over the intercoastal  system, so you’ll
 have to build an elevated “high” speed train bridge.    ALSO, since no passenger train in the USA is profitable I
 doubt seriously if your’s will be profitable.  It’s all about the freight  isn’t it!!!!    Joann Tomich



mailto:jocrna@comcast.net

mailto:john.winkle@dot.gov






From: Kevin.Thompson@dot.gov
To: john.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: Fw: AAF Letter of Concern
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:55:56 AM
Attachments: Joan Baumberger Letter of Concern.PDF


John -- another letter for the record 


Kevin F. Thompson 
Associate Administrator, Communications and Legislative Affairs 
Federal Railroad Administration 
U.S. Department of Transportation 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, S.E. W31-326 
Washington, D.C. 20590 
Office:  202-366-1299 
Cell:       202-309-6403 
Email:    kevin.f.thompson@dot.gov 
  
 
 
From: Patriarca Jr., Carmen (FRA) 
Sent: Wednesday, December 03, 2014 08:41 AM
To: Thompson, Kevin (FRA) 
Subject: AAF Letter of Concern 
 
Hi Kevin,
We received this in the mail yesterday and wanted to make sure it got into the right hands for
 handling.
Let me know if you need anything from the Region.
Thanks,
Carmen



mailto:Kevin.Thompson@dot.gov
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From: Jordan Kanter
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 11:37:31 AM


I am so excited!  Bring it on!!!


Any future plans to add an extension from Orlando to Tampa?


Best, 


Jordan K.
561-254-5027 (c)



mailto:jordanlkanter@yahoo.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Harriet Jackson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments on All Aboard Florida"s Train
Date: Monday, September 29, 2014 10:35:56 AM


Dear Sirs;
There are many reasons we are opposed to the train, including traffic delays, 
boat traffic delays, and the riverfront being inundated with trains.
Has anyone thought of the delay causing someone to die in an ambulance
while waiting to get to the hospital?
You will absolutely spoil the ambiance of Stuart Downtown if this train goes through.
Shame on you!  We have spent a lot of tax dollars making Stuart a pleasant and fun 
place to have supper and shop.  These trains will ruin that ambiance and make
 getting
to Stuart Downtown a nightmare.
Sincerely,
Tax Payers
Jerome and Harriet Jackson
Palm City, FL



mailto:jkjhaj@yahoo.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Bonanti, Christopher
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Edwards, Julie; Soule, Ali; Bonilla, Yvelisse (Yve)
Subject: Third email with 200 support letters for the AAF project
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:30:53 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
image003.png
SurveyReport-3960570-12-3-2014-C.PDF


Hello Mr. Winkle,
This is the third email with 200 support letters attached for the All Aboard Florida project.
Thank you,
Chris
 
 
Christopher Bonanti
Director of Environmental Planning
All Aboard Florida


2855 Le Jeune Road | 4th Floor
Coral Gables, FL 33134
T: 305.520.2347 | C: 571.334.4807
Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com | allaboardflorida.com


Follow us:  


 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: The information contained in this transmission is privileged
 and confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or entity named
 above. No addressee should forward, print, copy, or otherwise reproduce this message in any
 manner that would allow it to be viewed by any individual not originally listed as a recipient.
 If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
 unauthorized disclosure, dissemination, distribution, copying of this transmission or the
 taking of any action in reliance on the information herein is strictly prohibited. If you have
 received this transmission in error, please immediately reply to sender that you have received
 this communication in error and then delete it. Thank you.



mailto:Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

mailto:Julie.Edwards@allaboardflorida.com

mailto:ali.soule@allaboardflorida.com

mailto:Yvelisse.Bonilla@allaboardflorida.com

mailto:Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com

http://www.allaboardflorida.com/

http://twitter.com/allaboardfla

http://facebook.com/AllAboardFlorida

http://www.feci.com/

http://www.feci.com/












Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Aniria Sherman 



sunrise fl 33351  



aniriasherman@ymail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Max Bramelus 
sunrise fl 33322 



mbramelus@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Henry M Baquero 



33327 fl weston 



hmbaquero1090@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Christian Brower 



33303 



pbill615@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Sierra Gude 



miramar fl 33025 



gudegirl954@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Sydney Floyd 



miramar fl 33023 



efabien94@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Mischma Florvilus 



Fort Lauderdale Florida 33312 



mflorvilus@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Melina Paul 



pembroke pines fl 33023 



melina.paul7@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Christopher Alfred 



Hallandale fl 33009  



chris15698@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Man 



hollywood 33021 fl 



hklmf@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Robert Antonino 



Hollywood Fl 33021  



tonyrobert1985@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



 



 
 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Josh Exalien 



fort lauderdale florida 33312 



exaljk@mail.broward.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Brian Okun 



davie florida 33314 



brianokun95@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Sara Lopez 



hollywood floridA 33020 



slopez1@broward.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Rachel James 



fort lauderdale fl 33319 



r.james2012@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 



 
Sincerely, 



Gerardo Rivas 



Pembroke Pines Fl 33025 



gerardor2do@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Kevin Davila 
Miami Florida 33016 



davilakevin@outlook.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Jeremeel Samuels 



sunrise fl 33351 



samuelsjeremeel@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Joseph Cameron 



maimi fl 33169 



joseph31923@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 



 
Sincerely, 



Kyle Roth 



davie 



rothk@mail.broward.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Tatiana Noel 



miramar fl 33027 



tatiana_f_noel@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Brandon Singletary 



miami gardens fl 33054 



brandonsingletary19@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Shakerea Burke 



lauderdale lakes fl 33319 



shakereab@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Estevon Walker 



Lauderhill 



rushard32@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Rachel Pappalardo 



hialeah,fl 33011 



Rachel.Pappalardo001@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Kendrea Clarke 



Lauderhill FL 33319 



clarke.kendrea@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Harry Pierre 



North Miami, florida,33161 



pierreh5518@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Tianna Thompson 
miramar fl 



sweettia9115@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Nicolle Lafosse 
Plantation fl 33322 



nicolle_lafosse@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Jameel Reid 



miami gardens fl 33055 



jashav345@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Keyvon Patterson 
miami florida 33142 



shanklive@rocketmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Shairis Paris 



33312 



llmsshairisparis@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Abigail Chavez 



miramar fl 33023 



abigail00292@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Nathalie Momplaisir 
miami fl 33167 



nathal.momplaisir001@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Imani Joseph 



miami fl 33169 



imanijoseph206@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Kimberlee Gray 



sunrise fl 33323 



gkimmy10@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Vivian Moore 



miami florida 33127 



gatorhater797@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Pamela Valverde 



miramar fl 33027 



pamheezy@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Zedrekonx 



miami 



zedreknox@aim.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Kristen Andersen 



miami. fl 



ksolololol@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Lacarol Kellie 



dania 



haruhitamaki@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Isaac Timmer 



pompano beach fl 33064 



ittoootall@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 
 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



 



 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Ancy Duval 



miami florida 33161 



duval.ancy@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Reshma Thomas 



cooper city florida 33026 



reshmathomas27@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Wilmore Kemp 



miamifl33054 



bigmen@1964bm.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Cortney Brooks 



ft.lauderdale fl 33312 
lilcortney102@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Juan Guerrero 
miramar fl 33025 



cazh_flow11@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Caroline Baxendale 



33149 
baxendale.caroline@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Christian Lopez 



hialeah florida 33012 



chris.lopez1103@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Laquita Sartin 



miami fl 33147 



qt_benjamin@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Albert F. Mccall 



miami fl 33147 



bunchpark157@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Taylor-Dayne Lawrence 



miramar fl 33027 



taylor.dayne@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Jeffery Rodriguez 



33065 
rodrj289@mail.broward.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Kayvon Calaman-Hall 



Miami Fl 33014 



Coffeehypedchaos@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Regina Reed 



opa locka fl 33054 



regina.reed001@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Jasiel  



hialeah 



jesterjake20@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Erby Mortimer 



fort luaderdale florida 33312 



erby100@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Alicia Jaramillo 



fort lauderdale florida 33325 



gatorhater11@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Rebecca Grolitzer 



miami florida 33179 



rebeccagrolitzer@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Huey  



ft. lauderdale fl 33311 



hu.harris@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Abby-Gayle Dunkley 



Sunrise 3313 



abby.dunkley13@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Benny Desir 



Miami florida 33167 



benny.desir001@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Ambresha Griffin 



Fort Lauderdale FL 33311 



breshagriffin@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Clara Louissaint 



33147 



clara.louissaint@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Creshelle Whitehead 



miami. fl 33056 



luluwhite444@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 14, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Maurice Cossy 



miami,FL 33147 



blackmoi12@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Aislyn Page 



33137 
apob45@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Adrian Jones 



33175 
jones.adriam@yahood.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Felipe Costa Peuser 



Key Biscayne Fl 33149 



fcost009@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Ryan Chen 



pembroke pines florida 33029 



shrockers.rc@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Kristine Hernandez 



miami FL 33182 
khern123@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Vanessa Suazo 
Miami FL 33193  



Vsuaz001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Joshua Waknine 
miami fl 33175 



grica550@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Grace Torres 



Miami Fl 33165 



gracielasavtorres@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Danielle Rollins 



miami florida 33130 



droll002@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Seriya Simms  



greenacres Fl 33463 



ssimm031@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Hugo Enriquez 



miami fl 33145 



hugoabelito@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Mariam Martinez 



miami Fl 33177 



mmart643@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Robert Sugar 



north miami 33160 



rsuga001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 



 
Sincerely, 



Krista Shuckerow 



chepachet rhodeisland 02814 



kshuc001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Alejandra Torres 



miami florida 33174 



atorr057@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Ollie Lee Taylor 



miami 33136 



infantmystics@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Allen Becker 



miami beach fl 33140 



becker.allen@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Jakarla Jones 
orlando florida 32835 



j.alexis.jones95@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Suyeny Diaz 
miami fl 33125 



sdiaz073@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Gessica St Louis 
33161 



gstlooo2@mymdc.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Andrea Holland  



miami fl 33185 



andrea.holland001@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Shan Uddin 



Miami FL 33143 
shanuddin@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 



 
Sincerely, 



Trudianne Dixon 



miami dade fl 33173 



tdico017@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



MAKELLY SCOTT 



Miramar 33023 



sloper2b@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Mirtha Blondet 



hialeah fl 33014 



mirtha.96@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Daniel Monnerat 



miami fl 33174 



daniel_mh@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Eric Gonzalez 



miami fl 33143 
egonz417@fiu.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Elizabeth Casado 



wellington fl 33414 



elizarod101@icloud.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Gregory Lamour 



miami shores fl 33168 



lamourg2010@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Jose Ramos 



pembroke pines fl 33028 
jramo133@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Serenity Jones 



33162 



serenityjones@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Trevor Blair 



miramar fl 33027 



trevor.n.blair@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Janis St Fort 



33142 
jstfo004@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Stphen Gibson  



miramar fl 33027 



gibsonsf@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Dequilla Store  



florida city florida 33034 



store.dequilla@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Stephame Charite 



miami fl 33138 



stephanecharite@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Amery Anyiah 



33130 



acanyiah@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Kenny Mars 



miami fl 33142 



kennymars87@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Lovely Rahman 



miami fl 



lovelyrhmn@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Ajaypal Bal 



33174 



ajaybal0183@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Kyle Dempsey 



Miami FL 33174 



kyledempsey96@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Daniel Gonzalez 



miami florida 33174 



djg96z@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Christian Brodermann 



Miami FL 33196 



cbrod006@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Alexis Fernandez 



miami florida 33177 



afern449@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Jose Noy 



miami fl 33186 



josemnoy@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Maria Castellanos 



miami fl 33143 



alemarie92@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Melissa Jimenez 



Miami FL 33194 



melissajimenez23@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Vanessa Guzman 



miami 



guzmanvanessag@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Luis Penas 



miami florida 33157 



lpena053@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Andy Lau 



hialeah fl 33012 



yunylau@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Alexis Almond 



Miami fl 33196 



aalmo029@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Sheila Salgado 



miami fl 



sheilasalgado12@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Norwing Rivas 



miami.fl 33135 
norwingr_23@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Marissa Ortiz 



miami florida 33174 



morti110@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Alex Bornote 



miami fl 33183 



abornote@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Eduardo Tam 



miami florida 33155 



eduardo_tam@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Mikhail Gonzalez 



Miami fl 33186 
mgonz153@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Joanette Brookes 



33025 



jbrookes@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Randy Tessier  



miami fl 33174  



rtess001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Andrea Perez 



homestead fl 33187 



bubbles78677@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Nicholas Espinosa 



miami florida 33176 



nespi020@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Mikhaila Berkman 



miami fl 33172 



mberk005@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Gabriel Benavente 



miami florida 33193 
gbena002@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Emeka Ugokwe 



Miami Fl 33169 



eugok002@icloud.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Danielle Collins 



miami fl 33130 



dcoll22@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Abigail Cheeseman 



jacksonville FL 32223 



achee006@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Verlene Julceus 



miami fl 33196 



julceusv@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Nasreen Hidmi 



miami florida 33160 



nhidm001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Hanan Salem 
miami florida 33178 



hanan.s100@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Pedro Delgado 
miami fl 33177 



pedrito30547@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Elvis Almanza 



Miami 33170  
ealma017@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Marco Chavez 
miami fl 33186 



mchav072@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Carlos Rueda 



miami fl 33157 



crued012@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Kristina Valdes 



miami fl 33196 



kristina_6991@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Melissa Beltran 



miami florida 33176 



mbelt020@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Sajan Bharadwaj Chanchalam 



miami fl 33174 



schan088@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Arleen Ycasa 



hialeah florida 33012 



arleen078@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Israel Alvarez 



miramar,florida,33029 



ialva049@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Edmundo Barriga 



surfside fl 33154 



ebarr088@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Vanessa Mings 



miami fl 33176 
vbmings@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Kiel Riley 



Miami 
Kielhoilett-riley@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



John Coto 



miami florida 33184 



jacthecuban@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Cindy Romani 
miami fl 33193 



croma033@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Raquel Koch 



33033 



rskoch95@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Isamar Camarena 



Plantation FL 33324 



icamarena96@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 



 
Sincerely, 



Tana-Kaye Campbell 



33015 



tcamp004@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Lauren Alexander 



miami fl 



lalex22@mail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Alexandra Rosado 
doral 



arosa091@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Matias Vargas 



hollywood florida 33314 



vargasmatias@live.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Sophia Tchir 



pembroke pines fl 33029 
stchi002@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Shirlyon Mcwhorter 



33018 



gatorhater798@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



 



 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Austin Bryan 



miramar fl 33029 



abrya034@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 



 
Sincerely, 



Harold C. De Jesus 



deltona fl  



hdeje004@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Adrián Díaz Martínez  



miami, florida 33196 



adiaz416@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Samantha Lambert 
33155 



slamb016@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Sujith Narala 



33174 



narala.sujith@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Jay Jimenez 



33165 



pianodude22@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Seth Bramson 



miami fl 33138 
seth.bramson@fecrwy.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Rohanie Mohabir 
riverview fl 33578 



rohanie1991@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Kateryn Sanchez 
Miami FL 33150 



s.kateryn@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Yailiana Leyva 



Miami Fl 33126 



yaily07@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Sanchez Charles 



port saint lucie florida 34953 



sanchez_charles@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Emely Perez 



miami fl 33165 



epere324@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Charles Judor 



33161 



jchar068@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Marisse Padron 



pembroke pines fl  33332 



preppynelly04@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Brian 



miami florida 33196 



nope@nope.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Yazmin Cuellar 



33157 



yazmin_cuellar@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Tyler Bruefach 



miramar fl 33029 



tbrue001@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Jorge Valdes 



miami fl 33196 



jvald160@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Aziza Mustafa 
33174 



amust017@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Thursday, November 20, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Kevin Rodriguez 



33172 



krodr201@fiu.edu 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 



 
Sincerely, 



James Mobley 



miami fl 33055 



emobley95@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Marian Alania 



miami Florida 33176 



marian.alania001@mymdc.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Carili Rubiera 



cutler bay florida 33190 



rubiera.carili@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Juliet Cano 



Miami,fl 33193 



juliet.cano001@mymdc.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Ivania Sotelo 



miami fl 33183 



princessivy007@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Brandon Munoz  



miami fl 33177 
crooklyn@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 
 



 



Sincerely, 



Kitiara Rivera 



miami florida 33186 



kitiarasr@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Fernando Lozada 



miami fl 33193 



fernando99269@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Wellington Rodriguez 



miami, florida 33186 



wellsrb@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



John Rios 



Miami Florida 33186 



johnyrivers242@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Belen Medina 



miami FL 33197 



ladyignacia@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Ashley Rosero-Barros 



Miami Florida 33193 
ashkuto@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 



All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 



double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 



All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 



habitats. 



 
 



Sincerely, 



Roy Calatayud 



miami florida 3314 



calatayudroy@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 



All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 



wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Miguel Boza  



miami fl 33013 



miguelboza@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Massiel Ulloa 



homestead fl 33032 



massielulloa18@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 



of transportation 



I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 



crossings. 



All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 



All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 



response vehicles. 



 



 



Sincerely, 
Maria Hamia 



miami fl 33189 



garciamaria@live.net 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 



All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 



additional jobs per year. 



All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 



boating efficiency 



I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 



All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Alejandro Uribe 
Miami FL 33186 



alexuribeterra@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Joshua Cassagnol 



miami 



GwEyaster@Gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Diana Guzman 



miami fl  



uotion@yahoo.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Gina Gonzalez 



miami fl 33196 



gg2qt4me@aol.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Livia Garcia 



Miami, Florida, 33183 



lmar71@hotmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



 
Sincerely, 



Karina Mendez 



miami fl 33157 



karinamarley30@gmail.com 











Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 



Washington, DC 20590 



          Friday, November 21, 2014 



Dear Mr. John Winkle: 



Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 



 



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 



All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 



All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 



All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 



rail.  



 



I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 



All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 



river’s floodplain. 



The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 



I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 



 



 



Sincerely, 



Sandra Domenech 



Homestead FL 33032 
sandradomenech7@gmail.com 
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Fw: All Aboard Environmental Impact Statement
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 4:44:57 PM


From: Carolyn Zytaruk-Dugger [mailto:carolyn@edplusa.com] 
Sent: Monday, October 27, 2014 08:32 AM Eastern Standard Time
To: Winkle, John (FRA) 
Subject: All Aboard Environmental Impact Statement 


John,
I strongly support the AIA Treasure Coast review of the All Aboard Florida Environmental Impact
 Statement.
Regards,


--
Carolyn Zytaruk-Dugger, OAA, Assoc. AIA
Director of Operations


Edward Dugger + Associates, P.A.
Consultants in Architectural Acoustics
AA 26000667


We've Moved! Please note our new address!
1239 SE Indian Street, Suite 103
Stuart, FL 34997


Office: (772) 286-8351 x102
Fax: (772) 600-3613
Mobile: (772) 631-5310


carolyn@edplusa.com
www.edplusa.com



mailto:john.winkle@dot.gov

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
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From: Ken Stauffer
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, October 15, 2014 7:52:09 AM


To Whom It May Concern
 
I personally think that a high speed rail line from Miami to Orlando would be a great benefit for
 Florida. It will provide jobs, stimulate the economy, and will be more environmentally friendly. This
 project needs public support, so count me in.
 
All the best,
 
Ken Stauffer
Technology Assurance Labs, LLC
M 732-688-0516
F  866-734-9940
 



mailto:kstauffer@talabs.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: John G. Evans
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments on All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:51:38 AM


To:          John Winkle
                Federal Railroad Administration
                1200 New Jersey Avenue S.E. Room W28-311
                Washington, DC 20590
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
These are my comments regarding the environmental impact report on the All Aboard Florida
 Miami-Orlando rail project.
 


1.       The report does not adequately address the impacts of this project on Florida’s Martin, St.
 Lucie, Indian  River and South Brevard counties. 


a.       A supplemental study should be required.
2.       Specifically as to Indian River County


a.       The report should carefully evaluate the impacts on vehicular traffic that will (and
 now normally does) cross the railroad for all hours – not just a small selected period.
  This railroad is totally integrated into the communities here and many of the
 services for and activities of people living here.


b.      The report should address the City of Sebastian.
c.        The report should carefully evaluate the impacts on neighboring properties.  { This


 is not just a matter of property rights- people have settled in and populated these
 areas along the coast.  They have rights as well.


d.      Flood plain mitigation.
3.       Alternative routings for a Miami-Orlando rail line should be considered.   Since the high-


speed trains will make no stops along a vast portion of the route, there is really no reason to
 route them through existing populated areas – which it will not be serving anyway. This
 should be studied and considered.     


4.       More cynical people may think that this project is a Trojan horse to expand commercial
 freight traffic to and from South Florida with its growing ports.  If this is true, of course it
 would mean more and different impacts as well.  This should be studied too.    


 
 
Very truly yours,
 
 
John G. Evans
Dill & Evans, PL
1565 US Highway 1
Sebastian FL 32958
Tel: 772-589-1522
Fax: 772-589-5212



mailto:delaw1@bellsouth.net
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From: rbonnfire22@att.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: This is a relative small community with many senior residents who reside all year long.
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 11:16:41 AM


This is a community consisting of a large population of senior residents, as well as younger
 families.
Emergency vehicles such as ambulances and fire trucks must cross, the railroad tracks several
 times daily to reach the western part of town where a large majority of the population live.
 
Please reconsider your plans for All Aboard Fl. as it would be a dangerous hazard for Stuart, Fl.
 
Thank You, Mrs. Bonnie Rogers
 
 
Sent from Windows Mail
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From: Sandra Raynor
To: AAF_comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@DOT.Gov; USCGD7DPBPublicComment@uscg.mil
Cc: Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: Fw: All Aboard FL
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:08:56 PM


Subject: All Aboard FL


 
This is to advise you that we are vehemently opposed to having the train come through Martin
 County as currently planned.  Our opposition is primarily because of its negative impact on
 our quality of life.  This impact includes, but is not limited to:
    1) the negative impact on our residents by blocking access to Martin Memorial Hospital and
 the majority of our physician offices
    2) the negative impact on our access to local stores and businesses – 32 trains a day!!
    3) the negative impact during emergencies such as hurricane evacuation routes
    4) the negative impact on our traffic
    5) the higher risk to residents caused by high-speed trains in an already congested area
 
A much wiser plan would be locating the tracks in the western part of Martin County.  In 10
 years from now, residents will look back and realize that the western route was the right
 choice.
Thank you.
 
A. Clark Raynor, M.D.
Sandra J. Raynor
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From: Barbara Brundage
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, September 29, 2014 2:31:30 PM


Really, the whole Draft Environmental Impact statement for this project is a deplorable sham. Do you really believe
 that a consultant hired by AAF is going to find any evils to this dreadful plan?


If AAF wants to build this useless project (I’d remind you that even the prospect of a direct TGV from Miami to
 Orlando didn’t excite many people) and destroy the quality of life in the area through which the trains pass, let them
 pay for it. No federal loan should be forthcoming for this. As it is it’s entirely possible to take a train from Miami to
 Orlando on Amtrak, and how many people do that, even at a third the price of this? If this project must go through,
 they should be made to purchase land in the wester counties where daily life for the entire population will not be
 permanently disrupted.


I’ve lived in Jensen Beach since 1998, but I can see that I will have to leave the area if this really happens.


Sincerely,


Barbara Brundage
9405 S Ocean Dr
Jensen Beach, FL
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From: AmyEWright@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: amyewright@comcast.net
Subject: Comments on All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:36:15 AM


November 5, 2014- updated Dec 2, 2014
 
TO: The Federal Railroad Board
 
FROM: PROPERTY OWNER AMY E WRIGHT- 423 ROUSE ROAD, FORT PIERCE,
 FL 34946
 
RE: Comments on Environmental Impact Statement for ALL ABORD FLORIDA
 
I am against ALL ABOARD FLORIDA as I see significant environmental impacts to all
 of the small cities and neighborhoods along the FEC tracks if this project moves
 forward.
 
It is surprising that in the FONSI document the words “Fort Pierce”, St. Lucie Village”,
 “Vero Beach” and “Stuart” do not appear even one time. I didn’t check for all the
 other cities like Sebastian, Wabasso, and Melbourne…but I bet they are not there
 either. One might think they don’t exist- but they are in fact some of the areas with
 the GREATEST environmental impacts. I can’t even imagine what downtown Stuart
 will be like if this goes through. I attended the meeting in Vero Beach and was told
 that the purpose of the meeting was to decide whether there was a significant
 environmental impact to our area…that said one wonders why if this si true- why
 were meetings held in Miami, etc 0 areas that already have been found to have no
 significant impact. I believe I was misinformed by people from the Railroad Board at
 the meeting. I reiterate here my primary concerns:
St. Lucie Village. I live in St. Lucie Village. Homes existed in this riverfront community
 before the FEC railroad tracks. There are plans to have not one additional track but
 two additional tracks for a total of three the entire length of the village. Even better
 the two new tracks will be in the area to the west of the existing track and
 immediately adjacent to Old Dixie Highway- it appears that there will be 6 feet
 between the edge of the western most track and the existing roadway.   I spoke with
 an expert on crossings at theh meeting. He indiatced that from center of track to
 center of track ehre must be 14.5 feet and minimally 7.5 feet to the side of a track to
 allow for car “sway”. Doing the simple math there needs to be minimally 36 feet of
 existing right of way from the center of the existing track. There are areas in the
 village where it is veryunlikley that there would be any significant distant between a
 moving train car and the edge of Old Dixie Highway. The plan puts a train traveling
 up to 98 miles per hour according to your documents running within 6 feet of
 cars, bikes and pedestrians traveling on Old Dixie Highway. Old Dixie Hwy has a
 speed limit of 35 miles per hour through most of the Village and north of Rouse Road
 goes to 50 miles per hour. With a 6 foot space from the track there will be no place
 for a car to pull off the road to stop while the trains go by- so traffic wishing to cross
 the tracks to our homes will have to stop on Old Dixie and we will be as close as 6
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 feet to the train while it barrels by us. Is that safe?   Perhaps the route needs to be
 carefully re-surveyed.  Old Dixie Highway itself has no more than 12 inches between
 the edge of the asphalt and the white line marking the traveling lanes (e.g. no bike
 lane, shoulder etc.). Children waiting for the bus will now have to stay on the west
 side of Old Dixie and if a train is going by the buses will get caught in the traffic.
 Would you want your child standing near a train traveling 98 mph? How can we have
 trains operating at high speed with no setback? We can’t build anything within 6 feet
 of a property line in the village- let alone a train track. Will all the fiber optic and other
 buried cables be moved to the western side of Old Dixie? Who will pay for that?
 Currently there appear to be at least four different buried cables in this area. And just
 a bit further north of the village is Florida Atlantic University with hundreds of people
 arriving at work and classes each day…one can expect long delays as trains jockey
 around on three separate tracks.
PROBABLE USE OF THE THIRD TRACK- If one considers what the likely use of the
 third track is, one can guess that it will be to sideline the freight trains (perhaps even
 stopping them)- (this was confirmed at the meeting by the same expert on
 crossings/tracks) which would of course totally block ingress and egress to our
 homes for residents, emergency vehicles, mail delivery, trash trucks etc….I have
 waited many a time for the crawling (or parked) freight train to move from the railroad
 crossing and with the poorly conceived project called All Aboard Florida I can
 imagine this will be MUCH MORE OFTEN because there will be three times the
 number of trains! I sure hope that neither my 84 year old mother nor I need EMS for
 anything after this disaster happens.
Quiet Zones- The Village runs for about 3 miles- it has 8 RR crossings- if the train is
 moving at 98 miles per hour (taken from map) it would take less than 2 minutes to go
 through the Village and it would come to a crossing every 15 seconds. Sounds pretty
 fast….we won’t even notice them – gone in the blink of an eye.   The only issue is
 that the trains would have to blow their horns the entire way through the Village-
 WHOOOO WHOOO WHOOO…how nice… especially for the homes that are right
 next to the tracks. The solution?- QUIET ZONES- impenetrable barriers that come
 down and block traffic – no horn blowing necessary. The issue with these new “quiet
 and impenetrable” crossings is that every time one of the “maintenance trucks” is
 near the crossing (within a few blocks) the bars will come down and block movement
 through the crossing. This happens a lot- probably more often than an actual train
 coming through – but worse yet are those times when the crossing simply closes- for
 no reason, no train, no maintenance worker- just a closed crossing- which can go on
 for half an hour or more. It did it two times within the last two weeks- one time it was
 down for at least an hour. With the current set up you can get out of your car– look
 up and down- see that there is not a train or a truck – and drive around the barrier
 (probably not legal, but then blocking the road is also illegal). With the QUIET
 ZONES we will be stuck- even if there is NOT a train- just a broken system or
 maintenance workers somewhere up the tracks. The maintenance people are there
 multiple times per week- and with three tracks they will be three times as often – so
 even when trains are nowhere nearby- the crossings may be closed and no one can
 either enter or leave the neighborhood and traffic will be stopped on Old Dixie
 Highway. Even with just a few trains per hour- total downtime at any crossing will be
 substantially longer. But no one seems to have thought about this- maybe they don’t
 live near a railroad crossing- and have to deal on a daily basis with track







 maintenance and “ghost trains” that close the crossings.
RIDERSHIP- The ridership report seems like someone’s pipe dream and one
 wonders how they can be serious. It is filled with assumptions that they even say are
 assumptions with limited if any real data to support them. They do not take into
 account the added cost of transportation around the “destination cities”. Will there be
 a giant upturn in Taxi service in Cocoa Beach- found out at the meeting there is not a
 stop in Cocoa- and who are these hundreds of thousands to millions of people who
 want to go there- and why? Maybe Ron Jon’s will see an upswing. Similar comments
 for West Palm…what are you going to do in WPB- go shopping, clubbing? Maybe the
 Kennedy’s will take the train… I guess once you are at the station you can rent a car
 or take a taxi- or better yet use the bus system (LOL). Maybe the connections in
 South Florida (Miami, Lauderdale) will be used- but it is not clear who really wants to
 take the train north and if there is this huge need why don’t they use the existing
 AMTRAK services? It is FASTER than the proposed new train I found out at the
 meeting that the new train is actually faster. No need to destroy all of the
 communities north of Palm Beach for nothing…or could it be for more freight?
PORTS- So the funny thing is that all of the places that this passenger train is going
 to travel to– all have ports- Port of Miami, Port Everglades, Port of West Palm Beach
 and Port Canaveral – could the real reason we need this be so that they can haul
 more freight? Between ports….and on to other places? Or is there going to be a
 sudden surge of people wanting to take cruises….and if so, why don’t they just fly
 into the city where their ship departs?
There is an old saying…If it doesn’t sound right or make sense then it’s probably isn’t
 true. Nothing about All Aboard Florida sounds right – nothing about it makes sense-
 all this expense and impact to the communities along the eastern Florida coast but
 nothing that shows any real concrete benefit to anyone– except some real estate
 deals making the owners rich and some jobs building and maintaining it- and of
 course the taxi driver jobs for all those people who get left at the station with no way
 to get anywhere else. I am totally against any kind of Federal loan because I can see
 no way that this boondoggle will make money- tax payers will be left holding the
 empty bag that once held 1.6 billion dollars. If they can get private dollars to back
 this with absolutely no government involvement (no bonds) - then fund it that way-
 but unfortunately for All Aboard Florida it doesn’t appear that the deep pockets of the
 private sector are “on board” -they can see the same flaws that are obvious to
 everyone else.
I ask that this letter be incorporated into the public comment section of the documents
 on environmental impact of All Aboard Florida. There are serious environmental
 impacts to the communities along the track of All Aboard Florida- none of which are
 mentioned in your reports because they don’t address the communities along the
 central eastern Florida coast. We will have added noise, vibration, safety issues,
 reduced access to our homes and emergency services, traffic backups and delays
 and costs of maintaining these “improved” crossings. There are issues regarding
 boating and navigation in the Stuart Area. This is not a project that should move
 forward.
 
My suggestion: if this is about passengers going between South Florida and Orlando-
 (and not about more freight on FEC) then put the new tracks on the CSX right of way
 to the west and compete with Amtrak….or just do the South Florida bit of it and stop







 there.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy E. Wright
423 Rouse Road
Fort Pierce, Fl 34946
 








From: Hamcdaniel1@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Thoughts on All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, November 27, 2014 7:39:10 PM


    Thanks for your information regarding All-Aboard Florida.  I do feel that the project has received an
 inordinately high rate of criticism recently.  It is a potential alternative to driving on the highway that has
 the highest rate of fatalities per mile in the U.S.A. 
    I can see an advantage to potential passengers of this system with respect to time savings and
 convenience, even though there are no tracks between Cocoa and Orlando at present.
    My feeling is that this system would not be the brunt of so much criticism if it were to offer service to
 intermediate points, so that all could benefit from it.  We've not had any rail service in these areas for
 decades, and it would be a benefit to everyone.  Amtrak, the Florida East Coast Railway and the State of
 Florida reached an agreement to operating passenger trains on the FEC tracks in March, 2012, but this
 was never reported publicly.  I'm sure that funding is the basis for this lack of action, but Amtrak does
 provide good service to other parts of the country on the same budget.
    I've suggested that AAF arrange to add one additional stop to each train in each direction; for instance,
 the first Southbound train daily would stop in Cocoa, the second in Melbourne, the third in Vero Beach,
 and the fourth in Port St. Lucie (serving Ft. Pierce and Stuart which could present parking and operational
 problems), and repeating the pattern for all trains in either direction each day.  This would add 5 minutes
 to the running time of each train, and save $20 daily parking for your car if you want to fly to California
 from Orlando or sail to St. Thomas from Ft. Lauderdale, or to spend a day in Miami.  This way, there
 would be benefit to the intermediate communities and would defuse the negative publicity.
    I could see that AAF could carry out their plans using another right-of-way, such as the
 Turnpike easement or the old FEC right-of-way from Holopaw to Okeechobee, (if it still exists), then it
 would be a matter of concern to others.  I see no reason to vacate the present FEC right-of-way, and
 hope that it will be used someday to carry passengers as Henry Flagler intended when he built the road.  
 People would still protest if it were used as a hiking trail or anything else.
    We could all benefit from rail passenger service.  Please contact me if I may be of service.
                                                                Sincerely,
                                                                Haynes McDaniel
                                                                Vero Beach, FL
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From: Michael Goodfellow
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Saturday, October 18, 2014 6:34:45 PM


I live in Sebastian, a scant half-mile from the rails used by Florida East Coast, the same rails which will
 be utilized by AAF, and I simply say “Go for it.”  There is a tremendous risk involved with this
 program and, yes, it may not succeed but it still might.
 
Unlike all the keyboard commandos which have come out against the program, I am not a railroad
 expert.  I am just someone who has vision for the future.
 
Michael Goodfellow
1061 West Lakeview Drive
Sebastian, Florida 32958-8571
mikegoodfellow@bellsouth.net
772-713-7350
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From: Robert Bubello
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments on All aboard Florida
Date: Friday, November 28, 2014 4:59:15 PM


I presently live on North Hutchinson Island in St Lucie county.


I have been following the progress on the attempt to bring high speed rail through the Treasure Cost.  I
 see this being proposed without adequate consideration for the residents of the treasure coast.  Across
 the country living adjacent to a busy rail service is not considered desirable. 


In our case, being next to the rails has not been a huge burden, but is still an inconvenience and more
 than a little dangerous with the large number of on grade crossings in fairly remote areas.  The level of
 increased traffic being proposed will increase the inconvenience to an unbearable level.  From a few
 trains spaced fairly widely during the day to a possible 32 passenger and a large increase in the number
 and length of freight trains, the danger will increase dramatically.  The on-grade crossings and the
 unprotected rail side in remote areas will be immensely dangerous to both travelers and to local people
 including children and domestic animals.  


Many of the areas in question have rails in very close proximity to houses and businesses.  The
 frequency of these trains and their inherent disruption to daily life will encourage people to take a chance
 at crossings which are not adequately protected.  The constant vibrations from all of these trains will
 cause damage to structures and to infra-structures in all areas.  The environmental damage to this very
 fragile area is not being addressed adequately.


The loss of local business hours due to the number and duration of gate closings will cost millions of
 dollars each and every year.  Many businesses in this area of the state are already surviving with very
 small profit margins.  The road traffic situation will result in delays at crossings of two to three times the
 actual length of time the crossing is closed.  Shutting down downtown areas and the resulting traffic
 congestion and delay will multiply the loss to business in almost the entire treasure coast corridor.  We
 cannot afford this; as the economy improves we must do what is necessary to make the treasure coast a
 more desirable place to live, both for young and old.


The information being provided by DEIS does not address the safety aspects and the environmental
 impact in a way that brings comfort to those who will be most heavily impacted.  The environmental
 impact has not been addressed to the satisfaction of anyone with any knowledge of the area.  The reality
 of the impending situation is being glossed over by DEIS.  Our tolerance for trusting has been stretched
 way too far by our State and Federal government lately.  If DEIS cannot answer and address all of the
 questions before approval we must not let this go forward.


After all of the above, maybe we should consider the advantages to the Treasure Coast.  Oh, gee, there
 are none.  There is not even a hint of the possibility that it would make it easier for any of us to get to
 Mimi or Orlando, and that is for the very few who would want to go to Mimi.


AAF is an effort to provide a passenger rail service between two regions of Florida which will have a very
 limited number of travelers and with a zero chance of ever making any money.  There is not a single
 passenger service in the US [maybe the world] which is self supporting---why should we believe that
 there is any reason that we should reduce our quality of life and provide public monetary support for this
 endeavor?


Revise the plan toward the use of the existing rail lines to the west of our area and you will probably turn
 the tide of public opinion your way.
-- 
Best Regards,


     Robert Bubello
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From: Ryan, Stephen
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Town of Jupiter Island, FL Comments on AAF DEIS
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 2:40:04 PM
Attachments: JUPITER ISLAND DEIS Comments.PDF


Mr. Winkle:
 
On behalf of the Town of Jupiter Island, FL, attached please find the Town’s
 comments on the AAF DEIS.  Should you have questions or need additional
 information, do not hesitate to contact me directly.
 
Stephen Ryan
 
 
Stephen M. Ryan 
Partner


McDermott Will & Emery LLP  |  The McDermott Building  |  500 North Capitol Street, N.W.  |
  Washington, DC 20001
Tel +1 202 756 8333  |  Mobile +1 202 251 5343  |  Fax +1 202 756 8087


Biography | Website | vCard | E-mail | Twitter | LinkedIn | Blog


 


*******************************************************************************************************************
This message is a PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL communication. This message and all
 attachments are a private communication sent by a law firm and may be confidential or protected by
 privilege. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying,
 distribution or use of the information contained in or attached to this message is strictly prohibited.
 Please notify the sender of the delivery error by replying to this message, and then delete it from your
 system. Thank you.
*******************************************************************************************************************


Please visit http://www.mwe.com/ for more information about our Firm.



mailto:SRyan@mwe.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

http://www.mwe.com/

http://www.mwe.com/Stephen-M-Ryan/

http://www.mwe.com/

http://www.dynasend.com/signatures/vcard/sryan-at-mwe.com.vcf

mailto:sryan@mwe.com

https://www.twitter.com/McDermottLaw

http://www.linkedin.com/company/mcdermott-will-&-emery

http://www.mwe.com/info/news/blogs.html






 
 



 
Town of Jupiter Island, Florida  



Comments on the Federal Railroad Administration’s 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f) Evaluation 



for the All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project 
 
 



December 2, 2014 
 
 
 



  
 



 
 



 
Mr. Stephen M. Ryan, Esq. 
Town of Jupiter, FL Legal Counsel 
McDermott Will & Emery LLP 
500 North Capitol Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20001 
202.756.8333 
sryan@mwe.com 
 
Mr. Jacob Hollinger, Esq. 
Town of Jupiter, FL Legal Counsel 
McDermott Will & Emery LLP 
340 Madison Avenue 
New York, NY 10173 
212.547.5834 
jhollinger@mwe.com 
 



Mr. Harry G. Charlston 
Mayor 



Town of Jupiter Island, Florida 
2 SE Bridge Road 



Hobe Sound, FL 33455 
 
 



 
Mr. Gene A. Rauth 



Town Manager 
Town of Jupiter Island, Florida 



2 SE Bridge Road 
Hobe Sound, FL 33455 



 
 
 











 



 
 



Table of Contents 
I.   INTRODUCTION ............................................................................................................... 1 



A.     THE FRA SHOULD PREPARE A SUPPLEMENTAL DEIS .......................................... 1 



B.   SUBSTANTIAL MITIGATION EFFORTS SHOULD BE IMPLEMENTED IF THE 
PROJECT GOES FORWARD ........................................................................................... 3 



C.     THE AGENCY MUST ALSO CONSIDER MANY OTHER ISSUES ............................. 4 



II.   BACKGROUND ................................................................................................................. 4 



A.    TOWN OF JUPITER ISLAND, FLORIDA ........................................................................ 4 



B.    AAF AND THE PROJECT ................................................................................................. 5 



C.    THE FRA’S OBLIGATIONS UNDER NEPA ................................................................... 6 



III. THE DEIS DOES NOT SATISFY NEPA........................................................................... 6 



A.     THE DEIS PROVIDES AN INADEQUATE .................................................................... 6 



        ANALYSIS OF NAVIGATION IMPACTS ...................................................................... 6 



B.     THE DEIS PROVIDES AN INADEQUATE ................................................................... 34 



        ANALYSIS OF CLIMATE-RELATED RISKS .............................................................. 34 



C.     THE DEIS OMITS CRITICAL INFORMATION ABOUT THE PROJECT .................. 35 



D.    THE DEIS PROVIDES AN INADEQUATE ANALYSIS .............................................. 39 



OF THE PROJECT’S SAFETY IMPACTS ..................................................................... 39 



E. THE DEIS FAILS TO ANALYZE PRACTICABLE ALTERNATIVES THAT   
WOULD NOT DETRIMENTALLY IMPACT NAVIGATION, SAFETY, AND THE 
ENVIRONMENT ............................................................................................................. 44 



F.  THE DEIS FAILS TO ADEQUATELY ASSESS CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS ......... 45 



G.  THE DEIS FAILS TO ADEQUATELY ANALYZE THE PROJECT’S INCREASED       
NOISE AND VIBRATION AND THE IMPACTS ON LOCAL COMMUNITIES ........ 45 



H.  THE DEIS IMPROPERLY EXCLUDED LOCAL AUTHORITIES FROM  NATIONAL    
HISTORIC PRESERVATION ACT CONSULTATION ................................................. 45 



I. THE DEIS FAILS TO CONSIDER THE PROJECT’S IMPACTS ON COMMUNITY 
REDEVELOPMENT AREAS ........................................................................................... 45 



J. THE DEIS BASES ITS ENDANGERED SPECIES ANALYSIS ON INCOMPLETE OR 
INADEQUATE WILDLIFE DATA.................................................................................. 45 



IV. IF THE PROJECT GOES FORWARD, THE FRA MUST ENSURE THAT 
APPROPRIATE AND MEANINGFUL MITIGATION MEASURES ARE TAKEN ..... 46 



V. CONCLUSION .................................................................................................................. 46 



VI. APPENDIX ........................................................................................................................ 48 



 











 



1 
 



I.   INTRODUCTION 
 
The Town of Jupiter Island, Florida welcomes this opportunity to submit comments to the 
Federal Railroad Administration (“FRA” or “the Agency”) concerning the FRA’s September 
2014 draft environmental impact statement (“DEIS”) for the proposed All Aboard Florida 
(“AAF”) Orlando to Miami Intercity Passenger Rail Project (“the Project”).  The Town of Jupiter 
Island is situated on a barrier island on the south end of Martin County, Florida, near the 
proposed project and is home to a low-density residential community that seeks to preserve 
natural resources to the maximum extent possible.  
 
The ill-conceived Project threatens unacceptable adverse impacts on the safety and welfare of the 
communities, families and businesses of coastal Florida.  Notably, the Project will create new 
and totally unacceptable safety risks.  The Project will run high-speed passenger trains through 
densely populated coastal communities, and in the same right-of-way there will be a sharp 
increase in the number of freight trains carrying toxic materials.  It will profoundly disrupt the 
region’s recreational and commercial boating activities in navigable waterways.  Yet those two 
topics receive totally inadequate analysis or candor in the DEIS.  The DEIS fails to adequately 
compare the Project with reasonable alternatives – alternatives that do not create such hazardous 
safety, environmental, and economic impacts.  
 
As discussed at length below, the DEIS does not satisfy the FRA’s obligations under the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA), 42 U.S.C. § 4332 et seq., its implementing 
regulations or applicable Council on Environmental Quality (“CEQ”) guidance materials.  At a 
bare minimum, the FRA must do significantly more work to evaluate the potential impacts of the 
project – direct, indirect and cumulative – and to evaluate appropriate mitigation measures for 
those impacts. 



A. THE FRA SHOULD PREPARE A SUPPLEMENTAL DEIS 
 
NEPA serves two purposes:  (1) ensuring that federal agencies carefully consider information 
about significant environmental impacts; and (2) guaranteeing that relevant information is made 
available to the public.  See, e.g., Northern Plains Resource Council, Inc. v. Surface 
Transportation Board, 668 F.3d 1067, 1072 (9th Cir. 2012).  The existing DEIS for the Project 
fails to fulfil either purpose.  More specifically, the DEIS is defective for at least five reasons: 
 



1. Inaccurate and Inadequate analysis of navigation impacts.  The DEIS 
glosses over and does not contain any of the significant and material detrimental 
impacts the Project will have on marine navigation.  As this set of comments 
demonstrates, the DEIS fails to engage in a meaningful discussion of potential 
navigation-related mitigation measures.  Most notably, the DEIS fails to recognize 
the significant navigation-related problems caused by the Project utilizing the 
existing St. Lucie River, Loxahatchee, and New River bridges, and fails to engage 
with the manner in which those existing problems will be worsened by the 
Project.  These issues are discussed at length in Section [III.A] below and include 
the observations of Mr. Dana A. Goward, a retired Senior Executive Service 
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official and retired Captain in the U.S. Coast Guard who was previously 
responsible for the permitting and regulation of more than 18,000 bridges.   
 
2. Inadequate analysis of climate-related risks.  The DEIS recognizes that 
changing climate conditions pose a threat to the Project’s rail corridor and bridges 
but contains no discussion of (a) how that threat affects the economic assumptions 
underlying the Project; (b) how that threat affects the FRA’s analysis of the 
Project’s safety impacts; and (c) climate resiliency measures that should be 
implemented as part of the Project (should it go forward).  The DEIS fails to 
adequately evaluate the alternative inland route that is not as susceptible to the 
effects of rising sea level and storm surges as the coastal floodplain chosen for the 
Project. 
   
3. Missing information about the Project.  The DEIS environmental 
analysis is premised entirely on claims of how many people will ride the train and 
corresponding claims of environmental benefit related to reductions in automobile 
trips.  However, neither the agency nor AAF has made available any version of 
the corollary cost and business model assumptions that underlie the FRA’s 
assertion that the Project is commercially viable and, therefore, preferable to the 
various alternatives discussed (and dismissed) in the DEIS.  As such, the DEIS 
provides no assurance that the FRA has examined those assumptions and deprives 
the public of the opportunity to assess the commercial viability of the 
Project.  AAF clearly has a range of potential ticket prices – it privately 
distributed this information to prospective bond holders – but its website and the 
DEIS fail to disclose any ticket price information to the public.  Without seeing 
information on ticket prices, the public cannot meaningfully compare the Project 
to alternative forms of transportation. Thus, the DEIS’s assumption that a 
significant portion of the public will choose the Project over driving automobiles 
is arbitrary.  The Agency should issue a supplemental DEIS that provides a range 
of ticket prices and rigorously explores whether those prices are high enough for 
AAF to pay back its investors and low enough to attract enough riders to justify 
the Project’s claimed environmental benefits.  
 
4. Inadequate analysis of safety impacts.  The Project will more than triple 
the number of trains (and dramatically increase the speed of those trains) passing 
through nearly 350 at-grade road crossings traversed by tens-of-thousands of cars 
and numerous pedestrians each day, along a rail corridor where trespassing, in the 
words of one FRA engineer, is “epidemic” and which faces increasing risk of 
damage from rising sea levels and changing climate conditions.  Yet all the DEIS 
says about the safety risks posed by the Project is that “opportunities for conflict” 
between trains and people or vehicles “may” increase and that vague, unspecified 
“improvements” “would minimize potential conflicts and their consequences.”  
DEIS at S-17; see also DEIS at 5-133 to 5-137 (discussing public safety).  Such 
an utterly conclusory analysis in no way satisfies the FRA’s obligation to assess 
the public safety impacts of the Project or to discuss mitigation of those impacts.  
Instead, the FRA must prepare a supplemental DEIS that contains reasonable 
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projections of the nature, extent, and frequency of safety problems that may occur 
as a result of the Project, along with a meaningful discussion of mitigation 
measures for those problems.  The DEIS also ignores memos prepared by the 
FRA’s own staff earlier than the DEIS that directly address these issues.  
 
5. No meaningful alternatives analysis.  The DEIS’s overly narrow purpose 
of the Project – its claimed commercial viability for AAF – resulted in a 
premature dismissal of reasonable alternatives.  “The heart of the environmental 
impact statement” rests in the alternatives analysis.  40 C.F.R. 1502.14.  An EIS is 
supposed to “[d]evote substantial treatment to each alternative considered in detail 
including the proposed action so that reviewers may evaluate their comparative 
merits.” 1502.14(b) (emphasis added).  The alternative routes, specifically the 
inland CSX route, do not pose the same hazardous risks to maritime navigation, 
safety, and the environment.  But as discussed throughout these comments, the 
DEIS does not provide sufficient information on these critical issues and does not 
engage in a meaningful analysis of the alternatives to the Project.   



 
To fulfil its NEPA obligations, the FRA should prepare a supplemental DEIS that addresses all 
of the issues outlined above and discussed in greater detail in the body of these comments.  
Equally important, the FRA should use the supplemental DEIS to develop a more comprehensive 
set of mitigation measures for the Project’s impacts and should propose a mitigation monitoring 
plan.  It is not enough for the FRA to say (for example) that safety “recommendations” will be 
made at some unspecified time in the future, as the Agency does on page 5-134 of the DEIS.  
Instead, the FRA should put forth a document for public comment that both predicts what might 
happen as a result of the Project and identifies specific, realistic measures that can be taken to 
mitigate those impacts.  That is what NEPA requires.  



B.   SUBSTANTIAL MITIGATION EFFORTS SHOULD BE IMPLEMENTED IF 
THE PROJECT GOES FORWARD 



 
In the event the FRA decides to publish a final environmental impact statement for the Project 
without first publishing a supplemental DEIS – which it should not do – the FRA must, at a 
minimum, ensure that the final EIS contains a comprehensive list of appropriate mitigation 
measures, along with a plan for monitoring the implementation of those measures.  Among the 
many mitigation measures the Agency needs to consider are the following: 
 



• Replacement of the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River bridges with 
higher, more modern, safer bridges that do not adversely impact 
navigation as the current bridges do, and do not create adverse noise, 
vibration or visual impacts on the surrounding communities.  
 



• Implementation of a full suite of rail-related safety measures including, 
but not limited to, the creation of a sealed corridor at all at-grade crossings 
and the installation of pedestrian gates at those locations where sidewalks 
are present on either side of the rail line.   
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C. THE AGENCY MUST ALSO CONSIDER MANY OTHER ISSUES 
 
The Town of Jupiter Island has focused its comments on the areas where it can provide special 
insights based on the direct adverse impacts that the Project will have on its members.  But the 
Project raises many other concerns that the Agency must also consider and address.  In 
particular, the Town of Jupiter Island adopts, and incorporates by reference, the well-considered 
comments submitted by the Board of County Commissioners of Indian River County, Florida 
(the “Indian River County Comments”) and those submitted by Martin County, Florida (the 
“Martin County Comments”).  The Town of Jupiter Island also urges the Agency to carefully 
review all of the comments submitted as part of the public comment process, as public 
transparency about the Project is one of the Town of Jupiter Island’s primary concerns and 
should also be a priority for the FRA.  
 
II.   BACKGROUND 
 
Protecting the safety, welfare and way of life for the families, businesses and retirees who live in 
and around our communities is our goal.  We also care about transparency and are seeking open 
and honest discussions on the costs, benefits and risks of rail expansion in Florida. 
 
We are opposed to the combined proposed passenger and freight rail expansion because we 
believe, based on facts and a commonsense understanding of the reality of life with trains – and 
waterways, causeways, drawbridges and other infrastructures that define day-to-day life in South 
Florida – that rail expansion in the corridor chosen by AAF will have a significant and negative 
impact on our communities.  When we refer to “our communities” we mean that expansively, as 
more than 10 million people live in and around the areas that will be affected by the proposed 
rail expansion. 



A. TOWN OF JUPITER ISLAND, FLORIDA 
 
Incorporated in 1953, the Town of Jupiter Island is situated on a barrier island on the south end 
of Martin County, Florida.  The Town consists of approximately 1,643 acres of land bound on 
the east by nine miles of ocean frontage and on the west by the Intracoastal Waterway.  The 
Town’s permanent population is 820 and its seasonal population is approximately 2,000. 
 
The climate and environmental resources of Jupiter Island have contributed to the development 
of a low-density residential community that seeks to preserve natural resources to the maximum 
extent possible.  The primary land uses in the Town are single-family residential development 
and conservation/preservation.  The few commercial land uses within the Town exist primarily to 
serve residents.  The remaining vacant land is designated for single-family residential, 
recreational and conservation uses. 
 
Preservation is very important to the Town of Jupiter Island.  In 1968, a portion of land at the 
southern end of the Island was given to The Nature Conservancy as a wildlife preserve.  In 1976, 
500 acres of land at the north end of the Island was given to the U.S. Department of the Interior 
as a preserve. 
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The Town of Jupiter Island is opposed to the AAF proposal and related increase in freight rail 
because it believes the proposals will have a significant, negative impact on its community and 
the surrounding Treasure Coast communities, for a myriad of reasons related to public safety, 
noise, quality of life, maritime navigation and climate-related vulnerabilities. 



B.   AAF AND THE PROJECT 
 
All Aboard Florida – Operations LLC is a subsidiary of New York hedge fund Fortress 
Investment Group.  Although AAF is seeking at least $1.6 billion in financial support from the 
FRA’s Railroad Rehabilitation and Improvement Financing (“RRIF”) program, it has also 
indicated that intends to fund the Project through $1.75 billion in Private Activity Bonds 
(“PABs”).  AAF released a preliminary bond offering memorandum to potential investors in 
June 2014 but has failed to disclose any economic information that would be useful to potential 
riders.1 
 
The DEIS indicates that AAF has articulated two purposes for the Project.  The first is “to 
provide reliable and convenient intercity passenger rail transportation between Orlando and 
Miami, Florida . . . by maximizing the use of existing transportation corridors.”  DEIS at S-5.  
AAF claims that “[t]his transportation service would offer a safe and efficient alternative to 
automobile travel on congested highway corridors, add transportation capacity within those 
corridors (particularly Interstate 95 [I‐95]) and encourage connectivity with other modes of 
transportation such as light rail, commuter rail and air transportation.”  Id.  The second purpose 
of the Project is to “provide intercity passenger rail service that addresses South Florida’s current 
and future needs to enhance the transportation system by providing a transportation alternative 
for Floridians and tourists . . . .”  Id.   
 
More importantly, the DEIS indicates that AAF’s primary “objective” “is to provide an intercity 
rail service that is sustainable as a private commercial enterprise.”  Id. (emphasis added).  That 
“objective” has two components:  (1) providing “a reliable and efficient intercity rail service 
between Orlando and Miami with an approximate 3‐hour trip time,” and (2) providing intercity 
rail service that is “sustainable as a private commercial enterprise,” with “sustainable” meaning 
that it “can attract sufficient riders to meet revenue projections and operate at an acceptable 
profit level.”  Id.   
 
As discussed more fully in Section III below (“The DEIS Does Not Satisfy NEPA”), the DEIS 
fails to carefully examine whether the Project can in fact meet either of AAF’s objectives and 
often reads as if AAF’s convenience, building schedule and profit potential are more important 
than any other pertinent considerations, such as safety and navigation of the waterways.   
 



                                                 
1 AAF has sued various state agencies and a Florida citizen to prevent the public disclosure of its ridership study and 
ticket price information. See Arnie Rosenberg, All Aboard Florida files suit to block agencies from releasing 
'sensitive' documents’, TCPalm (Jun. 16, 2014), http://www.tcpalm.com/franchise/shaping-our-future/our-roads/all-
aboard-florida-files-suit-blocking-agencies.  This information is critical for the public to evaluate the Project.  
Because of AAF’s lawsuit this information is not included in these comments, but we firmly believe that the Agency 
should make it part of the record for the public to view. 





http://www.tcpalm.com/franchise/shaping-our-future/our-roads/all-aboard-florida-files-suit-blocking-agencies


http://www.tcpalm.com/franchise/shaping-our-future/our-roads/all-aboard-florida-files-suit-blocking-agencies








 



6 
 



C. THE FRA’S OBLIGATIONS UNDER NEPA 
 
NEPA and its implementing regulations require federal agencies to take a “hard look” at the 
direct, indirect and cumulative impacts of those federal actions that have a significant impact on 
the human environment.  See 40 C.F.R. §§ 1508.7, 1508.8 & 1508.25(c); N. Plains Res. Council, 
Inc. v. Surface Transp. Bd., 668 F.3d 1067, 1075 (9th Cir. 2012).  A “hard look” means, among 
other things, that the agency must discuss adverse impacts without improperly minimizing 
them.  See Native Village of Point Hope v. Jewell, 740 F.3d 489, 494 (9th Cir. 2014).  In 
addition, while agencies need not “foresee the unforeseeable,” they are required to engage in 
“reasonable forecasting and speculation.”  Delaware Riverkeeper Network et al. v. FERC, 753 
F.3d 1304, 1310 (D.C. Cir. 2014) (citations omitted).  Agencies must also “either obtain 
information that is ‘essential to a reasoned choice among alternatives’ or explain why that 
information is too costly or difficult to obtain.”  Native Village, 740 F.3d at 493 (quoting 40 
C.F.R. § 1502.22).  The agency must also carefully examine the environmental impacts of 
reasonable alternatives, including a no-action alternative.  See 40 C.F.R. § 1502.14.  The agency 
must also provide a full and fair discussion not only of anticipated significant environmental 
impacts, but also of measures that would avoid or minimize those impacts.  See 40 C.F.R. § 
1502(c).  Finally, a central purpose of NEPA is to ensure that the public is fully informed about 
the impacts that a proposed action will have.  See 40 C.F.R. §1502.1.  Thus, where a draft 
environmental impact statement fails to provide sufficient information to allow for a meaningful 
analysis of those impacts, the agency must prepare and circulate a revised draft discussion of the 
relevant issues.  See 40 C.F.R. § 1502.9(a). 
 
III. THE DEIS DOES NOT SATISFY NEPA 
 
A. THE DEIS PROVIDES AN INADEQUATE  
 ANALYSIS OF NAVIGATION IMPACTS  
 
The DEIS either ignores or glosses over the detrimental impacts the Project will have on marine 
navigation.  As a result, the DEIS also fails to provide a meaningful discussion of the potential 
mitigation measures for those adverse impacts.   
 
Below, The Town of Jupiter Island focuses on three navigation-related concerns that the FRA 
appears to have overlooked entirely and which should be addressed in a supplemental DEIS.  
Those concerns are:   
 



(1) The poor existing state of the St. Lucie and Loxahatchee bridges 
and the ways in which the Project will compound the existing 
navigation problems created by those bridges; 



 
(2) Profound flaws in the methodology the FRA has used to examine 



the Project’s navigation impacts at the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and 
New River bridges; and  
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(3) The multiple adverse environmental impacts that will stem from 
the boating delays and queues that the DEIS (even with its flawed 
methodology) recognizes the Project will cause. 



 
Importantly, we have included in our discussion of the first topic the observations of former U.S. 
Coast Guard Captain Dana A. Goward.  Captain Goward is a former Senior Executive Service 
official in the U.S. Coast Guard who was responsible for the permitting and regulation of over 
18,000 bridges.  As Captain Goward’s observations make clear, the FRA should not approve the 
Project as it is currently conceived but should instead either reject the Project or, at a bare 
minimum, require significant revisions to AAF’s handling of the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and 
New River bridges.  Captain Goward also provided input with respect to the comments below on 
the second and third topics. 
 
1.   The DEIS Fails to Address the Significant Flaws in  



the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River Bridges 
 
A central – and highly troubling – feature of the Project is that it will retain the existing St. Lucie 
and Loxahatchee bridges, despite the fact that both bridges are nearly 80 years old and already 
significantly impede navigation.  See DEIS at S-9 to S-10 (explaining that there will be no 
changes to the structure or dimensions of either bridge); id. at 5-24 (noting that even without the 
Project 25% of the boats arriving at the Loxahatchee bridge experience delays).  Indeed, the 
Project will actually cause additional delays at each bridge.  DEIS at 5-21 & 5-24 (predicting 
that the Project will cause delays for 42% of the boat traffic at each bridge, significantly more 
than under the no-action alternative).   
 
It is highly unlikely that neither the St. Lucie bridge nor the Loxahatchee bridge would be 
permitted today.  Both bridges are more than 75 years old and local navigation needs have 
increased dramatically during that time.  The existing bridges already negatively and 
unreasonably impact waterway traffic and those negative impacts will only be compounded by 
the Project, which will result in many additional bridge closings each day.  Moreover, both 
bridges are also in advanced state of decay, which raises significant concerns about the safety of 
rushing more than 30 new high speed passenger trains over them each day.  And those safety 
risks are compounded by changing climate conditions.  As the FRA recognizes, changing climate 
conditions may lead to more frequent bridge closings.  See DEIS at 5-75.  The FRA needs to 
incorporate that important insight into its analysis of whether it is appropriate for the Project to 
retain the rusty and corroded St. Lucie and Loxahatchee bridges.  Similar concerns exist for the 
New River Bridge. 
 
Included below are Captain Goward’s observations about each bridge.  His comments make clear 
that:  (a) the three bridges should be replaced in their entirety with new bridges that are not 
unreasonably obstructive of navigation, and (b) in the interim, strict, highly predictable 
scheduling of bridge openings and closings should be implemented. 
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Comments of Captain Goward 
 
a) St. Lucie (Stuart) Bridge Operations 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
Summary: 
 
Changes in rail traffic and maritime activity since 1938 have caused the Florida East Coast 
Railroad bridge at Stuart over the St. Lucie River to become an unreasonable obstruction to 
navigation.  
 
The St. Lucie Bridge (or the “Stuart Bridge”) must either be completely removed or replaced 
with one that is not unreasonably obstructive. 
 
In the interim, strict, highly predictable, long term scheduling of bridge openings and closings 
must be instituted to mitigate obstruction of the waterway. 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 NOAA
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Background:  
 
Waterway Description & Navigation Considerations 
 
The waterway connects the communities of Palm City, Port St. Lucie, parts of Stuart, and the 
Okeechobee Waterway to the Atlantic and the north-south portion of the intra-coastal waterway. 
The Okeechobee Waterway connects the east and west coasts of Florida, is maintained at a depth 
of 8 feet and is suitable for both commercial tug-barge and recreational traffic. The 165 mile 
waterway from Stuart on the east coast to Ft. Myers on the west coast saves approximately 360 
miles compared to rounding the Florida peninsula. The Army Corps of Engineers reports that 
approximately 10,000 vessels and 26,000 tons of cargo transit the waterways’ nearby St. Lucie 
lock each year. 
 



 
 
The navigable waterway passes through a 50’ wide opening between the protected abutments of 
the FEC the railroad bridge. This is the narrowest point that mariners must navigate on the 154 
mile Okeechobee Waterway where the canal varies from 80 to 100 feet wide (some of the locks 
are 50’ wide, but they are not in open water, subject to cross currents and do not pose navigation 
safety issues).   
 
When the bridge is closed it comes within 7’ of the surface of the water, effectively closing the 
waterway - vessels that require less than 7’ vertical clearance usually have very shallow drafts 
and do not need to use the channel portion of the waterway as they can safely pass under the 
bridges at numerous points.  When the railroad bridge is open, waterway vertical clearance in the 
area is 65’ under the adjacent Route 1 Highway Bridge, and 14’ under the adjacent draw bridge 
on N. Dixie Highway. This drawbridge is manned by a bridge tender and will open upon 
demand.  
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As with any choke point between large bodies of tidal waters, currents are strong 



except for brief windows during slack tide. 
 
Transiting through these three bridges is challenging for many vessels because of the 
configuration of the waterway. Vessels must pass through three narrow bridge openings, which 
are not perfectly aligned, within less than a quarter mile. As with any choke point between large 
bodies of tidal waters, currents are strong except for brief windows during slack tide. Captains of 
tug and barge operations report that they must time their transits carefully so as to arrive when 
the tide is changing and the current is at its weakest. And while smaller vessels are able to pass 
each other safely, transits of the quarter-mile gauntlet by vessels of any size limit the waterway 
to one way traffic.  
 
Changes in Rail Traffic and Waterway Use 
 
When the rail bridge was built, circa 1938, use of the waterway was much lower and trains were 
very infrequent. In the last 76 years: 



• The population in St. Lucie and Martin counties has grown from a 
few thousand to over 350,000 full time residents. The winter 
population in many areas increases by 20%. 



• The regional economy and lifestyle has shifted from mostly 
agriculture (pineapple farming) to waterway-oriented residential, 
and water-oriented commercial 



• The Atlantic intra-coastal waterway was built and intersected with 
the St. Lucie River  



• The Okeechobee Waterway was built connecting Ft. Myers, Palm 
City, Stuart, St. Lucie, the Atlantic intra-coastal waterway, and the 
Atlantic Ocean. 



• Waterway use between the St. Lucie River west of the FEC rail 
bridge and points east has greatly increased. During one 53 day 
period almost 13,000 transits were observed.  This equates to over 
88,000 per year. 



• The number of railroad bridge closures per day has greatly 
increased, and the closure times have gotten longer.  
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Communities Built Around 
Waterway Use 
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Waterway users from both sides of the bridge transit to use the waterways. Most of the 15 major 
marina and dockage space in the area is west (upstream) of the bridge. These vessels, and those 
transiting from the Okeechobee Waterway, must pass through the FEC rail bridge to access the 
Atlantic Ocean and/or the Atlantic intra-coastal waterway, and contribute to the estimated 88,000 
transits per year.  
 
The Gulf Stream is often within 8 to 14 miles off the coast making offshore fishing particularly 
attractive.  
 
According to the FECR, the bridge closes the waterway approximately 14 times each day and the 
closures last approximately 20 minutes. Local residents, though, report more extended closures 
and indicate that closures of an hour are not uncommon when the bridge does not open in 
between trains. None of the closures are scheduled, nor are they announced more than a few 
minutes in advance. Users also have no way of knowing how long the closure will last.  
 
Bridge closures discourage users on both sides of the bridge from fully using the waterways, 
especially since the closures are at random and of unpredictable length. 
 
The Bridge Currently Does Not Meet the Reasonable Needs of Navigation Because:  
 
1. It interferes with the primary economic engine of the local economy and undermines the 
foundation upon which the local water-oriented communities were built. 



 
Huge-water oriented 
communities in Stuart, 
Palm City, St. Lucie and 
the surrounding areas, 
marine services, marine 
retail, and all the 
supporting business and 
economic activity would 
not exist, but for the 
presence and usability of 
the waterways. 
The importance of this 
type of economic 
activity is essential to 
the entire state of Florida 
and is well documented.  
The Florida Oceans and 
Coastal Council reported 
that the states coastal 
counties contribute 
about 79 percent of the 
state’s economic 
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productivity.2  
 
Dr. James Cato, an economist, Florida Oceans and Coastal Council member, and former 
Director, School of Natural Resources and the Environment, University of Florida has testified 
that “[a]nything affecting coastal tourism, recreation and marine transportation has a huge impact 
on Florida's ocean economy [.] These sectors of economic activity represent 88 percent of 
Florida's ocean economy . . . .”3  
 
Over 450 vessels per day transit through the bridge on peak days. These can be a varied 
combination of large and small recreational vessels and larger tugs with barges.  This mixture 
increases wait times as larger vessels must pass through more slowly and do not safely allow for 
traffic in the opposite direction. Many vessels must loiter for some period waiting for the bridge 
to open, burning fuel, increasing air emissions, and wasting time. Loitering also increases the 
risk of vessels colliding with each other, running aground or being set upon the bridge by strong 
currents.  
 
Rail bridge closures deter waterway use. While it is impossible to measure events that do not 
occur, it is, nevertheless, obvious that waterway use would be higher if the bridge never closed, 
and the surrounding community’s economies would be that much stronger.4 
 
2. The bridge’s age and condition risks structural and mechanical failures that obstruct the 
waterway. 



     



                                                 
2  Florida Oceans and Coastal Council, Florida's Ocean and Coastal Economies Report, Phase II., at 6 (June 2008), 
available at http://www.floridaoceanscouncil.org/reports/Facts_and_FiguresII.pdf.  
3 Oceans and Coast Drive Florida’s Economy, Environmental News Service, (Oct. 1, 2008), http://www.ens-
newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp. 
4 While the local area is prosperous and growing, regional economic information is unfortunately not readily 
available. This information is crucial to public policy decisions, however, and such data and analyses must be 
incorporated into any decisions.  For example, if an obstructive rail bridge decrements a $20B/yr local economy by 
half a percent, that would be a cost shift from the private rail company to taxpayers of $100M/yr. Similarly, if it 
degraded the value of $50B in property by half a percent, that would be a loss of $250M to taxpayers. 





http://www.floridaoceanscouncil.org/reports/Facts_and_FiguresII.pdf


http://www.ens-newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp


http://www.ens-newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp
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While information on past bridge malfunctions was not immediately available for this paper, a 
casual inspection of the bridge shows that it has suffered from lack of attention and maintenance.  
 
As the 76 year-old bridge structure, materials and mechanisms continue to age and degrade, 
mechanical and material failures are certain.  
 
3. Alternatives to obstructing the waterway exist, are available, and are feasible. 
 
Waterway users have only one route available to them, the railroad has several. 
 
Railroad tracks farther to the west are available, and in use, for both freight and passenger 
service.  
 
An elevated rail bridge is feasible.  Bridges with grades of up to 4% support freight operations in 
other locations.  
 
Alternatives to using a 76 year-old, poorly maintained bridge that unreasonably obstructs the 
waterway are more expensive for the FECR.  By not using these alternatives, though, FECR is 
imposing much greater costs on the citizens of the surrounding area. 
 
4. Competent government agencies have determined that the bridge height does not 
provide for the reasonable needs of navigation.  
 
If FECR were to seek a permit to build a new version of this bridge today, it would most 
certainly be denied. 
 
US Coast Guard and US Department of Transportation policies specifically state preferences for 
fixed bridges over mobile bridges, whenever possible, as they minimize negative impacts to all 
transportation modes at these important intersections of systems. 
 
When the State of Florida constructed the Route 1 bridge over the St. Lucie River and adjacent to 
the FEC rail bridge it made a deliberate decision that a fixed bridge at 65’ over the waterway 
would meet the needs of both navigation and highway traffic. Highway traffic is more 
continuous than rail traffic, so the parallel is not exact. However, as rail traffic has increased, 
both in the number of trains and their length, the parallel between the two has become much 
closer. For example, local officials and waterway users report that the rail bridge often does not 
open between individual trains to allow navigation, even if it means another 20 minutes the 
waterway will be closed. 
 
The FEC RR bridge is approximately 7’ above the water when closed. The USCG Bridge 
Clearance Guide calls for bridges in this area to be 21’ above the water when closed.  
Guidance for bascule bridges on the Okeechobee waterway between St. Lucie locks and the 
Atlantic inter-coastal waterway – see U.S. Coast Guard, Bridge Guide Clearances, available at 
http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg551/bridge.asp (stating that bridges at the guide height “will 





http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg551/bridge.asp
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ordinarily receive favorable consideration under the bridge permitting process (33 CFR Chapter 
1, Subchapter J - Bridges) as providing for the reasonable needs of navigation.”). 
 
The Bridge Currently, Before the Project, Does Not Meet the Reasonable Needs of 
Navigation.  The Coast Guard must designate this bridge as an unreasonable obstruction to 
navigation under the Truman-Hobbs act and mandate its replacement. 
 
Mitigation Pending Removal or Replacement of the Bridge 
 
Until the bridge is removed or replaced, its negative impact on the waterway must be minimized. 
This requires that: 
 
1. The waterway be open to navigation for at least 31 minutes each hour, 
 
2. The length of openings allow passage of all vessels waiting,  
 
3. The amount of time for any single closure does not exceed 15 minutes as this would 
discourage waterway use, and   
 
4. The times that the waterway will be open are highly predictable and easily understood. 
 
Openings  
 
The law gives deference to waterways users because of their limited alternatives, and the 
multiple alternatives available to surface transportation. 
 
The waterway must be open at least 31 minutes per hour, and for at least 15 minutes per opening.  
 
Safe vessel transits are often limited by the narrow passage to one direction at a time, and the 
need for a slow to modest speed (no more than 10 to 15 knots).  The length of the openings must 
allow passage for all vessels waiting on both sides to cross. With 88,000 transits per year and up 
to 450 per day, including large commercial vessels, waiting lines can be long. Less than 15 
minutes would often be insufficient for vessels on both sides of the bridge to organize, 
accelerate, and individually pass under the bridge. Note that it is too narrow for safe two way 
traffic for many vessels.  
 
Waiting for the bridge to open degrades the boating experience significantly, and can drive 
potential waterway users to just stay home.  According to one source: 
 



“Americans spend roughly 37 billion hours each year waiting in line. The 
dominant cost of waiting is an emotional one: stress, boredom, that 
nagging sensation that one’s life is slipping away. The last thing we want 
to do with our dwindling leisure time is squander it in stasis.”5 



 
                                                 
5  Alex Stone, Why Waiting is Torture, New York Times (Aug. 19, 2012), 
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9B07E4D7113BF93AA2575BC0A9649D8B63. 





http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9B07E4D7113BF93AA2575BC0A9649D8B63
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Informal interviews with users show that they consider a wait of 15 minutes or less reasonable. 
This is predicated upon the schedule of such waits being highly predictable so that users can 
structure their arrivals so as to avoid most closures altogether. 
 
As mentioned earlier, vessels loitering and trying to position themselves for when the bridge 
opens unnecessarily waste fuel, have increased air emissions due to the addition fuel burn and 
typically low engine speed, and run greater risk of collision, grounding and being set upon the 
bridge by strong currents. 
 
Predictability and Clarity 
 
Safe and enjoyable waterway use requires time and preparation.  Numerous items of equipment, 
some of which are time consuming to prepare and requires special transport, are often involved.  
It is also often a group activity, so schedules of multiple people must be coordinated, sometimes 
weeks in advance. 
 
Minimizing the negative impact of rail bridge closures on waterway use requires that users have 
a long term predictable schedule of when the waterway will be open.  This certainty will manage 
expectations, and allow users to adjust their activities and schedules accordingly. 
 
It is also important that schedules be clear, easily understood and recalled from memory. For 
example: “The bridge will open on the hour and half hour, and stay open for 20 minutes.”  
 
We request that the schedule for the waterway being open be published in the Federal Register as 
part of the rulemaking.  Less preferred would be that the rulemaking require that the schedule be 
published at least 90 days in advance and that all schedules remain unchanged for at least 90 
days.  This is a change that should be made with or without the project.  
 
b) Loxahatchee Bridge Operations 
 
Summary: 
 
Changes in rail traffic and maritime activity since 1935 have caused the Florida East Coast 
Railroad bridge over the Loxahatchee River to become an unreasonable obstruction to 
navigation.  
 
The bridge must either be completely removed or replaced with one that is not unreasonably 
obstructive. 
 
In the interim, strict, highly predictable, long term scheduling of bridge openings and closings 
must be instituted to mitigate obstruction of the waterway. 
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Background:  
 
Waterway Description & Navigation Considerations 
 
The navigable waterway passes through a narrow, 40’ space between the protected abutments of 
the FEC railroad bridge. When the railroad bridge is open, waterway vertical clearance is 25’ 
which is controlled by the adjacent Route 811 fixed highway bridge. The 3,000 mile intra-coastal 
waterway that traverses the Atlantic and Gulf coasts is immediately to the east of the two 
bridges.  A third of a mile downstream the Route 1/A1A fixed highway bridge has 26’ vertical 
clearance.  



 
When the railroad bridge is in use the waterway into and out of the Loxahatchee River system is 
closed as the bridge comes within 4’ of surface of the water.  
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Boats waiting for the bridge to open must often contend with strong tidal currents estimated at 7 
to 8 knots. This is caused by the tide surging through a narrow river neck into and out of the very 
large basin and recreation area comprised of the three forks of the Loxahatchee River and the 
extensive, wide confluence area just west of the bridge. Boats waiting for the bridge to open can 
have difficulty avoiding being set onto the bridge, the shore, and each other.  
 
The narrow passage and strong current beneath the bridge make it impossible, or at best unsafe, 
for even small vessels to pass each other. So traffic is almost always limited to one way at a time.  
 



 
 
Changes in Rail Traffic and Waterway Use 
 
When the rail bridge was built, circa 1935, use of the waterway was much lower and trains were 
very infrequent.  In the last 79 years: 
 



• The local population has grown by approximately 10,000% 
• The regional economy and lifestyle has shifted from working 



agriculture to waterway-oriented residential, and water-oriented 
commercial 



• The intra-coastal waterway was built and intersected with the 
Loxahatchee 



• Waterway use between the Loxahatchee River system and other 
waterway areas has greatly increased. For 193 days during the first 
half of this year, the Jupiter Inlet District observed over 48,000 
vessel transits through the rail bridge. This equates to over 90,000 
a year. 



• The number of railroad bridge closures per day has greatly 
increased, and the closure times have gotten longer.  



 
While there are more than 1,200 boat slips upstream, waterway users from both sides of the 
bridge transit to use the waterway on the other side. Boaters from the east side of the bridge 
transit west to the broader and more sheltered areas of the river to water ski, jet ski, picnic on a 
wide and long sand bar at low-tide, and visit Jonathan Dickinson State Park. Boaters from the 
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west side transit east to use the intra-coastal waterway, visit marinas, patronize restaurants, and 
enter the Atlantic.  
 
The Gulf Stream comes closer to shore in this area than anywhere else in the United States 
(between 1 and 2 miles) making offshore fishing particularly attractive. Average year-round 
water temperature is 78 degrees adding to the attractiveness of in-water and water-borne 
recreation. 
 
According to the FECR, the bridge closes the waterway 
approximately 14 times each day for approximately 20 
minutes. Residents report that the closures can be much 
longer, though, lasting up to an hour when the bridge does not 
open between trains.  Data collected by the Jupiter Inlet 
District, though, shows that the number of times per day the 
waterway is open for navigation during daylight hours varies 
greatly between zero and 16. None of the closures are 
scheduled, nor are they announced more than a few minutes in 
advance. Users also have no way of knowing how long the 
closure will last.  
 
Bridge closures discourage users on both sides of the bridge 
from fully using the waterways, especially since the closures 
are at random and of unpredictable length. 
 
The Bridge Currently, Before the Project, Does Not Meet 
the Reasonable Needs of Navigation Because:  
 
1. It interferes with primary economic engine of the local economy and undermines the 
foundation upon which the local water-oriented communities were built. 
 
Huge-water oriented communities in Jupiter, Tequesta, southern Martin County and northern 
Palm Beach County, marine services, marine retail, and all the supporting business and economic 
activity would not exist, but for the presence and usability of the waterways.  
 
The importance of this type of economic activity is essential to the entire state of Florida and is 
well documented.  The Florida Oceans and Coastal Council reported that the states coastal 
counties contribute about 79 percent of the state's economic productivity.6  
 
Dr. James Cato, an economist, Florida Oceans and Coastal Council member, and former 
Director, School of Natural Resources and the Environment, University of Florida has testified 
that "Anything affecting coastal tourism, recreation and marine transportation has a huge impact 



                                                 
6 See Florida Oceans and Coastal Council, Florida's Ocean and Coastal Economies Report, Phase II. at 6 (June 
2008), available at http://www.floridaoceanscouncil.org/reports/Facts_and_FiguresII.pdf  



Communities 
Located So As To 
Use Waterways 



Mapquest 





http://www.floridaoceanscouncil.org/reports/Facts_and_FiguresII.pdf
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on Florida's ocean economy[.]  These sectors of economic activity represent 88 percent of 
Florida's ocean economy . . . .”7 
 
Over 500 vessels per day transit through the bridge on peak days. Many, if not most, must loiter 
and wait for the bridge to open, burning fuel, increasing air emissions, and wasting time. 
Loitering also increases the risk of vessels colliding with each other, running aground or being 
set upon the bridge by strong currents.  
 
Rail bridge closures deter waterway use. While it is impossible to measure events that do not 
occur, it is, nevertheless, obvious that waterway use would be higher if the bridge never closed, 
and the surrounding community’s economies would be that much stronger.8  
 
2. The bridge’s age and condition has caused failures that obstructed the waterway. The 
risk of additional and more frequent obstructions is increasing. 
 



 
 
Upon one occasion a large piece of metal fell from the bridge and obstructed the waterway. 
Because it was not visible from the surface, several boats struck the metal and reported minor 
damage. Requests to the railroad for it to be removed went unheeded. The large metal object was 
eventually cleared from the waterway by the Jupiter Inlet District. 
 
Mechanical failures of the bridge mechanism have obstructed the waterway while it was being 
repaired.  
 
Extended waterway closures have resulted from a faulty locking system or signal system. With 
the bridge in the down position, trains have repeatedly stopped short of the crossing  
                                                 
7 See Oceans and Coast Drive Florida’s Economy, Environmental News Service, (Oct. 1, 2008), http://www.ens-
newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp.  
8 While the local area is prosperous and growing, regional economic information is unfortunately not readily 
available. This information is crucial to public policy decisions, however, and such data and analyses must be 
incorporated into any decisions.  For example, if an obstructive rail bridge decrements a $20B/yr local economy by 
half a percent, that would be a cost shift from the private rail company to taxpayers of $100M/yr. Similarly, if it 
degraded the value of $50B in property by half a percent, that would be a loss of $250M to taxpayers. 



Corrosion, lack of care 





http://www.ens-newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp


http://www.ens-newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp
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for the engineer to dismount, walk up to the bridge to ensure it is locked down and safe to cross. 
For south-bound trains this also blocks all three streets exiting the City of Tequesta and has 
resulted in complaints to FECR by the mayor.  
 
Very little to no preventive maintenance or care is evident to anyone walking out onto the bridge 
(the bridge is entirely accessible to casual pedestrians and even lacks land-side warning or “no 
trespassing” signs.) 
  
As the 79 year-old bridge structure, materials and mechanisms continue to age and degrade, an 
increase in mechanical and material failures is certain. 
 
3. Alternatives to obstructing the waterway exist, are available, and are feasible. 
 
Waterway users have only one route available to them, the railroad has several. 
 
Railroad tracks farther to the west are available, and in use, for both freight and passenger 
service.  
 
An elevated rail bridge is feasible. Bridges with grades of up to 4% support freight operations 
exist in other locations.  
 
US Coast Guard and US Department of Transportation policies specifically state preferences for 
fixed bridges over mobile bridges, whenever possible, as they minimize negative impacts to all 
transportation modes at these important intersections of systems. 
 
When the State of Florida constructed the route 811/A1A bridge over the Loxahatchee and 
adjacent to the FEC rail bridge it made a deliberate decision that a fixed bridge at 25’ over the 
waterway would meet the needs of both navigation and highway traffic. Highway traffic is more 
continuous than rail traffic, so the parallel is not exact. However, as rail traffic has increased, 
both in the number of trains and their length, the parallel between the two has become much 
closer. For example, local officials and waterway users report that when individual trains are 
separated by 20 minutes or less, the rail bridge will not open to allow navigation between train 
crossings.  
 
The FEC RR bridge is approximately 4’ above the water when closed. The USCG Bridge 
Clearance Guide calls for bridges on the adjacent intra-coastal waterway to be 21’ above the 
water when closed.  Guidance for bascule bridges on the Atlantic intra-coastal waterway 
between Jacksonville and Miami– see U.S. Coast Guard, Bridge Guide Clearances, available at 
http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg551/bridge.asp (stating that bridges at the guide height “will 
ordinarily receive favorable consideration under the bridge permitting process (33 CFR Chapter 
1, Subchapter J - Bridges) as providing for the reasonable needs of navigation.”).  
 
Alternatives to using a 79 year-old, poorly maintained bridge that unreasonably obstructs the 
waterway are more expensive for the FECR. However, by not using these alternatives, FECR is 
imposing much greater costs on the citizens of Tequesta, Jupiter and the surrounding area.  
 





http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg551/bridge.asp








 



21 
 



If FECR were to seek a permit to build a new version of this bridge today, it would almost 
certainly be denied. 
 
The Bridge Does Not Currently Meet the Reasonable Needs of Navigation Before the 
Project.  The Coast Guard must designate this bridge as an unreasonable obstruction to 
navigation under the Truman-Hobbs act and mandate its replacement. 
 
Mitigation of Negative Impact Pending Removal or Replacement of the Bridge 
 
Until the bridge is removed or replaced, its impact on the waterway must be minimized. This 
requires that: 
 
1. The waterway be open to navigation for at least 31 minutes each hour, 
 
2. The length of openings allow passage of all vessels waiting,  
 
3. The amount of time for any single closure does not exceed 15 minutes as this would 
discourage waterway use, and   
 
4. The times that the waterway will be open are highly predictable and easily understood. 
 
Openings  
 
The law gives deference to waterways users because of their limited alternatives, and the 
multiple alternatives available to surface transportation. 
 
The waterway must be open at least 31 minutes per hour, and for at least 15 minutes per opening.  
 
Safe vessel transits are limited by the narrow passage to one direction at a time, and the need for 
a slow to modest speed (no more than 10 to 15 knots).  The length of the openings must allow 
passage for all vessels waiting on both sides to cross. The Jupiter Inlet District has observed an 
average of 288 vessel bridge transits each day, and even more vessels would do so, but for the 
obstruction of the bridge.  With over 500 transits per day on peak days, waiting lines can be long. 
Less than 15 minutes would often be insufficient for vessels on both sides of the bridge to 
organize, accelerate, and individually pass under the bridge (it is too narrow for safe two way 
traffic).  
 
Waiting for the bridge to open degrades the boating experience significantly, and can drive 
potential waterway users to just stay home.  According to one authority: 
 



“Americans spend roughly 37 billion hours each year waiting in line. The 
dominant cost of waiting is an emotional one: stress, boredom, that 
nagging sensation that one’s life is slipping away. The last thing we want 
to do with our dwindling leisure time is squander it in stasis.”9 



                                                 
9  Alex Stone, Why Waiting is Torture, New York Times (Aug. 19, 2012), 
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9B07E4D7113BF93AA2575BC0A9649D8B63. 





http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9B07E4D7113BF93AA2575BC0A9649D8B63
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Informal interviews with users show that they consider a wait of 15 minutes or less reasonable. 
This is predicated upon the schedule of such waits being highly predictable so that users can 
structure their arrivals so as to avoid most closures altogether. 
 
As mentioned earlier, vessels loitering and trying to position themselves for when the bridge 
opens unnecessarily waste fuel, have increased air emissions due to the addition fuel burn and 
typically low engine speed, and run greater risk of collision, grounding and being set upon the 
bridge by strong currents. 
 
Predictability and Clarity 
 
Safe and enjoyable waterway use requires time and preparation. Numerous items of equipment, 
some of which are time consuming to prepare and requires special transport, are often involved. 
It is also often a group activity, so schedules of multiple people must be coordinated, sometimes 
weeks in advance. 
 
Minimizing the negative impact of rail bridge closures on waterway use requires that users have 
a long term predictable schedule of when the waterway will be open. This certainty will manage 
expectations, and allow users to adjust their activities and schedules accordingly. 
 
It is also important that schedules be clear, easily understood and recalled from memory. For 
example: “The bridge will open on the hour and half hour, and stay open for 20 minutes.”  
 
We request that the schedule for the waterway being open be published in the Federal Register as 
part of the rulemaking.  Less preferred  would be that the rulemaking require that the schedule be 
published at least 90 days in advance and that all schedules remain unchanged for at least 90 
days.  This is a change that should be made with or without the project.  
 
c) New River Bridge Operations 
 
Summary: 



Changes in rail traffic, maritime 
activity, and the community since 
the bridge was first permitted in 
1974 have caused the Florida East 
Coast Railroad bridge at Ft. 
Lauderdale over the New River to 
become an unreasonable 
obstruction to navigation.  



The bridge must either be 
completely removed or replaced 
with one that is not unreasonably 
obstructive. 



Vessels waiting in narrow waterway for railroad 
bridge to open. 
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In the interim, strict, highly predictable, long term scheduling of bridge openings and closings 
must be instituted to mitigate obstruction of the waterway. 



Background:  



Waterway Description & Navigation Considerations 



The New River is a naturally occurring and (by Florida standards) relatively deep waterway that 
originates in the Everglades and has been used for commercial transportation for over 100 years. 
In the area of greatest interest to this report, it is approximately 9 feet deep making it navigable 
by sizeable vessels for 8 miles from where it enters the Atlantic Ocean in the east to the last 
dockage for major vessels on the western reaches of its South Fork. The river provides excellent 
hurricane protection and connects the interior of Broward County, the Central Business District 
of Ft. Lauderdale, the north-south Atlantic intra-coastal waterway, and the Atlantic Ocean. It is 
used extensively for a wide range of marine activity including commercial industrial traffic 
associated with major yacht maintenance and storage, other commercial traffic such as water 
taxis and sightseeing vessels, marine construction vessels and barges, law enforcement/military 
vessels, and a high volume of recreational traffic. The waterway has been designated a “Broward 
Urban River Trail,” which encourages its use by small motorized and non-motorized vessels.10  
 
The waterway is fairly narrow, though vessels over 200 feet long have safely transited the eight 
miles to the industrial centers in the west. 



Many larger vessels transit with two smaller vessels, one each tethered to their bow and stern, to 
help ensure against a loss in steerage or propulsion, and to help the captain avoid other vessels 
and fixed obstacles.  



 
The south fork of the New River west of the FEC RR Bridge is home to one of the largest 
concentrations of commercial marine operations I have ever seen (location of just some of the 
facilities are depicted on the above illustration).  It includes the 50 acre Lauderdale Marine 
Center which bills itself as the largest yacht repair facility in the United States.   



                                                 
10 See Broward Urban River Trails, available at http://www.burt.org/Frame.htm.  



FEC Rail 
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Marine Industries 
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A 214 foot vessel is reported to be the largest serviced to date in the facilities on the South Fork 
of the New River. Available services range from hauling 330 ton vessels out of the water for 
bottom maintenance, to engine replacements and cosmetic services (painting and finishing). In a 
2006 report, the Marine Industries Association of South Florida (MIASF) found over 1,500 
mega-yachts (80’+) in the region served by this commercial hub. It also found that when these 
vessels used a boatyard, the average (2006) invoice was for $169,000.   



A recent report by MIASF documents that, in Broward County (Ft. Lauderdale) alone, the 
marine industry is responsible for $8.8B/year in economic impact, and over 100,000 jobs. A 
great part of Ft. Lauderdale’s success at being “The Yachting Capital of the World” is 
undoubtedly its huge capacity for industrial and maintenance support of all kinds of recreational 
vessels, especially larger ones. 



While the economic impact of marine activities on the New River is substantial, the potential for 
greater success, job creation, and economic development is continually threatened and/or 
stymied by the FECR bridge’s frequent, unpredictable closures, and its poor reliability.  



The western reaches of the New River also serve as a hurricane evacuation location for many 
large vessels. This provides value to the region, in and of itself, as most marine insurance 
companies require owners to have an evacuation plan and location as a condition of coverage.  
Thus, vessels from the entire US Eastern seaboard and around the Caribbean that may not have 
another reason to visit and transit the river benefit from its accessibility. 



The FECR bridge (bridge 341.26) is downstream from the: 



• Enormous and highly productive marine commercial and industrial hub on the South 
Fork of the New Rivers 



• Numerous water-oriented communities 
• Broward Center for the  Performing Arts 
• Museum of Discovery and Science & 



Imax Theatre 
• Esplanade Park 
• Historic Himmarshee Village & the Old 



Ft. Lauderdale Museum of History 
• New River Inn 
• Cooley’s Landing (with live aboard 



dockage) 
• South Fork - Secret Woods Nature 



Center 
• Approximately 5,000 docks.   



 
When closed, the FECR bridge rests 4’ above the water and closes the river to navigation. The 
adjacent Andrews Avenue bridge is 21’ above the water when closed.  This allows the majority 
of the river traffic to transit beneath without the bridge needing to open.  Note that the USCG 
guide height for bascule bridges in this area is 21’ in the closed position.   



4’ Height Closes River 
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One of Three Large Storm Water Outfalls Near Bridge 
That Cause Cross Currents 



Through credible and peer-reviewed modeling work, area planners and scientists region predict 
that sea levels along the SE Florida coast will rise 9 to 24 inches in the next 50 years (from 2010 
to 2060).11  This will likely result in the surface of the water coming into contact with the main 
bridge structure during storm surges from major weather events and during high water and storm 
water outflow events after tropical rain falls. 



The 60’ horizontal clearance through the bridge is the narrowest point on the New River, which 
is 100’ or wider along its navigable length.  All but the smallest vessels must confine themselves 
to one way, one at a time traffic when transiting through the bridge. 



The river at the FECR bridge is subject to tidal currents, a river current that varies depending 
upon the amount of recent rainfall, and cross currents from storm water outflows on the north 
bank immediately downstream from the bridge.  Tidal current on the river has been measured in 
excess of 4 knots, according to NOAA 
data.12  Since the New River is 
connected to a major regional drainage 
canal under the jurisdiction of the US 
Army Corps of Engineers (and local 
sponsor South Florida Water 
Management District), high storm water 
discharge conditions - which in sub-
tropic South Florida happen frequently -
can cause the current to be much faster. 
Extreme storm events (such as 
hurricanes and major thunderstorm 
systems) can deliver enough water such 
that the level of the river at low tide 
approaches that of a normal high tide, 
and can effectively eliminate low tides 
for extended periods.  The short term 
impact on the river’s current, especially 
when added to an outgoing tidal flow, can be dramatic and turbulent.  This makes navigation, 
and waiting for bridges to open, all that much trickier.  
 
In addition to the current and narrow channel restricting vessels’ ability to maneuver, mariners 
report (and this author witnessed) significant cross currents from periodic and unpredictable 
                                                 
11 See Southeast Florida Regional Climate Change Compact, A Unified Sea Level Rise Projection for Southeast 
Florida, at iii (April 2011), available at http://www.southeastfloridaclimatecompact.org//wp-
content/uploads/2014/09/sea-level-rise.pdf (last accessed Dec. 2, 2014). 
12 NOAA, Tides and Currents, available at  
http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=F
ort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-
0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&
footnote= (last accessed Dec. 2, 2014). 





http://www.southeastfloridaclimatecompact.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/09/sea-level-rise.pdf


http://www.southeastfloridaclimatecompact.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/09/sea-level-rise.pdf


http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=Fort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&footnote=


http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=Fort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&footnote=


http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=Fort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&footnote=


http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=Fort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&footnote=
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storm water outfalls in very close proximity to the east side of the FEC rail bridge. These further 
complicate the ability to safely navigate, hold course, or hold position while waiting for the 
bridge to open. 
 
Vessels speeds are limited by “no wake” restrictions along much of its length and several 
manatee zones. 
 
Bridge Operation – Prior to the Project – Is Not In Accordance With Federal Regulations 
 
Operation of the bridge does not conform to provisions in the Code of Federal Regulations 
(CFR) in several ways. 
 
33 CFR 117.4 provides for an automated drawbridge to be kept open to navigation when not in 
use by a train. Local waterway users and neighbors report that the bridge is often closed for 
extended periods, frequently an hour or more, when no train is present. 
 
22 CFR 117.42 states that, when an automated bridge operation is approved, “…a description of 
the full operation of the remotely operated or automated drawbridge will be added to subpart B 
of this part.”  No such description is included in subpart B.  
 
Since no “description of the full operation” is included in subpart B, the default requirement is in 
33 CFR 117.5 which states that “…drawbridges must open promptly and fully for the passage of 
vessels when a request or signal to open is given in accordance with this subpart.” Since the 
bridge is untended, the visual and sound signals outlined in 33 CFR 117.15 are of no use, and no 
provision has been made for radio telephone communications. This writer was not able to find 
any method for making a request or giving a signal to open this bridge in the CFR, Coast Pilot, 
or any other publication. The bridge owner is in violation of federal regulations for not having 
and publicizing a method for mariners to signal for the bridge to open. 
 
33 CFR 117.55 requires that the owner of each drawbridge post signs upstream and downstream 
of the bridge notifying waterway users of the operating scheme for the bridge.  No such signs are 
present. 
 
Notes: 
 



1. The Federal Railroad Administration reports that the bridge closes 11 times a day for 
rail traffic with an average closure time of about 20 minutes. 



 
2. Local waterway users report that the bridge is often down for much longer periods 
extending to an hour or more. This is attributed, in part, to a desire to not raise the bridge 
between trains, and that some trains stop on the tracks on either side of the bridge which 
signals the automatic system to keep the bridge down. 
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Vessel Traffic 
 
No independent measurement of yearly vessel traffic in this section of the river was identified for 
reference during the preparation of this paper. This is an important missing datum that should be 
obtained as soon as possible by an independent government authority.  
 
In spite of the apparent absence of reliable quantitative data, it is clear to even a casual observer 
that the section of the New River near the FECR bridge is an exceptionally busy waterway.  For 
example, even though a majority of vessels are able to pass beneath the adjacent 21’ high 
Andrews Avenue bridge without it opening, this bridge still opens about 1,000 times a month to 
allow larger vessels to pass.  Assuming a 6:1 ratio of smaller vessels to larger ones makes an 
estimate of annual traffic about 84,000 transits per year. 
 
It is still important to note, though, that even an accurate count of current traffic and transits does 
not include the amount of waterway and economic activity that is deterred by this bridge closing 
the waterway as often as it does.  For example, Mr. William Walker, owner of “Water Taxi of Ft. 
Lauderdale” operates a fleet of 14 boats carrying over 440,000 passengers each year.  His water 
taxis serve the area east of the bridge, but not the tourist and cultural area just west of the bridge 
that includes the Broward Center for the Performing Arts, Museum of Discovery and Science, 
Imax Theatre, Esplanade Park, Historic Himmarshee Village, and the Old Ft. Lauderdale 
Museum of History.  These attractions would ordinarily be ideal water taxi stops. Unfortunately, 
frequent, unscheduled, and often extended rail bridge closings prevent such service as they 
would too often cause great delays and anger water taxi customers. 



Changes in Rail Traffic and Waterway Use 



The FEC Railroad has operated a bascule rail bridge over the New River in Ft. Lauderdale since 
1912.  The current rail bridge was permitted in 1974-5 and construction was complete in 1978. 
Since the current bridge was permitted, the marine industry and residential areas to the west have 
grown significantly.  By example, the overall year-round population of the Broward County has 
doubled since 1978, from about 900K to 1.8M. And this does not include substantial seasonal 
increases and tourist visits. 



Waterway users from both sides of the bridge transit to use the waterways on the other side. To 
the west there are extensive marine industrial support facilities, thousands of waterfront 
residences, and the numerous attractions and parks mentioned earlier.  To the east lie the intra-
coastal waterway, Port Everglades, and the Atlantic Ocean. Restaurants and other waterfront 
attractions can be found all along the length of the river. 



As mentioned earlier, according to the FRA, the bridge closes the waterway approximately 11 
times each day and the closures last approximately 20 minutes.  Local waterway users report 
more extended closures and indicate that closures of an hour are not uncommon.  None of the 
closures are scheduled, nor are they announced more than a few minutes in advance.  Users also 
have no way of knowing how long the closure will last.  
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Bridge closures discourage users on both sides of the bridge from fully using the waterways, 
especially since the closures are at random and of unpredictable length. 



The Bridge Before the Project Does Not Meet the Reasonable Needs of Navigation Because:  



1. It interferes with a primary economic engine of the local economy and undermines 
the foundation upon which the local water-oriented communities were built. 



“With 300+ miles of inland waterways and 50,000 registered yachts, Fort Lauderdale is 
dubbed ‘the Yachting Capital of the World’ . . . and home to the largest boat show in the 
world, the Fort Lauderdale International Boat Show.”13  
 
Ft. Lauderdale prides itself on being yachting capital of the world.  Sustaining that reputation 
and economic engine depends upon ready availability access to a wide range of industrial, 
engineering, maintenance and support services for those vessels.  Access to almost all of 
these facilities is controlled by the FEC rail bridge over the New River.  



The bridge also controls access to more than 5,000 docks at marinas and homes up river. 



Many vessels must loiter for some period waiting for the bridge to open, burning fuel, 
increasing air emissions, and wasting time.  Loitering also increases the risk of vessels 
colliding with each other, hitting and damaging vessels docked along the river, or being set 
upon the bridge by strong currents.  



Rail bridge closures delay waterway users and deter future use (the water taxi that does not 
serve the attractions on the west side of the bridge is just one example).  Every time the 
bridge closes and delays a vessel transit it negatively impacts a critical economic engine of 
the local economy, and reduces property resale values upstream.14 



The importance of this type of economic activity is essential to the entire state of Florida and 
is well documented.  The Florida Oceans and Coastal Council reported that the states coastal 
counties contribute about 79 percent of the state's economic productivity.15  



Dr. James Cato, an economist, Florida Oceans and Coastal Council member, and former 
Director, School of Natural Resources and the Environment, University of Florida has 
testified that “Anything affecting coastal tourism, recreation and marine transportation has a 
huge impact on Florida's ocean economy[.]  These sectors of economic activity represent 88 
percent of Florida's ocean economy . . . .”16 



                                                 
13 Lena Katz, Luxury in the Yachting Capital of the World, Huffington Post (June 21, 2012), 
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/justluxe/boatup-luxury-in-the-yach_b_1594873.html. 
14 For example, if an obstructive rail bridge decrements a $20B/yr local economy by half a percent, that would be a 
cost shift from the private rail company to taxpayers of $100M/yr. Similarly, if it degraded the value of $50B in 
property by half a percent, that would be a loss of $250M to taxpayers. 
15 Florida Oceans and Coastal Council, Florida's Ocean and Coastal Economies Report, Phase II., (June 2008) at 6, 
available at http://www.floridaoceanscouncil.org/reports/Facts_and_FiguresII.pdf. 
16 Oceans and Coasts Drive Florida’s Economy, Environmental News Service (Oct. 1, 2008), http://www.ens-
newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp. 
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2. Alternatives to obstructing the waterway exist, are available, and are feasible. 



While waterway users have only one route available to them, the railroad has several. These 
include: 



• Using existing rail bridges to the west. The New River is crossed by 
two other rail bridges much further upstream that avoid obstructing 
much of the activity on the waterway. These bridges carry regional 
passenger (Amtrak), commuter (Tri-Rail) and freight traffic.   



• Developing a new rail corridor that is west of the New River entirely. 
The State of Florida is exploring a rail corridor along US 27 that 
would greatly increase capacity for the region, while at the same time 
bypassing numerous existing conflicts with water and vehicle traffic.17   



• Shipping freight along a parallel, but otherwise nearly identical route, 
by barge. Marine transport is generally recognized as the most 
efficient, economical, safest, and most environmentally friendly 
method of moving cargo, 18 and “marine highways” are being 
investigated by regional, state, and federal planners. 



• Replacing the bridge with a higher one that does not unreasonably 
obstruct navigation, or a tunnel. The State of Florida has estimated the 
costs would be $53M for a fixed bridge with 65’ vertical clearance, 
$66M for a drawbridge that had 45’ vertical clearance when closed, 
and a $530M for a tunnel.19  



Note: A tunnel option should not be dismissed merely because of 
capital cost as this would be amortized over an exceptionally long life-
cycle. There are precedents in the immediate area for tunnels being 
selected as the best transportation option:   



o The Henry Kinney Tunnel on U.S. 1 in Fort Lauderdale, which 
replaced a low-level drawbridge in 1960. 



o The $1B Port Miami tunnel that recently connected Miami's 
MacArthur Causeway to the Port of Miami   
 



                                                 
17 Angel Streeter, Railroad coming to U.S. 27? A new vision emerges, Sun Sentinel (May 18, 2013), 
http://articles.sun-sentinel.com/2013-05-18/news/fl-us-27-rail-expansion-study-20130516_1_freight-trains-rail-
corridor-rail-line. 
18 Nationals Waterways Foundation, A Modal Comparison of Domestic Freight Transportation Effects on the 
General Public:  2001-2009 (Feb. 2012), http://www.nationalwaterwaysfoundation.org/study/FinalReportTTI.pdf  
19 Michael Turnbell, Bridge or tunnel considered for proposed commuter train to cross New River in downtown Fort 
Lauderdale, Sun Sentinel (Oct. 5, 2010), http://articles.sun-sentinel.com/2010-10-05/news/fl-fec-new-river-bridge-
tunnel-20101005_1_boat-owners-andrews-avenue-bridge-or-tunnel.  
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Some of these alternatives are more expensive for the FECR.  By not using them, though, the 
FECR is imposing much greater costs on the citizens of the area. 



3. Competent government agencies have determined that the bridge height does not 
provide for the reasonable needs of navigation.  



If FECR were to seek a permit to build this bridge today, it would most certainly be 
denied. 



US Coast Guard and US Department of Transportation policies specifically state preferences 
for fixed bridges over mobile bridges, whenever possible, as they minimize negative impacts 
to all transportation modes at these important intersections of transportation systems. 



In 2009, the State of Florida examined alternatives to the FEC rail bridge over the New River 
and developed the two bridge and tunnel options mentioned earlier because the state 
recognized the problems posed by the bridge and that it did not meet the reasonable needs of 
navigation. 



The FEC RR bridge is approximately 4’ above the water when closed. The USCG 
Bridge Clearance Guide calls for bridges in this area to be 21’ to 25’ above the water 
when closed.  Guidance for bascule bridges on the nearby Atlantic inter-coastal waterway 
and Miami River – see U.S. Coast Guard, Bridge Guide Clearances, available at 
http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg551/bridge.asp (stating that bridges at the guide height “will 
ordinarily receive favorable consideration under the bridge permitting process (33 CFR 
Chapter 1, Subchapter J - Bridges) as providing for the reasonable needs of navigation.”). 



The Bridge Does Not Meet the Reasonable Needs of Navigation.  The Coast Guard must 
designate this bridge as an unreasonable obstruction to navigation under the Truman-
Hobbs act and mandate its replacement. 



Mitigation Pending Removal or Replacement of the Bridge 



Until the bridge is removed or replaced, its negative impact on the waterway must be 
minimized. This requires that: 



1. The waterway be open to navigation for at least 40 minutes each hour, 



2. The length of openings allow passage of all vessels waiting,  



3. The amount of time for any single closure does not exceed 15 minutes as this would 
discourage waterway use, and   



4. The times that the waterway will be open are highly predictable and easily understood. 



Openings  



The law gives deference to waterways users because of their limited alternatives, and the 
multiple alternatives available to surface transportation. 





http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg551/bridge.asp
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The waterway must be open at least 40 minutes per hour, and for at least 15 minutes per 
opening.  



Safe vessel transits are usually limited by the narrow passage to one direction at a time, and 
the need for a slow, no-wake speed in what is also in a manatee zone. The length of the 
openings must allow passage for all vessels waiting on both sides to cross. With so many 
transits per year, including large commercial vessels, waiting lines can be long, especially 
during peak periods. Less than 15 minutes would often be insufficient for vessels on both 
sides of the bridge to organize, accelerate, and individually pass under the bridge.  



Bridge closures directly impact the safety and costs of the commercial transits to and from 
the western commercial center. Delays have both a direct cost in time, fuel, additional 
hazards waiting in the river, etcetera, but also ripple through the entire commercial enterprise 
by throwing off schedules, work plans, and so on.  In its Truman-Hobbs study of the 
waterway, the USCG should examine the cost of lost business to commercial marinas caused 
by operators who choose to go elsewhere due to the risk of transiting the New River and its 
obstructive bridge.   



Waiting for the bridge to open also degrades the boating experience significantly, and can 
drive potential waterway users to just stay home or relocate where they moor their vessel. 
According to one authority: 



“Americans spend roughly 37 billion hours each year waiting in line. The 
dominant cost of waiting is an emotional one: stress, boredom, that 
nagging sensation that one’s life is slipping away. The last thing we want 
to do with our dwindling leisure time is squander it in stasis.”20 
 



Informal interviews with users show that they consider a wait of 15 minutes or less 
reasonable. This is predicated upon the schedule of such waits being highly predictable so 
that users can structure their arrivals so as to avoid most closures altogether. 



As mentioned earlier, vessels loitering and trying to position themselves for when the bridge 
opens unnecessarily waste fuel, have increased air emissions due to the addition fuel burn 
and typically low engine speed, and run greater risk of collision, grounding and being set 
upon the bridge or shore by strong currents. Collectively this inconvenience amounts to 
decline in property and business value.   



Predictability and Clarity 



Safe and efficient (and in the case of recreational users, enjoyable) waterway use requires 
time and preparation.  Numerous items of equipment, some of which are time consuming to 
prepare and require special transport, are often involved.  It is also often a group activity, so 
schedules of multiple people and organizations must be coordinated, sometimes weeks in 
advance. 



                                                 
20  Alex Stone, Why Waiting is Torture, New York Times (Aug. 19, 2012), 
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9B07E4D7113BF93AA2575BC0A9649D8B63. 
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Minimizing the negative impact of rail bridge closures on waterway use requires that users 
have a long term predictable schedule of when the waterway will be open. This certainty will 
manage expectations, and allow users to adjust their activities and schedules accordingly. 



It is also important that schedules be clear, easily understood and recalled from memory. For 
example: “The bridge will open on the hour and half hour, and stay open for 20 minutes.”  



We request that the schedule for the waterway being open be published in the Federal 
Register as part of the rulemaking.  Less preferred  would be that the rulemaking require that 
the schedule be published at least 90 days in advance and that all schedules remain 
unchanged for at least 90 days.  This is a change that should be made with or without the 
project.  



 
 
2. The Methodology the FRA Used to Examine the Project’s Navigation Impacts is 
 Profoundly Flawed and Understates the Project’s Adverse Navigation Impacts 
 
Although the DEIS recognizes that vessel wait times and queue lengths will increase at the St. 
Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River bridges (see, e.g., DEIS at 5-15) it nevertheless concludes 
that those impacts will have “no adverse economic impacts to marine jobs, economic growth, or 
development.”  Id.  The DEIS’ conclusion is flawed because the FRA has severely 
underestimated the extent to which the Project will harm navigation at the St. Lucie, 
Loxahatchee and New River Bridges.   
 
To assess the Project’s impacts on navigation, the FRA relied on a consultant’s study – the 
“Navigation Discipline Report” – prepared for AAF by AMEC Environment & Infrastructure, 
Inc.   See DEIS Appendix 4.1.3-C.  That study – and the FRA’s use of the study – suffers from 
the following seven flaws that render the FRA’s navigation analysis wholly unreliable and 
inconsistent with the Agency’s obligation to ensure the “professional integrity” of its analysis.  
40 C.F.R. § 1502.24. 
 
First, the FRA examined navigation impacts only in 2016, not any of the later years during 
which the Project will be operational.  See DEIS at 5-18.  That truncated approach ignores harms 
that will be suffered for years to come.  It also ignores any increases in recreational and 
commercial boating that may occur in the future.  That approach is not consistent with the 
Agency’s obligation to make a reasonable forecast of what will happen in the future. 
 
Second, the FRA also failed to establish an appropriate baseline against which to measure the 
impacts of the Project.  To the contrary, the Navigation Discipline Report uses three different 
baselines – one for each bridge – without any explanation of why that is appropriate.  See 
Navigation Discipline Report at 2-10. 
 
Third, the Navigation Discipline Report claims that vessels can pass through the bridge crossing 
in less than 7 seconds.  See Navigation Discipline Report at 2-10.  But that is based solely on 
crossing time and ignores the time that will be required to accelerate from a standing position 
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when the bridge is closed.  In sum, it ignores how the vessels will actually move when the 
Project is operational.   
 
Fourth, the FRA and AAF’s consultant have evaluated the Project’s impacts under the rosiest of 
assumptions, including that the trains will operate properly without delays or incidents on the 
bridges. That approach cannot be reconciled with the FRA’s own conclusion that changing 
climate conditions are likely to cause problems with bridge infrastructure.  It also defies common 
sense.  The FRA should base its projections of anticipated impacts on what is reasonably 
foreseeable, not on the “absolute best case” scenario. 
 
Fifth, the FRA and AAF’s consultant appear not to have collected data on daily boat traffic from 
either the Jupiter Inlet District or the Treasure Coast Regional Planning Counsel. 
 
Sixth, the FRA appears to have concluded that the navigation impacts are minimal based on 
“average” wait times, rather than the total number of vessels that will be forced to wait or the 
total aggregate waiting time of all vessels.  The DEIS provides no justification for such an 
approach, which does nothing but gloss over the fact that the Project will indisputably cause 
greater inconvenience for more boats, as documented on Pages 5-21, 5-24 and 5-26 of the DEIS. 
 
Seventh, the FRA has prematurely rejected the idea of requiring AAF to replace the existing St. 
Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River bridges on the grounds that such a project would be too 
costly.  See DEIS at 5-27.  In doing so, the FRA has provided no cost data that would justify 
such a conclusion.  To the contrary, the DEIS says:  “The use of elevated bridge structures would 
result in significant cost increase; preliminary cost estimates indicate at least an increase in costs 
of two to three times planned activities.”  DEIS at 5-27.  Nowhere does the DEIS provide 
reliable estimates of what it would cost to replace just the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River 
bridges.  Publicly reported bridge construction estimates suggest that the cost of building three 
new elevated bridges would be far, far less than the $1.6 billion loan that AAF has requested – 
and nowhere close to “two to three” times that amount.  In particular, the Fort Lauderdale Sun 
Sentinel reported in October 2010, that the cost of building a new bridge over the New River 
could cost as little as $53 million – a small fraction of the cost of AAF’s $1.6 billion “planned 
activities.”21 
 
3.   The DEIS Ignores the Adverse Environmental Impacts That Stem  
 From the Increased Vessel Queues and Delays that the Project Will Cause 
 
Despite the flaws (discussed above) in the FRA’s study of the Project’s navigation impacts, the 
DEIS nevertheless confirms that the Project (even under the rosiest of assumptions) will lead to 
significantly more boats idling at the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River bridges.  See DEIS 
at 5-21, 5-21 and 5-26 (noting that 76% of the boats passing under the New River bridge will be 
delayed because of the Project).  The increase in boat idling will produce at least two reasonably 
foreseeable adverse environmental impacts:  (a) adverse air quality impacts, and (b) more vessel 
collisions.  But the DEIS nowhere mentions those impacts let alone takes a “hard look” at them. 



                                                 
21 Michael Turnbell, Bridge or tunnel considered for proposed commuter train to cross New River in downtown Fort 
Lauderdale, Sun Sentinel (Oct. 5, 2010), http://articles.sun-sentinel.com/2010-10-05/news/fl-fec-new-river-bridge-
tunnel-20101005_1_boat-owners-andrews-avenue-bridge-or-tunnel. 
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First, the FRA has improperly ignored the adverse air quality impacts that will result from more 
boat idling.  As the DEIS explains:  “Motor vehicles emit CO2 at high rates when they are 
operating a low speeds or idling in queues.”  DEIS at 5-38.  The same concern exists when 
marine vessels idle at length in long queues.  Yet that is exactly what the Project is likely to 
cause.  See DEIS at 5-21 & 5-24 (projecting that the total percentage of boats waiting in queues 
will triple at the St. Lucie bridge and nearly double at the Loxahatchee bridge).  In these 
circumstances, the FRA must prepare a supplemental DEIS that addresses the impact of the 
Project on local air quality. 
 
Second, the FRA has also improperly ignored the risk of more boat collisions – and the harms 
they bring, including not only more oil spills but also injuries and fatalities.  Just as increased 
motor vehicle congestion can be reasonably expected to lead to more motor vehicle collisions, so 
too can increased marine vessel congestion be expected to lead to increased marine vessel 
collisions.  Yet this topic receives no meaningful discussion in the DEIS.  There is, for example, 
no projection of the number of boating accidents likely to occur and no projection of the amount 
of oil that may be spilled in Florida’s rivers as a result of those accidents.  This is true even 
though the Navigation Discipline Report itself discloses facts that telegraph the ways in which 
the Project will increase the risk of marine vessel collisions.  It notes, for example, that boats 
already try passing under the various draw bridges when those bridges are in the process of 
opening and closing.  See Navigation Discipline Report at 2-10.  Since the bridges will be 
opening and closing far more often if the Project goes forward, there will likely be many more 
opportunities for boats to crash into the bridges as they open and close.  In all events, the FRA 
must prepare a supplemental DEIS that takes a hard look at that issue.  The FRA needs to project 
what accidents are likely to occur, when they are likely to occur and what impacts they are likely 
to have, and it should compare those projections to what is likely to happen under reasonable 
alternatives.   
 
4. The FRA Has Prematurely Rejected the Idea of 
 Requiring AAF to Install Elevated Replacement Bridges 
 
Perhaps the most troubling feature of the DEIS’s navigation discussion is that despite all the 
manifest problems with the existing St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River bridges – to say 
nothing of the ways the Project will make those problems worse – the FRA appears to have 
already improperly concluded that it is not “feasible” to replace those bridges with elevated 
structures.  See DEIS at 5-27 (rejecting the idea of replacing all the bridges).  The FRA has failed 
to offer persuasive reasons why new elevated bridges should not be considered for the St. Lucie, 
Loxahatchee and New River rail crossings, beyond the cost to AAF and failure to meet AAF’s 
claimed schedule of construction.   
 
B. THE DEIS PROVIDES AN INADEQUATE 
 ANALYSIS OF CLIMATE-RELATED RISKS 
 
As noted above, although the DEIS recognizes the threats that climate-change poses to Florida’s 
eastern coast, it makes no attempt to integrate those threats into the FRA’s evaluation of how the 
Project will impact safety and navigation.  The proposed coastal route would be far more 
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vulnerable to rising sea levels and storm surges than the alternative CSX route.  However, the 
DEIS fails to assess the alternatives’ susceptibility or lack thereof to the effects of climate 
change. The failure to undertake a more meaningful analysis of the Project’s climate-related 
vulnerabilities is not consistent with President Obama’s November 2013 Executive Order calling 
on all federal agencies to examine ways of promoting climate resiliency.22  
 
Other federal and state agencies have not hesitated to require project proponents to provide 
detailed information about climate-related risks and/or measures for mitigating those risks.  For 
example, on November 24, 2014, the Federal Regulatory Energy Commission directed an 
applicant seeking approval to construct a liquefied natural gas facility in a coastal area to:  (i) 
“[d]escribe potential storm surge impacts on the Project area,” (ii) “explain how the facility will 
be designed and protect for a 500 year return hurricane storm considering wind and wave effects, 
regional subsidence and sea level rise,” and (ii) discuss “how design components would avoid or 
minimize flooding, wind, and other storm impacts.”23  The FRA’s DEIS for the AAF Project 
contains no comparable information about storm risks or ways the Project will be designed to 
minimize storm-related flooding and damage.  The Agency should issue a supplemental DEIS 
that addresses this information. 



C. THE DEIS OMITS CRITICAL INFORMATION ABOUT THE PROJECT 
 
In 2003, the Florida High Speed Rail Authority briefly examined the environmental impacts of 
four potential high speed rail routes between Orlando and Miami and concluded that of those 
four potential routes the route that AAF’s high speed passenger train will traverse was the worst 
in terms of environmental impacts.24  But this critically important fact finds no mention in the 
FRA’s DEIS for the Project.  The omission is important, but also emblematic of more serious 
problems.  Most notably, the DEIS omits information that the public – and the Agency – requires 
to evaluate whether AAF’s assertions about the Project’s commercial viability are realistic.  But 
what little the DEIS does reveal about the Project’s underlying economic and operating 
assumptions suggests that those assumptions are unrealistic and inconsistent on their face, if the 
DEIS had disclosed them. 
 
1. The DEIS Fails to Disclose, Let Alone Evaluate,  
 Essential Information About AAF’s Economic Model  
 
A central premise of the DEIS is that the Project will provide commercially-viable privately-run 
high speed passenger rail service between Orlando and Miami.  See, e.g., DEIS at 3-10 
(concluding that AAF’s preferred route “would provide a trip time consistent with the ridership 
target needed to sustain a viable private enterprise.”)  That premise underlies several conclusions 
in the DEIS, including:  (1) the FRA’s decision to exclude the alternative CSX route from 
serious consideration, see DEIS at 3-7 & 3-10; (2) the FRA’s conclusion that the bulk of AAF’s 
                                                 
22 See Exec. Office of the President, Executive Order – Preparing the United States for the Impacts of Climate 
Change (Nov. 1, 2013), available at http://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2013/11/01/executive-order-
preparing-united-states-impacts-climate-change.   
23 See FERC Letter to Louisiana LNG Energy, LLC in Docket Number PF14-17, Paragraphs 67k, 67h & 70 (Nov. 
24, 2014), available at http://elibrary.ferc.gov/idmws/search/advResults.asp).    
24 See Florida High Speed Rail Authority, Orlando-Miami Planning Study Executive Summary at 7 (Mar. 2003), 
http://www.floridabullettrain.com/fhsra/uploaddocuments/p25/Exec%20Summary%20FINAL1.pdf  
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intercity passengers will be diverted from cars, see DEIS at S-9; and (3) the conclusions that 
flow from point (2), such as that the diversion of car drivers will result in improved air quality 
and reduced vehicular accidents, see DEIS at 5-33 & 5-134.  The DEIS forecasts that the Project 
will remove 336,000 cars from the road (69% of AAF’s forecasted ridership) by 2016 and 1.35 
million cars from the road by 2030.  DEIS at 3-47.   How can the agency predict the specific 
number of cars that will be taken off the road without providing the single most important factor 
in ridership, the suggested ticket price?  No average Orange or Palm Beach County family will 
choose taking an AAF train instead of driving to Miami or Orlando unless it makes economic 
sense. 



 
Nowhere does the DEIS disclose sufficient information about AAF’s ticket prices and economic 
model to determine whether the document’s central premise is correct.  Simply put, although the 
DEIS asserts that “[t]he economic viability of the Project is dependent on ridership,” DEIS at 3-
5, it omits the very information that is essential to evaluating whether the Project will in fact 
attract a sufficient supply of riders.  More specifically, the DEIS is completely devoid of any 
discussion of two critical topics:  (1) ticket prices, and (2) the whipsaw in which AAF has placed 
itself with respect to ticket prices, as low ticket prices to entice riders creates serious problems 
for repaying the FRA’s RRIF loan.  Similarly, if ticket prices are relatively higher and realistic in 
terms of the amounts needed for repayment of the loan, then train ridership will not achieve 
claimed numbers and car abandonment will not occur. 
 
First, the DEIS nowhere discloses any information, even in the form of a range of prices that 
AAF may charge for tickets, although that information is surely relevant to a judgment that the 
Project will attract riders and the public has the expertise to evaluate it instantly.  The omission is 
especially troubling given that the widely divergent publicly-available information about AAF’s 
plans.  As of December 2, 2014, AAF’s website for the Project said “pricing has yet to be 
determined.”25  But AAF clearly disclosed this information and its ridership study to its potential 
investors.  What is unclear is (a) whether the Agency examined this information at all, (b) why it 
did not provide any of this information to the Project’s potential riders, and (c) why it failed to 
engage in any discussion of what various ticket prices imply for the potential success of the 
Project.  It is highly troubling that the FRA accepted AAF’s ridership assertions based solely on 
the “summary” of the ridership study found at Appendix 3.3-F of the DEIS, without examining, 
let alone sharing with the public, the actual ridership study. 
 
Second, the DEIS fails to examine the extent to which AAF has put itself in a whipsaw with 
respect to ticket prices and repayment of the FRA’s proposed loan.  More specifically, the DEIS 
fails to consider whether AAF’s prices will be high enough for AAF to repay its debt while 
staying low enough to attract sufficient riders to fill its trains.  That oversight is highly troubling 
given that so many of the DEIS’s conclusions hinge on the self-proclaimed assumption that the 
Project will be commercially viable. 
 
These points are well-made in a November 17 Palm Beach Post column by Frank Cerabino, “All 
Aboard Florida’s ridership estimates a field of dreams.” Among his many points, Mr. Cerabino 
states the following:   
                                                 
25 All Aboard Florida, All Aboard Florida: Train FAQS, available at 
http://www.allaboardflorida.com/facts/faqs.html (last accessed Nov. 21, 2014). 
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“What will make tourists line up to spend about $50 per person for a round-trip 
ticket between Miami and West Palm Beach?  Maybe some things will.  But to 
make these ridership numbers work, you’d need 1.94 million tourists lining up for 
the higher-priced version of South Florida rail travel every year.  And if you 
divide that by 365 days in a year, and then divide again by the 32 daily trains, you 
get 166 tourists on each train between Miami, Fort Lauderdale and West Palm 
Beach.  All year long.  For every train . . . And these estimates are the 
conservative ones.  If you look at All Aboard Florida’s rosiest projection of 5.1 
million annual riders in 2019, that would put an average of 437 people on each of 
the 400-seat trains all year long.” 26 



 
2. The DEIS Presumes Travel Times That Are Unrealistic 



 
The DEIS recognizes that travel time is one of the most important factors in choosing a form of 
transportation and contends that one of the attractive features of the Project is that “[t]rip times 
would meet the 3‐hour target” needed for private intercity passenger service to be commercially 
viable.  DEIS at 3-11.  But the DEIS is unduly rosy about the speed of the anticipated AAF 
passenger trains.  As a threshold matter, the conclusion that the trip will take only 3 hours 
assumes that each train will stop for no more than one minute at each station.  DEIS at 3-45.  Yet 
that assumption seems highly implausible on its face.  No passenger train travelling at anywhere 
near full capacity will be able to arrive at a stop, allow many of its passengers to exit the train 
with their luggage, and have all the boarding passengers enter the train in just one minute.   
 
The DEIS also in explicably ignores total travel time – which necessarily includes not just the 
length of the train ride but also the time required to get to the station and from the station to the 
final destination.  We believe this total failure to make any estimate of this additional time 
renders the DEIS impermissibly incomplete.  How can FRA or AAF argue that a theoretical 
passenger arriving at the Orlando train station has completed their journey with no additional 
time estimate to reach destinations such as the Disney or Universal properties, or downtown 
Orlando?  The time estimate to arrive at an AAF station and to reach the time destination is 
critical.  Equally important, the DEIS makes no mention of the possibility that safety measures 
will be implemented that significantly delay the passenger trains.  For example, the DEIS does 
not explore the possibility of imposing speed limits at the nearly 350 at-grade crossings included 
in the Project corridor, although such a possibility should surely be considered.   
 
3. AAF’s Profits Should Not be FRA’s Primary Concern 



 
Another troubling feature of the DEIS is that it frequently emphasizes AAF’s potential profits 
over all other concerns.  The Agency’s hasty dismissal of three possible alternative routes – the 
CSX Route Alternative, the Florida Turnpike Route Alternative and the I-95 Route Alternative – 
displays this quality.  The DEIS recognizes, for example, that some of those routes would also 
achieve the 3-hour target travel time, but nevertheless dismisses them as reasonable alternatives 



                                                 
26 See Frank Cerabino, All Aboard Florida’s ridership estimates a field of dreams, Palm Beach Post (Nov. 17, 
2014), http://www.mypalmbeachpost.com/news/news/state-regional/cerabino-all-aboard-floridas-ridership-
estimates-a/nh82M/?icmp=pbp_internallink_textlink_apr2013_pbpstubtomypbp_launch).       





http://www.mypalmbeachpost.com/news/news/state-regional/cerabino-all-aboard-floridas-ridership-estimates-a/nh82M/?icmp=pbp_internallink_textlink_apr2013_pbpstubtomypbp_launch


http://www.mypalmbeachpost.com/news/news/state-regional/cerabino-all-aboard-floridas-ridership-estimates-a/nh82M/?icmp=pbp_internallink_textlink_apr2013_pbpstubtomypbp_launch
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because, among other reasons, it would allegedly be too costly and time consuming for AAF to 
develop them.  See DEIS at 3-10 to 3-11.  Likewise, with respect to bridge safety, although the 
Coast Guard requested that AAF evaluate alternatives that would raise certain bridges, the FRA 
has in more or less final language dismissed elevating bridges as too costly and too time 
consuming – for AAF.  In particular, the Agency has “determined that the significant delays, 
costs, and risks associated with the use of elevated structures make raising any of the corridor 
bridges not feasible.”  DEIS at 5-27 (emphasis added).  The residents of communities along the 
track and those who operate vessels on the impacted waterways deserve more of an explanation 
from a federal agency charged with such a major project.  The DEIS explanation should be 
changed to read:  “AAF’s desire for financial gain, made possible through $1.6 billion in federal 
funds, outweighs public safety concerns and concerns about navigations of the waterways.” 
 
4. A Supplemental DEIS is Required to Address the Information Gaps 
 
Having failed to address the ticket price, economic model and travel time issues highlighted 
above, the Agency should prepare a supplemental DEIS that carefully examines those topics.  
The FRA should consider the range of ticket prices that AAF may charge, evaluate the impacts 
of those prices on AAF’s ability to fulfill the objectives of the Project and should also carefully 
examine whether AAF’s other assumptions (such as station dwell times) are realistic.  In doing 
so, the Agency should keep the following considerations in mind:   
 



• AAF must have high enough ticket prices to bring in enough revenue to 
pay back its substantial expectations of either RRIF funding or PAB bonds 
and funds to repay its junk bond level interest rate debt to private 
investors, but it also must have low enough ticket prices to attract 
sufficient riders to fill its trains and abandon their cars.  The Agency 
should examine whether AAF can in fact thread that needle as the data 
relied upon in the DEIS is totally opaque to the public. 
 



• The Agency should not overlook the cost of getting to – and the time that 
it takes to get to – each AAF station, whether by foot, car, public 
transportation, taxi or other means.  No average Orange or Palm Beach 
County family will choose to take an AAF train instead of driving to 
Miami or Orlando unless it makes economic sense.  And those families 
cannot be expected to base their ridership decisions on ticket prices and 
on-the-train travel times alone.  They will also be looking at total door-to-
door costs and time, and so should the FRA. 
 



• An agency cannot rubberstamp information provided by an applicant 
without critical review.  See, e.g., Sierra Club v. Van Antwerp, 709 F. 
Supp. 2d 1254, 1267 (S.D. Fla. 2009), aff’d 362 F. App’x 100 (11th Cir. 
2010) (chastising the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers for “uncritically” 
accepting certain assertions made by permit applicants).  Instead, federal 
agencies are required to ensure that the data they rely on is accurate and 
reliable.  See 40 C.F.R. § 1502.24 (federal agencies must ensure the 
“professional integrity” of their analyses). 
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D.   THE DEIS PROVIDES AN INADEQUATE 
 ANALYSIS OF THE PROJECT’S SAFETY IMPACTS 
 
1. The DEIS Does Not Accurately Identify the Project’s Impacts 
 
The overarching flaw in the DEIS’s discussion of the Project’s safety impacts is that the DEIS 
fails to adequately – or accurately – describe those impacts.  And that means that the DEIS also 
fails to provide an appropriate discussion of appropriate safety risk mitigation measures.  Both 
flaws warrant the preparation of a supplemental DEIS.  More specifically, the discussion of 
safety impacts in the DEIS is inadequate for at least seven reasons: 
 
First, the DEIS does not compare the nature and frequency of rail-related accidents under the 
Project with those under the no-action alternative.  Yet that is exactly the sort of analysis that the 
DEIS is supposed to provide.  NEPA requires federal agencies to engage in “reasonable 
forecasting” of potential impacts.  Delaware Riverkeeper Network et al. v. FERC, 753 F.3d 1304, 
1310 (D.C. Cir. 2014).  Here, the agency has provided no forecast at all of rail-related accidents, 
let alone a reasonable one.  Instead, the DEIS states that “greater frequency of trains may 
increase opportunities for conflict between trains and vehicles or people.”  DEIS at S-17 & 5-132 
(emphasis added).  But a single vague sentence, repeated twice, about unspecified 
“opportunities” for “conflict” does nothing to inform the public about the nature or extent of the 
safety risks actually posed by the Project.  Nor does it describe those risks in a manner that 
would satisfy the agency’s obligation to take a “hard look” at them.  In reality, the Project does 
not threaten “opportunities for conflict,” it threatens collisions—with both vehicles and people— 
and that is the topic that the agency needs to address.  The agency should prepare a reasonable 
forecast of what collisions are likely to occur, how frequently they are likely to occur and where 
they are likely to occur. 
 
Second, the DEIS also fails to identify, or take a “hard look” at, a second major safety risk posed 
by the Project – delays to emergency vehicles.  The Project will plainly result in additional traffic 
delays – and dramatically longer traffic queues – at key intersections all along the North-South 
Corridor.  See, e.g., DEIS Appendix 3.3 C, Transportation and Railroad Crossing Analysis for 
the All Aboard Florida Passenger Rail Project from Cocoa to West Palm Beach, Florida, Pages 
3-16 to 3-26 (describing anticipated traffic queues and wait times).27  Yet the DEIS provides no 
discussion at all of how those delays may impact the ability of ambulances to reach hospitals or 
fire trucks to reach emergency sites.  Simply put, the DEIS does not forecast those impacts.  
Instead, the closest the DEIS comes to an analysis of this issue is to recognize that emergency 
vehicles may be adversely impacted during the Project’s construction, not during its operation. 
See DEIS at 5-132.  That truncated approach is not adequate, especially given the evidence that 
traffic delays will not merely continue during the Project’s operation, they will actually get 
worse over time.  See DEIS Appendix 3.3. C at 3-17 (comparing 2016 conditions and 2036 



                                                 
27  This appendix is itself flawed in various ways, as discussed at length of the comments submitted by The 
Board of County Commissioners of Indian River County, Florida, (the “Indian River County Comments”), which 
The Town of Jupiter Island respectfully incorporates by reference here.  See Indian River Comments at 18-19 
(identifying at least seven shortcomings in the Appendix’s methodology and analysis).   Nevertheless, even 
accepting the Appendix’s traffic congestion numbers at face value, the Appendix establishes that the Project will 
permanently and severely disrupt traffic flows at several important intersections. 
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conditions).  Moreover, even with respect to the adverse impacts during construction, the DEIS’s 
discussion is profoundly flawed.  The DEIS asserts on page 5-132 that “[a]s discussed in Section 
5.1.2, AAF will work with local communities to minimize disruption to traffic and to maintain 
emergency access.”  But Section 5.1.2 contains no such discussion.  Simply put, the DEIS lacks 
any meaningful discussion of what will happen to emergency vehicles.   
 
Third, it is no answer to these concerns to say that the agency either does not possess or cannot 
produce reasonable forecasts of train collisions and emergency vehicle delays.  The agency is 
required to obtain information that is “essential to a reasoned choice among alternatives,” unless 
the cost of doing so is “exorbitant” 40 C.F.R. § 1502.22.  Here, it cannot be disputed that an 
accurate description of, and a reasonable forecast of, adverse safety impacts is “essential to a 
reasoned choice among alternatives.”  Indeed, the DEIS touts the Project’s alleged “overall 
beneficial effect” on public safety as a reason for undertaking the Project.  See DEIS at S-17.  In 
these circumstances, the agency must prepare a supplemental DEIS that forecasts the adverse 
safety impacts of the Project and provides a meaningful basis on which to compare the Project’s 
impacts to those of the no-action alternative and other potential alternatives.   
 
Fourth, having failed to identify the actual specific safety impacts that may result from the 
Project, the DEIS’s conclusion that the Project will have an “overall beneficial effect” on safety, 
DEIS at S-17 and 5-132, is premature.  Simply put, the DEIS puts the cart before the horse.  The 
DEIS lists a vague set of “improvements” “serving to minimize potential conflicts and their 
consequences,” DEIS at 5-132, but because the DEIS omits a clear description of the 
“consequences” in the first place, there is no way for the public – or FRA decision-makers – to 
assess whether the “improvements” are pertinent, let alone whether they will be effective.  The 
FRA needs to identify the safety risks posed by the Project before it concludes that any 
“improvements” associated with the Project will outweigh those risks.   
 
Fifth, the “improvements” identified in the DEIS are also too vague to support the FRA’s 
conclusion that the Project will be beneficial, or to support an alternative conclusion that those 
improvements will be adequate to mitigate the adverse safety impacts of the Project.  Most 
notably, the DEIS indicates that the FRA “will be publishing recommendations” for the Project’s 
349 at-grade crossings, at some unspecified point in the future.  DEIS at 5-134.  But there is not 
one word about whether those recommendations will actually be implemented by AAF, despite 
clear CEQ guidance requiring a discussion of that topic.  See Forty Most Asked Questions 
Concerning CEQ’s National Environmental Policy Act Regulations, 46 Fed. Reg. 18026 (March 
23, 1981), Question 19b (“to ensure that environmental effects of a proposed action are fairly 
assessed, the probability of the mitigation measures being implemented must also be discussed.”)  
Indeed, the DEIS fails to mention evidence that AAF may actively resist the agency’s safety 
recommendations.  In March 2014, FRA Engineer Frank Fray reported that despite his support of 
the use of a sealed corridor, AAF officials “have openly expressed that the proposed 110 MPH 
segment will NOT incorporate the “Sealed Corridor” concept.”  See Appendix A, F. Frey, On-
Site Engineering Field Report – Part 1, March 20, 2014 (the “March 2014 Field Report”) at 2.  
That evidence of resistance to reasonable safety measures finds no mention in the DEIS, despite 
applicable CEQ guidance requiring the FRA to “acknowledge such opposition.”  Forty Most 
Asked Questions Concerning CEQ’s National Environmental Policy Act Regulations, Question 
19b.  In sum, the vague promise that safety “recommendations” will be made in the future 
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provides no assurance that those recommendations will be pertinent to the actual risks posed by 
the Project, let alone that they will be implemented, even if they are pertinent.  In these 
circumstances, the agency should prepare a supplemental DEIS after it has published its safety 
recommendations for the Project.  See 40 C.F.R. § 1502.9(a) (requiring a supplemental DEIS 
where the initial discussion is so truncated as to preclude “meaningful analysis”). 
 
Sixth, the DEIS’s premature conclusion that the Project will have an “overall beneficial effect” 
on public safety suffers from a separate, additional flaw – it is premised, at least in part, on the 
assertion that the Project will result in “decreased congestion and the potential for fewer 
vehicular crashes.”  DEIS at S-18.  That assertion, to the extent it concerns congestion within the 
Project’s rail corridor, cannot be squared with other parts of the DEIS that conclude the Project 
will increase congestion.  See, e.g., DEIS at S-9 (explaining that the Project “would result in 
some degradation in Levels of Service” along the North-South Corridor).  Alternatively, to the 
extent the assertion about “decreased congestion” concerns congestion along the highways 
between Orlando and Miami, the assertion is premised on an assumption that has inadequate 
factual support; namely, the assumption that the Project will divert a meaningful number of 
riders away from the highway.  As discussed in Section [III.C.1] above, the DEIS presumes that 
riders will be diverted, but does not provide sufficient factual information to assess the viability 
of that assumption.   
 
Seventh, no mention is made in the DEIS of increased risks from additional freight train traffic 
that may be induced by the Project or that it is otherwise reasonably foreseeable as a result of 
other economic developments. 
 
2.   The Project Will Increase the Risk of Potentially Catastrophic Collisions  



That Will Cause Fatalities 
 
Several facts illustrate that the Project will almost surely increase the risk of train collisions – 
collisions with cars, collisions with people and collisions with other trains.  Those facts include, 
at a minimum, the following: 
  



• The Project will retain 349 at-grade crossings, even though there is no 
genuine doubt that at-grade crossings are dangerous and present the 
“opportunity” for crashes.   
 



• The Project will not merely retain the at-grade crossings, but will more 
than triple (from 14 to 52) the number of trains passing through those 
crossings each day, while also potentially nearly quadrupling (from 28.5 
miles per hour to as much as 100 miles per hour) the speed of those trains.   
 



• Pedestrian trespassing along certain parts of the Project’s corridor is 
“epidemic.”  Frey March 2014 Field Report at 3.  Yet AAF appears not to 
have committed to install measures designed to curtail such trespassing.  
 



• Even assuming that the use of double-tracks and positive train control 
technology will help reduce the risk of collisions between passenger trains 











 



42 
 



and freight trains, there are still times when freight and passenger trains 
will be sharing the same track – such as when going over one-track 
bridges.   



 
Regrettably, the DEIS contains almost no discussion of these facts, let alone an attempt to 
explain why these facts should not lead to outright rejection of the Project.  Running passenger 
trains at speeds in excess of 79 miles per hour in the same right of way as freight trains is 
reckless.  In Oregon, Union Pacific Railroad, the owner of a track sought to run high speed 
trains, has sounded the alarm about high speed passenger trains and freight trains sharing the 
same right of way.28  The company stated that it will never allow speeds above 79 miles per hour 
on its tracks; anything faster would be far too dangerous.  Simply put, the facts strongly suggest 
that there will be more frequent and more severe rail-related accidents under the Project than 
under the no-action alternative and the DEIS nowhere provides evidence to the contrary.   
 
Moreover, all of the safety risks identified above are compounded by changing climate 
conditions.  Yet the DEIS fails to grapple with that reality.  The DEIS acknowledges that 
changing climate conditions will adversely affect the Project’s critical infrastructure:   “Bridge 
structures will have increased vulnerability over time; potential infrastructure damage may result 
from flooding, tidal damage, and/or storms.”  DEIS at 5-75.  But the FRA has not integrated that 
fact into its examination of the safety risks posed by the Project, or into its discussion of 
appropriate mitigation measures.  For example, the DEIS does not examine the potential for 
“infrastructure damage” to result in more frequent, or more catastrophic, rail-related accidents.   
 
To fulfil its obligations under NEPA, the FRA should prepare a supplemental DEIS that 
carefully examines the safety risks highlighted above.  It should take a “hard look” at the risk of 
increased train collisions—collisions with vehicles, collisions with people and collisions with 
other trains—by providing a reasonable forecast of where those collisions are likely to occur, 
how frequently they are likely to occur and how much damage they are likely to cause.  It should 
also incorporate the risks created by changing climate conditions into that discussion.  And once 
it has identified the safety risks, it should include a discussion of potential mitigation measures.  
Only at that point will the public – and FRA decision-makers – be in a position to fully 
understand the potential safety impacts of the Project. 
 
3.   The Project Will Consistently Result in Increased Delays for Emergency Vehicles,  
 Potentially Resulting in Increased Fatalities  
 
No question exists that the Project, with 349 at-grade crossings, will cause delays for emergency 
vehicles such as ambulances and fire trucks.  The FRA itself has previously acknowledged as 
much – although not in the DEIS.  Previously, in an environmental impact statement for a 
different proposed high speed rail line, the FRA warned:   
 



                                                 
28  See Ben Jacklet, Comments on high-speed rail in Oregon roll in, Portland Business Journal (Jan. 29, 2013), 
http://www.bizjournals.com/portland/blog/sbo/2013/01/high-speed-rail-comments-roll-in.html?s=print.    





http://www.bizjournals.com/portland/blog/sbo/2013/01/high-speed-rail-comments-roll-in.html?s=print
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At-grade railroad crossings hinder emergency response times when 
trains block the crossings.29 



 
Remarkably, the DEIS for AAF’s high speed rail proposal contains no such warning – even 
though AAF’s Project features 349 more grade crossings than the Fresno-to-Bakersfield project, 
which featured zero grade crossings.  The FRA’s omission of such a critical warning cries out for 
the preparation of a supplemental DEIS.   
 
The Town of Jupiter Island relies on two points of ingress/egress to access the barrier island.  
The north access point along Bridge Road relies on an at-grade crossing just outside of the 
Town’s limits.  The south access located 11 miles (½ hour at the marked speeds) south of the 
north access is connected by a narrow two-lane road.  One access is not an equal substitute for 
the other in times of emergency.  Additionally, all roads leading to the closest hospital serving 
the Town to the South (Jupiter Medical Center) are subject to at grade crossings of the FEC rail. 
 
Any EMS service will be required to cross the FEC twice to serve the Town’s residents, once 
coming to pick them up and once while leaving, doubling the chances for delay.  Of particular 
note is that additional encumbrances upon Bridge Road exist, as within a ½ mile segment 
between the Town and the FEC crossing lies a drawbridge that operates on-demand, a large 
childcare facility, an elementary school, a private grade school and a college all east of the 
tracks.  Limited parking and peak school arrival and pick-up times can cause traffic snarls under 
the best of circumstances.  All of this confusion exists in addition to a signalized intersection and 
the convergence of multiple residential streets and the business district on the west side of the 
tracks.  The intersection is alive with pedestrians and bicyclists.  Drastic increases in rail activity 
will surely heighten safety hazards to children and adults alike. 
 
The present state of congestion during the school year requires wait times exceeding 15 minutes 
without a train requiring further interruption. 
 
Significantly, even extremely short ambulance delays can cost lives.  As Dr. Michael Collins, the 
Medical Director for the Jupiter Medical Center’s emergency department has publicly stated in 
relation to the Project:  
 



Sometimes eight seconds, fifteen seconds, thirty seconds is all we have to save a 
life in the emergency department. I’m very concerned about multiple trains going 
through our community, starting traffic jams that keep ambulances from getting to 
us. We get twenty percent of our patients via ambulance. We get almost all of 
Tequesta’s ambulance patients, and the thought of them waiting behind multiple 
crossings during the day is worrisome to me. Well, you can say that ambulances 
can get through traffic jams because they have horns and sirens, but I’m also 
concerned about physicians that are trying to get to our hospital, obstetricians, 
surgeons, cardiologists, neurologists. Seconds do count in the world of critical 
care, and I feel that All Aboard Florida needs to address these issues to the public. 



                                                 
29 California High-Speed Train Project Final EIR/EIS, Final Environmental Impact Report / Environmental Impact 
Statement and Section 4(f) Evaluation and Draft General Conformity Statement Fresno to Bakersfield Section, at 
3.11-15, available at http://www.hsr.ca.gov/Programs/Environmental_Planning/final_fresno_bakersfield.html  





http://www.hsr.ca.gov/Programs/Environmental_Planning/final_fresno_bakersfield.html
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They need to explain what their plan is to prevent communities from being cut off 
from their hospitals.  In critical care times, seconds count.30 



E. THE DEIS FAILS TO ANALYZE PRACTICABLE ALTERNATIVES THAT 
WOULD NOT DETRIMENTALLY IMPACT NAVIGATION, SAFETY, AND 
THE ENVIRONMENT  



 
The alternatives analysis “is the heart of the environmental impact statement.” 40 C.F.R. 
1502.14.  An EIS is supposed to “[d]evote substantial treatment to each alternative considered in 
detail including the proposed action so that reviewers may evaluate their comparative merits.” 
1502.14(b) (emphasis added). Yet the DEIS defined the purpose of the Project so narrowly that it 
failed to adequately compare reasonable alternatives, specifically the alternative inland CSX 
route.  The Agency dismissed the three alternative routes, including the CSX route, because it 
would be too expensive and time consuming for the company.  See DEIS at 3-10 to 3-11.  As 
discussed in Section III.A, the proposed Project would have an unacceptable detrimental impact 
on maritime navigation.  The CSX alternative, by nature of its inland route, would not encounter 
and create these dangerous navigation conditions.  The CSX alternative would not run through 
such densely populated communities, and therefore, it would not raise such striking safety 
concerns to communities.  



Additionally, the proposed Project represents a significant encroachment on floodplains, yet the 
FRA fails to explore alternatives that are not located in floodplains.  This failure is detailed in 
Section 5 of Indian River Count’s Comments.  See Indian River’s Comments at 13-14.  The 
Agency fails to illustrate why the Project must be located in floodplains, and it also fails to 
demonstrate why non-flood plain construction alternatives are not practicable.  Cf. Sierra Club v. 
Van Antwerp¸709 F. Supp. 2d 1254 (S.D. Fla. 2009), aff’d 362 F. App’x 100 (11th Cir. 2010) 
(holding that the Army Corps of Engineers acted arbitrarily and capriciously in determining that 
a proposed mining project was water dependent and that there were no practicable alternatives to 
mining in the wetlands).   



Finally, the DEIS fails to evaluate each route’s vulnerability to the effects of climate change.  
The proposed Project would run through areas that are most susceptible to rising sea levels and 
storm surges.  Although the proposed route will encounter these effects and would result in 
significant repair and mitigation costs – most likely to the taxpayer – the DEIS does not address 
this reasonably foreseeable impact in its alternatives analysis.  As with navigation and safety 
concerns, the alternative CSX route runs inland and would not be anywhere near as vulnerable to 
the effects of climate change as the proposed route.   



Thus, in order to fulfill “the heart of the environmental impact statement,” the Agency must issue 
a supplemental DEIS that includes a meaningful alternatives analysis addressing these important 
concerns. 



 



                                                 
30 A video of Dr. Collins’ comments can be found here:  http://www.saveourfl.com/news-conference-jupiter-
medical-center/. 





http://www.saveourfl.com/news-conference-jupiter-medical-center/
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F. THE DEIS FAILS TO ADEQUATELY ASSESS CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS 
 
The proposed Project would be a massive undertaking that would require construction over 
multiple years; this would result in significant impacts on surrounding areas, including increased 
traffic congestion and air pollution from diesel construction equipment.  Yet the DEIS merely 
glosses over these impacts with no substantive analyses.  See DEIS at 5-5, 5-14, and 7-4. Indian 
River County does an excellent job describing this concern in its Comments.  See Indian River’s 
comments at 15-16.  We believe these concerns are legitimate and need to be addressed by the 
Agency. 



G. THE DEIS FAILS TO ADEQUATELY ANALYZE THE PROJECT’S 
INCREASED NOISE AND VIBRATION AND THE IMPACTS ON LOCAL 
COMMUNITIES 



 
The DEIS greatly underestimates increases in noise levels and vibration caused by the Project.  
See Indian River’s Comments at 17-21.  The Agency fails to follow its own Noise Manual and 
uses faulty methodology to conclude that “the Project would have no permanent noise impacts.”  
Id. at 21 (quoting DEIS at 5-49).  We believe these concerns are legitimate and need to be 
addressed by the Agency. 



H. THE DEIS IMPROPERLY EXCLUDED LOCAL AUTHORITIES FROM 
 NATIONAL HISTORIC PRESERVATION ACT CONSULTATION 
 
Despite NHPA regulations requiring the Agency to invite local governments to participate in a 
consultation to identify historic and archaeological resources that could be affected by the 
Project, the FRA selectively chose “certified” localities that were more likely to support the 
Project.  See Indian River’s Comments at 21-24.  As Indian River County explains, the flawed 
consultation and the DEIS failed to identify multiple archaeological and historic resources.  We 
believe this concern is legitimate and needs to be addressed by the Agency.  



I. THE DEIS FAILS TO CONSIDER THE PROJECT’S IMPACTS ON 
COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AREAS 



 
The DEIS fails to identify five Community Redevelopment Areas (“CRAs”) in Martin County 
that the Project would bisect.  As Martin County explains in its Comments, the Project would 
have a disproportionate detrimental impact on low-income areas in the County.  The DEIS does 
not address populations that travel primarily by walking and bicycling.  Nor does it address the 
detrimental impact it would have on small businesses in these CRAs.  See Martin County’s 
Comments at 25-31, ex. N.  These are serious concerns that need to be addressed by the Agency. 



J. THE DEIS BASES ITS ENDANGERED SPECIES ANALYSIS ON INCOMPLETE 
OR INADEQUATE WILDLIFE DATA 



 
Martin County raises important concerns related to the DEIS’s flawed endangered species 
analysis.  See Martin County’s Comments at 21-24.  The DEIS fails to (1) identify preserved rare 
and unique upland areas (scrub), (2) provide potential impacts on state and federal listed animal 
and plant species, and (3) provide mitigation measures for these listed animal and plant species. 
We urge the Agency to examine these significant concerns. 
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IV. IF THE PROJECT GOES FORWARD, THE FRA MUST ENSURE THAT 



APPROPRIATE AND MEANINGFUL MITIGATION MEASURES ARE TAKEN 
 
The Town of Jupiter Island is opposed to the Project as currently conceived and urges the FRA 
to reject the Project.  At a minimum, the FRA should prepare a supplemental DEIS that 
adequately addresses all of the concerns identified above, as well as those raised by other parties 
submitting comments on the DEIS.  But if the FRA moves forward with preparation of a Final 
EIS, it must ensure that appropriate mitigation measures are implemented, and it must develop an 
appropriate plan for monitoring the effectiveness of those measures.   
 
It is impossible for the Town to identify – and comment on – all appropriate mitigation measures 
until the FRA (i) provides a comprehensive and accurate account of the Project’s actual safety 
impacts, and (ii) publishes its safety recommendations for the Project.  Nevertheless, even in the 
absence of such information, it is clear that the Agency should implement the following three 
mitigation measures:   
 
First, the Project should not go forward unless the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee, and New River 
bridges are replaced in their entirety with modern, safe bridges that do not adversely impact 
navigation and do no create adverse noise, vibration or visual impacts on the surrounding 
communities.   
 
Second, the Project should not go forward without implementation of a full suite of rail-related 
safety measures – not merely the vague plans discussed in the DEIS (such as the preparation of a 
comprehensive safety plan), but also such the creation of a sealed corridor at all at-grade 
crossings and the installation of pedestrian gates at where sidewalks are present on either side of 
the rail line, at the expense of the project, not the adjoining counties, cities and towns.   
 
Third, the FRA should develop a comprehensive mitigation monitoring plan, to ensure that any 
mitigation measures discussed in the final EIS and committed to by the Agency and AAF are in 
fact implemented.   
 
Indian River and Martin Counties have also identified other specific mitigation measures that 
should be taken.  Finally, the FRA should also compare – in a supplemental DEIS – the pros and 
cons of imposing speed limits at each grade crossing.  It should include in its discussion an 
examination of whether such limits would reduce the risk of potential accidents, and if so, would 
those benefits be offset by increased traffic delays. 
 
V. CONCLUSION 
 
The Project is poorly conceived and threatens unacceptable adverse impacts to the safety and 
welfare of Florida's citizens.  Particularly, as a direct impact to the residents of the Town of 
Jupiter Island, the safety and security of our citizens are threatened by delays to EMS, Medical 
Transport, Fire and Public Safety Officers.  For those reasons, the FRA should reject the Project.  
At a bare minimum, the FRA should refrain from proceeding with the Project until it prepares a 
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supplemental DEIS adequately addressing the concerns raised in these comments and in the 
comments submitted by other concerned citizens and entities. 
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U.S. Department of Transportation 



Federal Railroad Administration 



Office of Safety RRS-23 



Highway Rail Crossing and Trespasser Program Division 



ON-SITE ENGINEERING FIELD REPORT — Part 1 



All Aboard Florida 



Background: 



FRA Headquarters, in conjunction with the Region 3 office, assisted in the diagnostic safety 



review of the Florida East Coast (FEC) Railway grade crossings between Miami-Dade to St. Lucie 



counties. This is due to High Speed Passenger Rail service being planned between Miami and 



Orlando, known as "All Aboard Florida". Beginning February 4, 2014 and ending on March 7, 2014, 



a total of 263 public and private grade crossings were assessed. Participants included officials from 



Florida Depai 	tment of Transportation (FDOT), FEC, All Aboard Florida (AAF); including local city 



and county officials at some locations. 



For the purposes of this report, Part 1 represents the diagnostic review taken place from 



Miami-Dade to St. Lucie Counties. Part 2 designates the diagnostic review from Indian River County 



to Cocoa Beach, which is expected to occur in mid - to - late June 2014. There are approximately 90 



grade crossings in Part 2. The segment between Cocoa Beach and Orlando will be designed for 125 



MPH, however, AAF will not be traversing over any at-grade crossings along that rail corridor. 



Scope: 



Crossing locations between Miami to north of West Palm Beach are being designed for a 



maximum authorized speed of 79 MPH. The 110 MPH segment begins/ends at 30th Street in West 



Palm Beach (milepost 297.40), and continues through the Private Road Crossing in Indrio (milepost 



233.90). Within the 110 MPH segment, train speeds are lowered to conventional rail limits where 



civil constraints exist; such as curves or draw bridges, which are noted on the accompanying field 



design plans. 



Currently the design plans are at 30%. The next reiteration will be at 90%. Therefore, the 



decisions for the grade crossing signaling equipment and warning devices will be determined fairly 



soon. 



The existing crossing signaling equipment contain a mix of signal cases and relay houses, 



equipped with either Phase Motion Detectors (PMD-1) or HXP 3R2's highway crossing processors. 
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Each crossing location will eventually consist of relay houses equipped with GE Transportation's 



ElectroLoglXS XP4 for constant warning time as part of this project For 110 MPH, the crossing 



circuits beyond the 79 MPH standard will utilize a GE device linked through the PTC system for the 



advanced crossing starts. The technology will diagnose a health check to determine whether or not 



all roadway/pedestrian gates are in the down position. 



Results: 



Of the 263 grade crossings in Part 1, there are 57 crossing locations affected for Sealed 



Corridor treatments within the 110 MPH territory. Officials from All Aboard Florida passenger rail 



project (herein the "Project") have openly expressed that the proposed 110 MPH segment will NOT 



incorporate the "Sealed Corridor" concept as outlined in FRA's Highway-Rail Grade Crossing 



Guidelines for High-Speed Passenger Rail, Version 1.0 (November 2009). They stated that since 



these are "guidelines, not regulations" as quoted on page iii, in which they are not obligated to 



incorporate any of the described crossing treatments as illustrated in the document. The Project 



estimates that in doing so would incur an additional financial burden of about $47 mil. 



In my professional opinion, I respectfully disagree with the Project's approach in that they 



are not exercising appropriate safety practices and reasonable care when designing for High Speed 



Passenger Rail service. I explained to the entire diagnostic team how important it was to adopt the 



principles of the Sealed Corridor approach. However, it was clearly evident that the Project was not 



pursuing such concept 



As a result, the Project has directed their signaling engineering consultants to design 



crossings to ONLY accommodate for the additional track while complying with the MUTCD - but not 



to incorporate any of the Sealed Corridor treatments. Furthermore, since there is a completely 



different philosophical view towards safety between the Project and I, the accompanying marked-



up design plans and field notes are notably different  from the Project's design plans; particularly 



along the 110 MPH segment. The Project has been maintaining a running log noting my Sealed 



Corridor recommendations. 



Officials from FDOT's Rail Office are not taking a position, one way or the other, at this time. 
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Safety Recommendations: 



The following are recommendations made to the Project based upon my on-site field assessments 



during the diagnostic safety review: 



A. Pedestrian gates - there are certain locations along the corridor in which sidewalks are 



present on both sides of the railroad right-of-way, but do not follow through. Some of these 



sidewalks do not comply with today's ADA's standards, however pedestrian travel is 



evident due to the worn foot path on the surface, and general witnessing of usage. Typically 



the roadway gate covers the entrance side of the adjacent sidewalk, but there are no 



pedestrian gates on the opposite quadrants. The Project stated if there is no agreement 



with the city or county for the service and maintenance of a pedestrian gate assembly, they 



will not install them. 



Trespassing is an epidemic along this corridor. Rather than encourage it, it is recommended 



per my field notes at those particular locations to equip sidewalk approaches with a visual 



and gated barrier. This is to provide safe passage of pedestrians through a very active rail 



line and prevents those from walking into an open railway corridor; or directing them onto 



the street - irrespective if there is an agreement or not. 



B. Vehicle Presence Detection - for those public and private crossings between 80-110 MPH 



in Part 1 to be equipped with a Vehicle Presence Detection ("VPD") system. The entire FEC 



corridor is equipped with Cab Signaling control. Presence detection will serve as a long term 



obstacle system, where the presence of a vehicle within the crossing area for a fixed length 



of time would be reported as an alarm through the remote monitoring system, irrespective 



of the approach of a train. Subsequently, for those 3-Quadrant and 4-Quadrant gated grade 



crossings between 80 - 110 MPH (as identified further below), it is recommended that either 



through the activation of a loop detector and/or a vertical exit gate (indicating a roadway 



vehicle is occupying the crossing) that a vehicle is detected by the train as a "feedback loop" 



of information; resulting in a loss of cab-signals, thus placing the train in an automatic speed 



restriction. 



Motor vehicles stalled, or trapped on a crossing due to queuing, present a derailment 



hazard; and in multiple track territory or where freight equipment is standing on adjacent 



sidings or industry tracks, derailments can result in catastrophic secondary collisions. 



Therefore, presence detection providing feedback to the train control system to high speed 
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trains traveling along this FEC corridor be active in order to minimize the possibility of 



derailments as well. 



Recommending a VPD system is due to the following safety reasons: 



1. Field observations with vehicular traffic stopping on tracks 



2. Safety concerns expressed by city, county and FDOT officials 



3. Several crossings with reduced or no vehicle clearance at roadway T-intersections 



4. Vehicles yielding to oncoming traffic while on tracks at non-signalized T-



intersections 



5. Motorists / Commercial Vehicles queuing over tracks due to 4-way stop 



intersection, and vehicles entering adjacent driveways and parking lots 



6. The multiple track surfaces enables motorists to make U-turns or cut thru's easier 



7. Severely skewed crossings 



8. Acute-angled crossings with main gates perpendicular to the vehicular roadway 



C. Sealed Corridor Treatments - the following grade crossing locations arc the 



recommended Sealed Corridor Treatments required by the Project to install: 



Four-Quadrant Gates (also referred as exit gates) (41) 



Street Name City/Town Milepost DOT # 



30th  Street West Palm Beach 297.40 272 406 1 



Inlet Blvd. Rivera Beach 295.45 272 400 T 



Flagler Street Rivera Beach 295.15 272 399 B 



Silver Beach Road Lake Park 293.75 272 389 V 



Park Ave Lake Park 293.30 272 387 G 



Richard Road Palm Beach Gardens 292.20 272 385 T 



Lighthouse Drive Palm Beach Gardens 291.70 272 384 L 



RCA Blvd. Palm Beach Gardens 290.30 272 382 X 



Fred Small Road Jupiter 286.20 273 020 P 



Toney Penna Dr. * Jupiter 284.20 272 378 H 



Gleason Street Hobe Sound 274.50 272 367 V 



Bridge Road Hobe Sound 274.10 272 366 N 



Pettway Street Hobe Sound 272.70 272 365 G 



Crossrip Street Salerno 271.40 272 362 L 



Osprey Street Salerno 270.90 272 934 K 
Cove Road Salerno 267.14 272 359 D 



Broward Street Salerno 266.80 272 358 W 



Salerno Road Salerno 266.60 272 357 P 



Seaward Street ** Salerno 266.50 272 356 H 
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Monterey Road Stuart 263.30 272 353 M 



SR AlA Stuart 262.50 272 350 S 



Florida Street Stuart 262.30 272 349 X 



Palmetto Drive Rio 257.40 272 342 A 



Jenson Beach Blvd. Rio 256.80 272 340 L 



Pitchford Land* *  Rio 256.20 272 338 K 



Skyline Drive Rio 255.50 272 337 D 



County Line Road Rio 255.30 272 336 W 



Walton Road Walton 252.50 272 332 U 



Midway Road Walton 246.30 272 331 M 



Savannah Road Fort Pierce 243.80 272 330 F 



No. Bch. Causeway Indrio j 239.80 272 218 U 



Shimoner Ln. *** lndrio 239.50 272 217 M 



Tarmac Road*** lndrio 239.20 272 215 Y 



St. Lucie Lane Indrio 238.80 272 214 S 



Chamberlain Blvd. lndrio 238.40 272 213 K 



Milton Road lndrio 237.80 272 211 W 



Torpey Road lndrio 237.10 272 210 P 



Rouse Road Indrio 236.70 272 209 V 



Michigan Street Indrio 236.10 272 208 N 



Wilcox Road lndrio 235.60 272 207 G 



Harbor Branch Rd Indrio 235.10 272 206 A 



* - Last crossing location (northbound) for proposed Tri-Rail service 



** - Recommend to be CLOSED 



*** - Private Crossing 



100-foot Non-traversable Medians * (7) 



Street Name City/Town Milepost DOT # 
is 



36 	Street West Palm Beach 297.10 272 405 C 



45 th  Street West Palm Beach 296.65 272 403 N 



49 th  Street West Palm Beach 296.30 272 240 G 



County Line Road Hobe Sound 280.90 272 372 S 



Park Road Hobe Sound 277.70 272 370 D 



SR AlA ** Salerno 268.65 272 360 X 



Avenue A Fort Pierce 241.30 272 238 F 



* Please note: if for any reason the Project and the respective municipality cannot agree on 



the median treatment, then those location(s) be equipped with exit gates. 



** Medians to he at least 150-feet each approach due to severe roadway skew. 
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Three -Quadrant Gates (due to a median present on the opposite side) (6) 



Street Name City/Town Milepost DOT # 



Blue Heron Blvd. Rivera Beach 294.90 272 390 P 



Burns Road Palm Beach Gardens 290.80 272 383 E 



Hood Road Palm Beach Gardens 288.50 272 380 J 



Donald Ross Road Palm Beach Gardens 287.20 272 379 P 



lndiantown Road Jupiter 283.60 272 377 B 



Orange Avenue Fort Pierce 241.50 272 239 M 



Private (6 locations within 110 MPH) 



Street Name City/Town Milepost DOT # 



Miracle Way * Rio 257.10 272 341 T 



Pitchford Lnd ** Rio 256.20 272 338 K 



Shimoner Ln lndrio 239.50 272 217 M 



Tarmac Road ** lndrio 239.20 272 215 Y 



Private Road * Indrio 234.50 272 205 T 



Private Road * lndrio 233.90 272 204 L 



*- Recommend locked gate with procedures seeking permission from R.R. dispatch to cross. 



**- Recommend the Project to equip with Four-Quadrant Gates (including VPD) 



Closed (17) 	Please note: Officials from the city or county are not taking a position, one 



way or the other, at this time. 



Street Name City/Town Milepost DOT # 



179th  Street Aventura 353.60 272 602 R 



141st  Street * North Miami Beach 356.12 272 609 N 



Third Street Hallandale 350.30 272 591 F 



Monroe Street Hollywood 349.03 272 588 X 



Fillmore Street Hollywood 348.52 272 585 C 



Garfield Street Hollywood 348.07 272 582 G 



Dania Blvd * Dania Beach 345.94 272 574 P 



First Street * Dania Beach 345.81 272 573 H 



22 nd Street Fort Lauderdale 342.96 272 566 X 
D 



9i Street Fort Lauderdale 341.80 272 661 N 



6 th  Street * Fort Lauderdale 341.56 272 559 M 



5th  Street * Fort Lauderdale 341.45 272 558 F 



g od  Street Pompano Beach 333.31 272 534 5 



4th  Street Deerfield Beach 327.41 272 513 Y 



2"d  Street Deerfield Beach 326.81 272 511 K 



Hunter Street West Palm Beach 303.18 272 450 W 



Seaward Street Salerno 266.50 272 356 H 



*- or possible one-way 
"- only crossing to be closed along 110 MPH segment 
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Conclusion: 



Based upon my professional background and experience in regards to grade crossing safety, 



I strongly recommend officials from All Aboard Florida to adhere to the principles as outlined in the 



FRA's guidelines for Emerging High-Speed Rail (80-110 MPH). In doing so incorporates the 



optimum safety practices in the engineering and design of their crossing locations for the following 



reasons: 



I. The operating dynamics are significantly changing within the existing environment of 



the grade crossings, along with an already an active freight operation that will include: 



The addition of 16 round-trip trains (32 total) at 110 MPH 



The eventual inclusion of Tri-rail Commuter Rail service, which will add 74 trains. 



Changing from single track to multiple track configurations. 



II. Densely settled neighborhoods with congested roadways 



Ill. 	As many as 5 traffic lanes in the oncoming direction at T-intersections 



In summary, as the travelling public begins to assimilate to a substantial increase in railroad 



operations - by incorporating enhanced railroad signaling technology and increased active highway 



warning devices are paramount to ensuring safety awareness as both entities interact with one 



another. Therefore, equipping crossing locations with the recommended actions, as outlined above 



in this report, will dramatically reduce potential safety hazards and catastrophic events. 



Report Respectfully Submitted By: 



Frank A. Frey, Gen. Engineer-HSR 



Federal Railroad Administration I U.S. DOT 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
RRS-23 I W33-447 
Washington, DC 20590 
(202) 493-0130 
iPhone (202) 738-2195 



frank.frey@dot.gov  



March 20, 2014 
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B. Frank Cerabino, All Aboard Florida’s ridership estimates a field of dreams, Palm 
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a/nh82M/?icmp=pbp_internallink_textlink_apr2013_pbpstubtomypbp_launch  
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Cerabino: All Aboard Florida’s ridership estimates a field of dreams 
The Palm Beach Post 
By Frank Cerabino  
 
Now that the groundbreaking of the All Aboard Florida station in West Palm Beach has begun 
we can all look forward to the near future when 3.4-5.1 million train passengers a year will be 
stopping or passing through the yet-to-be-built downtown station. 
 
At least that’s the projected figures from a ridership survey proffered by the rail company. 
 
Where exactly are all these future riders? Who knows? 
 
They weren’t at the groundbreaking on the new station. It was closed to the public. 
Maybe they were riding Tri-Rail that day. Last year, Tri-Rail, a government subsidized rail 
service between Miami and West Palm Beach, had 4.4 million riders. 
 
You think these rail commuters are going to jump to All Aboard Florida for a quicker trip with 
fewer stops and more comfort? 
 
Maybe some will. 
 
But considering that you can get from Miami to West Palm Beach on Tri-Rail for $6.90, and that 
the Miami-to-West Palm Beach ticket on All Aboard Florida has been projected to be as low as 
$23.77, I’m guessing all those job commuters and students I see on Tri-Rail aren’t waiting for the 
day that they can more-than-triple their commuting costs. 
 
Public transportation in South Florida is essentially what people do when they don’t have a 
better option. 
 
So maybe it’s the tourists who will bring this gleaming new All Aboard Florida station in West 
Palm Beach to life. 
 
Let’s look at the math. 
 
The ridership survey’s conservative estimate is that 1.94 million people a year will ride All 
Aboard Florida just between its Miami, Fort Lauderdale and West Palm Beach stations. And 
then another 1.53 million will be taking the train each year between the South Florida stations 
and Orlando, the line’s other stop. 
 
When you add all those short and long-haul trips, you get the 3.47 million that is the line’s 
conservative estimate of expected riders for the year. 
 
There are 16 trains going each way every day, and a capacity of 400 seats on each train. So you 
can break down these yearly estimates in numbers that are easier to envision. 
 











It breaks down to 9,509 riders a day. And if you divide them equally over the 16 trips going 
north and 16 trips going south each day, you end up with each train car filled with 297 riders — 
making each train three-quarters filled. 
 
Do you believe that? 
 
Do you think that the 9 p.m. southbound train pulling into West Palm Beach on a Monday in 
late August is going to have nearly 300 people aboard? 
 
I don’t either. 
 
Well, that’s just an average. So maybe the summer trains will be nearly empty. OK, if so, that 
would mean that 600 or 700 people would have to be riding those 400-seat trains during the 
tourist season. 
 
And according to the projections, most of those riders will be just going between Miami and 
West Palm Beach. 
 
For what, exactly? What will make tourists line up to spend about $50 per person for a round-
trip ticket between Miami and West Palm Beach? 
 
Maybe some things will. But to make these ridership numbers work, you’d need 1.94 million 
tourists lining up for the higher-priced version of South Florida rail travel every year. And if 
you divide that by 365 days in a year, and then divide again by the 32 daily trains, you get 166 
tourists on each train between Miami, Fort Lauderdale and West Palm Beach. All year long. For 
every train. 
 
That’s putting a lot of pressure on the quilt shows at the Palm Beach County Convention 
Center. 
 
And these estimates are the conservative ones. If you look at All Aboard Florida’s rosiest 
projection of 5. 1 million annual riders in 2019, that would put an average of 437 people on each 
of the 400-seat trains all year long. 
 
So I look at this month’s groundbreaking for the All Aboard Florida station in West Palm Beach 
as more of an act of faith than an act of construction. 
 
Like that heart-warming tale of the baseball diamond carved out in an Iowa cornfield, we’ve 
entered the realm of magical realism, a build-it-and-they-will-come era. 
 
We’re building a track of dreams, a dream that’s a lot easier to believe if you avoid looking at 
the numbers. 
 
 
See the original article here: The Palm Beach Post 
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From: Nuevo, Mario
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, October 22, 2014 3:53:54 PM


I have lived in Miami for over 45 years and I am extremely supportive of having an alternative mode
 of transportation between Miami and Orlando.  This passenger rail service will not only connect the
 State’s major urban areas in Southeast Florida, but will provide an alternative mode between two
 major destinations in Florida.  This will also serve Florida’s economic engine - tourism.  I am in full
 support of this project and look forward to someday taking my family on a trip to Orlando and using
 it to conduct my business within the of Florida.
 
Mario Nuevo, P.E.
Director, Business Development
URS Corporation
Civil Construction & Mining Group
7650 Corporate Center Drive
Suite 400
Miami, Florida 33126
(305) 322-8449 Mobile
(305) 513-3507 Office
mario.nuevo@urs.com


 


This e-mail and any attachments contain URS Corporation confidential information that may be proprietary or privileged. If
 you receive this message in error or are not the intended recipient, you should not retain, distribute, disclose or use any of
 this information and you should destroy the e-mail and any attachments or copies.
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From: Monique Miller
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Comments on DEIS for All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:55:31 PM
Attachments: AAF Safety Article.pdf


Three-Part Investigative Article on AAF.pdf
AAF Funding Mechanisms.pdf


Dear Mr. Winkle;
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS) for All
 Aboard Florida (AAF)’s project.  I have spent the last several months researching AAF’s high-speed
 rail plans and understanding the impacts it will have on my community, Brevard and Indian River
 Counties. I’ve written extensively on the subject, and my articles have been published by several
 central Florida news outlets, including  Vero Beach Press Journal, Space Coast Daily, Eye on Brevard
 and Stuart News.  These articles do a good job of explaining my concerns, so I have attached those
 that are relevant to this email as part of my comments.
 
I have also invested a great deal of time in reading the DEIS. My conclusions about AAF’s impact are
 significantly different from those in the DEIS, and these differences have led me to voice my
 concerns with you today. Though there are impacts from many aspects of the project that concern
 me, I have chosen to focus my comments on three of them:
 


1.       Safety – Florida East Coast Industries (FECI), AAF’s parent company, owns and manages the
 corridor AAF is proposing to use. Unfortunately, the corridor is one of the deadliest in the
 country. The primary reason it is such a dangerous corridor is its proximity to large
 population centers. Please find attached an article I wrote on AAF safety, which outlines my
 concerns in detail. The article was published last month in Stuart News.
 


2.       Financial  - Because AAF does not stop in either Brevard or Indian River Counties, the
 project does not provide any direct benefits to my community. Not only does it not benefit
 my community, it will have enormous cost impacts on local governments along the FEC rail
 corridor, including mine.  I explore this further in my attached three-part investigative
 article on AAF.
 
The local taxpayers in my community have been hit with two devastating challenges in the
 past five years:  1.  The Indian River Lagoon, a National Estuary, which is the backbone of the
 local economy, has been stricken by a series of problems, leading to the death of its grasses
 and many of its creatures;  2. The Space Coast has suffered the loss of much of its namesake
 industry, due to changes in federal priorities for NASA and its programs. Unfortunately,
 these problems hit us in the middle of an economic downturn, magnifying their impacts.
 Our county and city governments do not have the resources they need to address these
 critical issues. To add anything more to our plates now would be unconscionable.
 
The costs AAF’s high-speed trains will have on our communities is far from clear. The only
 thing we know for certain is that we don’t know exactly what will be needed and who will be
 responsible for paying for it. Significant upgrades to grade crossings, the implementation of
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AAF: The Safety of High Speed Rail in Populated Areas 



For months, we have discussed the many impacts AAF will have on our communities. There has been a 
tendency to focus on how those impacts translate into costs, but we seem to have overlooked the human 
costs.  



The environmental impact study (EIS), which was paid for by AAF, was submitted to the Federal Railroad 
Administration (FRA) as part of AAF’s application for a $1.75 Billion federally subsidized loan. The study, 
released last month, concludes, “The Project would not appreciably affect public health, safety and 
security in the rail corridor.”  
 
A brief analysis of the facts contradicts the EIS conclusions on several fronts: 
 
1. Over the past 15 years (1999 – 2013), there have been 221 fatalities along the FEC corridor from 



Miami to Cocoa. It is one of the deadliest corridors in the country. Under AAF’s plan, the number of 
trains will increase by over 300%, and the speed of the trains will double and even triple, relative to 
freight operations.  



 
Technologies can be implemented to mitigate some of the increased risk. AAF is required by law to 
use Positive Train Control (PTC) technology by 2015. Unfortunately, PTC is designed to avoid 
accidents caused by human error, and, according to CityLab.com’s Eric Jaffe, only 35% of all rail 
accidents are caused by human error. What is AAF doing to mitigate the remaining 65%? 
 
About 75 percent, 171 deaths, occurred on the right of way, outside of at-grade crossings, and 
involve trespassers. AAF offers nothing to address this problem. Setting aside the increased speed, 
we can conclude that the number of trespasser deaths could increase by the same percentage as the 
number of trains using the corridor. This could result in an additional 340 deaths along the FEC 
corridor in AAF’s first 15 years of operation.  
 



2. FRA has strenuous requirements for grade crossing and safety equipment for trains traveling 111 
mph, but the same is not true for trains traveling 110 mph. For example, trains going 111 mph must 
implement barriers at crossings that are capable of stopping vehicle impact and track intrusion, as 
well as electronic warning systems.  For trains traveling 110 mph, the FRA simply recommends “the 
most sophisticated warning or traffic control devices that fit the location”, which does not have specific 
requirements. 
 
The EIS is basing its safety impact study on the promise that AAF will make safety improvements, but 
no details are offered to explain what will be done, and, whether they will fully comply with FRA the 
On-Site Engineering Field Reports. In addition, the power to regulate safety is nebulous. It appears 
the sole authority to impose requirements is FDOT, and they have not made public their 
requirements.  
 



3. AAF will be sharing the rail corridor with its parent company’s freight operations. Mixed use tracks 
present additional challenges. US Sugar recently built a 100 million gallon ethanol production facility 
in Clewiston, and the Florida taxpayers just agreed to pay $30 million to upgrade its privately owned 
railroad, South Central Florida Express, which connects with FEC in Fort Pierce for distribution of its 
products.  



 
Will FEC be equipped to transport ethanol, which is more explosive than oil, through the middle of 
significant population centers? How comfortable should we be with this arrangement when AAF has 
presented no detailed safety plan? How will FEC ensure its freight trains can safely dodge AAF’s 110 
mph passenger trains?  
 
The EIS did not assess the consequences of a derailment, either by a high-speed train or a freight 
train full of ethanol or tar. 
 











According to Brian Gilleran, FRA Grade Crossing Safety Engineer, “As train speeds increase, any 
condition that could result in train derailment becomes of greater concern. Any number of unforeseen 
events, such as motor vehicle brake failure, slick road surfaces, motorist errors, or other factors may 
result in a vehicle going through a lowered gate just prior to train arrival. At higher train speeds, the 
derailment potential is increased for a train collision with an errant motor vehicle on the crossing.” 



 
AAF has not adequately explained its safety improvement plans, and the EIS has done an inadequate 
job, drawing conclusions about safety in the total absence of any specifics or substantiation. AAF has 
made no commitment to implement specific mitigation equipment and technologies, and because of the 
110 mph speed, there appears to be no single agency responsible for holding AAF legally accountable for 
its safety choices.  
 
Nonetheless, Florida’s precious coastal communities will have to live with the consequences. 
 
Comments about the EIS for AAF’s project are due December 3rd, 2014.  
 
By email:  
Mr. John Winkle  
AAF_comments@vhb.com.  
 
By mail:  
Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration  
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 
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Part 1: Hedge Fund Railroad: The Truth about ‘All Aboard Florida’ 
By Monique Miller   
 
In 2007, Fortress Investment Group, a multinational, financial investment firm, which, as of December 2013, has over 
$61 billion in assets under management, purchased two Florida-based companies: Flagler and Florida East Coast 
Railway. Flagler is largely a holding company for real estate, which includes a railroad corridor that runs along Florida’s 
east coast, from Miami to Jacksonville. Florida East Coast Railway operates rail service, transporting freight between 
the Port of Miami, Port Everglades and Jacksonville. 
 
From these and other investments, Fortress now owns a massive shipping, infrastructure and rail conglomerate called 
Florida East Coast Industries (FECI), LLC. Among the companies under this umbrella is All Aboard Florida, which is 
FECI’s only consumer business.  
 
All Aboard Florida is a high-speed passenger rail service between Orlando and Miami that is scheduled to begin 
operating in 2015. Initially, the service was going to offer many stops along the way, but as the company’s plans 
crystalized, many along the rail corridor have learned that the train would merely be going through, rather than to, their 
area. 
 
FECI owns the rail lines and rights of way along the proposed route for the new passenger service. Flagler acquired the 
land for the rail corridor in the late 1800s and, as Florida’s coastal communities developed, they local governments were 
granted the right to build and maintain road crossings to traverse the corridor’s train tracks. Today, this arrangement is 
still in place, so, provided their projects meets building code and land-use requirements, it’s perfectly within FECI’s right 
to expand and upgrade its rail service. However, as the launch of the passenger service approaches, Flagler’s old 
arrangement is causing new problems.  
 
County and city taxpayers are responsible for upgrades and maintenance to the rail crossings. When the regional 
planning groups approved this project, they understood that passenger trains would be stopping in their area, bring 
tourists and providing a valuable service to their residents. Then, FECI disclosed that the trains would only be stopping 
in Miami, Fort Lauderdale, West Palm Beach and Orlando. The cities and counties in between were left with large, 
ongoing costs and no benefits. 
 
Despite growing anger and frustration in areas that will not benefit from the 32 high-speed trains going by each day, 
there is little recourse available, if the facts about FECI and Flagler’s legacy arrangement are true. Or is there? 
 
All Aboard Florida makes a point of describing itself as a “private company”, perhaps as a means of preempting 
challenges to its property rights. However, a private company, whose projects are not privately funded, is not the same 
thing and does not enjoy the same privacy rights as a private company.  
 
As it turns out, despite FECI’s enormous wealth, the vast majority of their projects and those that their projects depend 
on to be successful are highly subsidized by federal, state and local government taxpayers. For example, 
 



- It’s hard to have a successful passenger rail service without a train station. The passenger line’s terminus in 
Orlando will be entirely paid for by Florida taxpayers to the tune of $230 million.1 
 



- According to Progressive Railroading, In November 2013, the U.S. Department of Transportation awarded a 
$14 million Transportation Investment Generating Economic Recovery (TIGER V) grant to FDOT to cover a 
portion of the project for FECI.2 
 



- Because the railroad needs to connect to other public transportation to be useful to consumers, FECI’s value is 
dependent on its ability to link to South Florida Rapid Transit Authority (SFRTA) lines at South Florida stops. 
Fortunately, the taxpayers spared FECI from having to make that investment as well by committing $600 – 800 
million of their own money to expand SFRTA and connect the two lines.3 
 



- In an attempt to offset some of the costs to local governments along the rail corridor for the rail crossing 
upgrades, the Florida legislature allocated $10 million in the 2014 – 2015 budget. Now all Floridians are helping 
to pay for rail service most cannot use. Unfortunately, the upgrade estimates for just one county, Broward, are 
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over $13 million, so the small appropriation from Tallahassee is not going to have much of an impact on the 
cost for Broward and the other five counties involved.4 
 



- All About Florida, as its own entity, a limited liability corporation (LLC), has applied for a federally subsidized 
Railroad Rehabilitation & Improvement Financing (RRIF) loan for about $1.5 billion in taxpayer money. These 
loans do not require the barrower to provide collateral.5    



 
 
Part 2: Was it ever about passenger rail? Connecting the dots … and the ports 
By Monique Miller 
 
The Florida Chamber Foundation recently published an update to their 2010 study called “Made for Trade: Florida 
Trade and Logistics 2.0”. The original study asked Florida’s Governor, Legislature and business community to address 
an opportunity presented by the widening of the Panama Canal. The updated report offers specific goals and priorities 
for Florida’s infrastructure and transport supply chains. 
 
FECI was one of the sponsors of the Chamber’s report, and it did not mention anything about the need to increase 
passenger rail in Florida. So why would a huge, multinational investment firm suddenly be so interested in creating 
passenger rail service between Miami and Orlando? After all, consumer travel services are a notable departure from 
FECI’s primary business.   
 
It is worth pointing out that compared to the alternatives, FECI would have a much easier time selling the local 
governments along their rail corridor on the idea of passenger service as a reason to upgrade the tracks and 
infrastructure. After all, the promise of FECI trains bringing hordes of tourists to coastal towns would be irresistible to 
even the most cautious elected official. In reality, however, passenger rail has been notoriously unprofitable in modern 
times. People simply don’t take trains in a country that is built for cars when just about everyone owns at least one car. 
 
Suspicious of FECI’s claims about the viability of another passenger train, Florida NOT All Aboard, a Martin County-
based group that is against the project, asked for the feasibility study conducted by FECI. Despite the efforts of many, 
no one has been able to gain access to the study. This, again, raises suspicion that FECI has ulterior motives.  
 
Another way to gauge FECI’s intensions is to look at where it is spending its money, in the context of its current 
operating environment. There are a number of infrastructure projects happening in south Florida right now:  
 



1. To make way for larger boats coming through the Panama Canal to dock in the Port of Miami, there is a 
massive dredging project underway. Florida taxpayers are contributing at least half of the $220 million project, 
while Miami-Dade is footing the rest of the bill.6 
 



2. In order to bring freight rail service right to the Port of Miami, two projects were needed:  
 



a. The FEC/Port of Miami project, which extends the rail lines, will be funded with a $22.8 million 
Transportation Investment Generating Economic Recovery (TIGER) grant from the U.S. Department of 
Transportation; $10.9 million from FDOT; $10.9 million from FEC; and $4.8 million from the port. 7 
 



b. A $1 billion tunnel is needed to allow the trains to get across to the Port of Miami. Who paid? Florida 
taxpayers did, and will be doing for many years to come. The State of Florida paid for half of the design 
and construction costs while Miami-Dade and the City of Miami are paying the other half. Additionally, 
instead of collecting tolls, which would align the costs with those using the tunnel, the State of Florida 
decided to use statewide funds to pay a foreign company that was hired to operate and maintain the 
tunnel over the next 30 years. 8  



  
3. According to a Broward County News Release in October 2013, Port Everglades will soon be more accessible 



by rail, too, “[Costs for the Port Everglades Intermodal Container Transfer Facility (ICTF)] will be covered by an 
$18 million intermodal system grant from the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT); $5 million equity 
contribution from FECI; $30 million loan that FECI has applied for through a state infrastructure bank; and $19.8 
million in land value that the port is contributing through a "nominal" lease rate.” 9 
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Perhaps not coincidentally, the only company that provides intermodal freight rail service to those ports is FECI. Their 
website boasts of their ability to ship anywhere within the continental US from Port Everglades within four days. Given 
their monopoly position at the two ports, one wonders why taxpayers are expending their precious resources to build 
this infrastructure instead of the multi-billion-dollar corporation that stands to benefit so substantially from it. 
 



Part 3: The Quietest Bill Passage of the Legislative Session: HB 7175 



Toward the end of the last legislative session in Tallahassee, HB 7175 was passed. Most people have not heard 
anything about this impressive, 128-page “Transportation Bill”. Perhaps, trains, planes and automobiles are not the 
most exciting topics, but, due to the rarity of its occurrence, bipartisanship usually gets attention. This Bill was not only 
bipartisan, it was unopposed. Not a single legislator in either house voted against it. 
 
A unanimous vote on a 128-page bill? It must be good, right? Well, it depends who is asking.  
 
Some of the language in the Bill’s summary looked similar to a report by the Florida Chamber, referenced in the 
previous segment of this article (Made for Trade: Florida Trade and Logistics 2.0). Upon closer inspection, it is clear that 
the Chamber’s report, which was, in-part, sponsored by FECI, significantly influenced the contents of HB 7175. 
 
First, it’s important to understand the businesses that comprise FECI. According to their website, they have the following 
affiliate companies:  



· Flagler, a full-service commercial real estate company 
· All Aboard Florida – privately owned, operated and maintained intercity passenger rail 
· South Florida Logistics Services –offers a wide range of logistics services and solutions 
· Parallel Infrastructure – a leader in third-party Right of Way (ROW) management services  



 
A quick visit to Parallel Infrastructure’s website offered more detailed information about third-party Right of Way 
management services, and there were very obvious “parallels” with the broad subjects covered in HB 7175.  
 



Products + Services Offered by FECI Section of HB 7175 



Real Estate Portfolio (property adjacent to right 
of way) 



Modifies the terms and conditions under which DOT 
may sell or lease properties acquired for rights of 
way that are not needed 



Right of Way Management Revises the way DOT can acquire properties for use 
in rights of way 



Outdoor Advertising Revises provisions related to outdoor advertising 



Wireless Communications Allows DOT to factor future revenues from leases 
from wireless communications facilities and use 
those revenues to invest in additional transportation 
infrastructure projects 



Transportation (Rail) Projects Relaxes reporting requirements for transportation 
projects 



Transportation Infrastructure Revises mitigation system for environmental impact 
of infrastructure projects 



Revises the use of DOT assets to generate revenue 
streams, which can be reinvested in infrastructure 
projects 











Published in Space Coast Daily on June 20, 2014 
http://spacecoastdaily.com/2014/06/your-opinion-monique-miller-on-all-aboard-florida/ 
 
 
It is concerning that the same agency, FL DOT, which has the right to confiscate property, under eminent domain, now 
also has the right to use that property to generate new revenues for the State of Florida. And those revenues are to be 
used for additional transportation projects, including the confiscation of additional property. Assuming FL DOT’s primary 
objective is to serve the interests of Florida’s citizens, this situation presents a conflict of interest. 
 
There were two other significant components to HB 7175. It creates a strategic airport initiative, which allows the DOT to 
provide up to 100% of the cost of airport projects needed by Enterprise Florida or Space Florida. It also requires the 
DOT to consult with “Enterprise Florida” before making and approving economic development transportation project 
contracts. Enterprise Florida was one of the main contributors to the Florida Chamber’s transportation report, and the 
strategic airport initiative was a direct recommendation in the report.  
 
Weren’t elected officials supposed to be looking out for the best interests of Floridians up in Tallahassee? It appears the 
citizens need to hire a lobbyist away from the Chamber of Commerce. These public-private ventures are costing the 
people a fortune, but a few, handpicked companies are making out nicely.  
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They Just Need $500 Million More…Will You Help? 



Are you confused about All Aboard Florida’s plans? Information about their high-speed passenger rail 
service from Orlando to Miami has been coming in at a furious pace.  Here’s a brief overview to help you 
understand where things stand and how you can submit your opinion to the Federal Railroad 
Administration (FRA).  



All Aboard Florida (AAF)’s application to the FRA required an Environmental Impact Study (EIS). As Rich 
Campbell pointed out in a recent TCPalm editorial, the EIS was developed using data that was largely 
provided by AAF, and AAF paid a vendor to create the study. Unfortunately, AAF has been unwilling to 
release the economic feasibility study that serves as the basis for their investment in this project. Select 
economic figures were included in an addendum to the EIS.  
 
The draft EIS was released in September, and the public has until December 3 to submit comments 
about it to the FRA. Each week over the next five weeks, I’ll dig into a different area of impact covered by 
the 520-page EIS to understand how the Space and Treasure Coasts will be affected. The subjects will 
include: safety, the environment, infrastructure, alternatives and the community. 
 
It is not clear which government subsidized funding mechanism AAF will use to get the nearly $2 billion in 
capital it needs to upgrade its parent company’s rail infrastructure and build new track from Cocoa to 
Orlando. After the public comment period on the EIS has ended, the FRA will make a decision about 
AAF’s request for up to $1.875 Billion in federal loans at a significant discount from market rate. The 
value of that discount amounts to more than $3 billion in benefit to AAF over the life of the loan. 
 
This week, AAF announced it has also applied for an alternate financing option from the USDOT Federal 
Highway Administration (FHA) through Enterprise Florida. This program allows private companies 
investing in desired infrastructure to issue tax-free Private Activity Bonds (PABs). According to the 
program’s website the value of the subsidy is 25 – 30% of the value of the bonds sold. If AAF uses this 
mechanism to meet all of its capital needs, it would represent a taxpayer subsidy of $420 - 500 million.  
 
As of April 2014, AAF’s parent company, Florida East Coast Industries (FECI) had a junk-level credit 
rating from Moody’s (Caa1), which could make their PABs a tough sell on Wall Street.  
 
The FHA program requires that the PABs be requested by government bodies, such as the counties 
where the capital will be spent. AAF believes it will get enough from five counties, where its project has 
the most support: Miami-Dade, Broward, Palm Beach, Orange and Brevard. There is a limit to the amount 
of PABs each county can request. Tuesday, the Brevard Board of County Commissioners will vote on 
whether it will increase that limit to accommodate AAF and Enterprise Florida’s request.  
 
FECI owns rail, real estate and intermodal companies. AAF will leverage the right of way and other assets 
of its affiliate companies. As such, the list of taxpayer-funded projects that benefitted FECI, which is the 
exclusive rail provider at all of Florida’s southeastern ports, should also be noted.   
 
Port Everglades Intermodal Upgrades 



Intermodal SIS Grant – FDOT $18 Million 
Florida Infrastructure Bank Loan – FDOT $30 Million 
Land Provided to FECI by the Port $19.8 Million 
Total $67.8 Million 



 
Port of Miami Intermodal Upgrades 



Federal TIGER Grant for FECI $22.8 Million 
FDOT Contribution for Intermodal Upgrades $10.9 Million 
Port of Miami Investment in Intermodal Upgrades $4.8 Million 
FDOT + Port of Miami Dredging Investment $220 Million 
Tunnel Provides Direct Truck Access to FECI Rail $1 Billion 
FDOT Grant for Hialeah Rail Yard Access $2.5 Million 











Port of Miami Siding Ext.+ Rail Bridge Construct $25.6 Million 
Total $1.286.6 



 
Port of Palm Beach Intermodal Upgrades 



Port - Bowden Intermodal Yard Improvements $7.2 Million 
Federal Tiger Grant for FEC to CSX Connection  $14.4 Million 
FDOT - Additional Rail Corridor (FEC to CSX) $26.5 Million 
Total $48.1 Million 



 
All Aboard Florida Infrastructure Upgrades to Date 



Federal TIGER V Grant for Planning $14 Million 
FDOT Quiet Zones for South Florida Counties $10 Million 
Train Station at Orlando Airport (Terminus) $220 Million 
Total $244 Million 



 
If AAF is allowed to move forward with the project, taxpayers in each county along AAF’s route will also 
be responsible for millions of dollars in costs to accommodate the expanded rail infrastructure and 
conversion to high speed trains. These costs include upgrades of grade crossings, increased crossing 
maintenance, quiet zones and specialty safety equipment for emergency responders. 
 
Next week’s article will review the EIS assessment AAF’s project on our communities’ safety. 
 
Comments on AAF’s project are due December 3rd, 2014.  
 
By email:  
Mr. John Winkle  
AAF_comments@vhb.com.  
 
By mail:  
Mr. John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration  
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590. 












 quiet zones, destruction and/or construction of bridges and other infrastructure, emergency
 responder equipment and training, integration with traffic management systems, and the
 ongoing increased costs of maintaining all of these things are just a handful of the expenses
 we’ve identified to date. Our community is not in a position to take these on. While AAF has
 offered to pay some of the costs, they have not specified any details about what will be
 included in “their share”.
 
AAF’s success is dependent upon the success of the communities along its tracks. This is a
 challenging time for Brevard and Indian River Counties, and neither county can afford to
 contribute our precious few resources to a project that does not benefit either county.
 Placing this additional, financial burden on our counties at this difficult time would be
 irresponsible, and it would set AAF up for failure. AAF needs the counties to be its partners
 in this project, if it is to be successful. Today, they do not have that partnership in my
 community.
 


3.       Transparency – There is no way to reach any conclusions about the financial impact of
 AAF’s project when a key, foundational document, the Ridership and Revenue Study, has
 not been disclosed. In its place was a summary of that Study. None of the conclusions drawn
 from this summary can be validated unless the source Study is disclosed, in full. Ridership
 numbers are the basis for many areas of analysis in the DEIS. As such, I cannot accept the
 DEIS conclusions unless or until the complete Ridership and Revenue Study is made
 available to the public.
 
AAF and its parent company, FECI, have requested numerous grants and subsidies (tax-
exempt bonds and low-interest loans). Many of these are listed in my attached article about
 AAF’s funding. AAF has already received at least one TIGER grant, which was awarded during
 the planning stages of the project. While AAF touts that it is a private company doing private
 business, the second they asked for my (a taxpayer’s) financial assistance, the situation
 changed. If they want to use public money and/or benefits for their private project, then the
 public has a right to all relevant information about that project. If AAF does not want to
 share details about its Ridership and Revenue Study, AAF can fund its project the way most
 private companies do: Issuing bonds, finding private investors, or borrowing money at
 market rate.  


 
For these reasons, I respectfully ask that you reject all Railroad Rehabilitation & Improvement
 Financing (RRIF) loans requested by AAF. Additionally, I ask that you not approve any other funding
 mechanisms in your purview, related to AAF’s high-speed rail project.
 
Regards,
 
Monique Miller
Melbourne Beach, Florida








From: Marilee Henneberger
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Traffic issues
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 12:11:06 PM


I live in Palm Beach Gardens, a community that will be heavily impacted by the proposed AAF trains passing
 through. My main concerns are with the impacts all these trains will have on traffic problems along their route.


Even today, with existing trains, road closures cause extensive backups as motorists wait and idle at busy
 intersections, often extending back from and sometimes blocking crossings through other intersections. When
 added to current frequent bridge risings on the half hour on many of the same roads, traffic tie-up problems exist
 today. These problems will get worse, much worse, with all the proposed AAF trains running north and south
 through the same areas.


The railroad tracks pass through densely  populated and trafficked SE Florida communities from Miami into the
 Treasure Coast. The trains run north to south, with most traffic running east to west. This means that east west
 traffic will be held up, delaying emergency vehicles, people driving to and from work, school buses, and everyone
 with business along the eastern corridor. Then of course, we have the problem of bridge raising for trains on the
 waterways, which will impede boat traffic in some areas.


What will happen, without any question,  is impeded traffic, noise and danger without benefit of access [only 4
 stations on the entire route?] to the trains by local communities. The impact of these trains are going to be strongly
 negative, not positive. If the idea being promoted is to aid and encourage tourism in south Florida, it should be
 noted that the trains will bypass the communities that might benefit.


I would also like to point out that the Tri-Rail system operates between West Palm Beach and Miami, which has
 numerous stops along the way. AAF does not connect with it, which I consider bad planning. What about the
 inevitable redundancies?


If only AAF had found a way to travel from Miami to Orlando using a more westerly route, I might have been able
 to strongly support the concept of high speed train travel in Florida. As it exists, however, I am strongly opposed to
 All Aboard Florida because of the many problems it cause in the densely populated corridor the trains will pass
 through.


Marilee Henneberger
Palm Beach Gardens, Florida
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From: Coleman, Michael
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, October 22, 2014 8:32:22 PM
Attachments: imagebcd8df.gif@9bea0f77.87254bc3


I would like to state my support for this important transportation project for the record.
Sincerely,
Michael Coleman


Michael J. Coleman, PE
Transportation Development
1715 N. Westshore Blvd., Suite 500
Tampa, FL  33607-3999
Phone: 813-636-2643 / Mobile: 813-240-9624
Michael.Coleman@rsandh.com


Visit our website at www.rsandh.com
Connect with RS&H on Facebook Twitter LinkedIn


__________



mailto:Michael.Coleman@rsandh.com
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From: Duncan C. Smith III
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: info@ussuperyacht.com Kitty McGowan; Kristina Hebert; John Mann
Subject: Comments on DEIS for Phase II of the All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:19:40 PM
Attachments: USSA - AAF - Comments on FRA DEIS (2).pdf


ATT00001.htm


Please find attached the comments of the U.S. Superyacht Association on the DEIS for 
Phase II of the All Aboard Florida.  Please acknowledge receipt and let me know if 
you have any questions.  Thank you.


Duncan Smith
Smith Advocacy Group LLC
400 Massachusetts Ave., NW, #1304
Washington, DC 20001-6818
www.smithadvocacygroup.com
dsmith@smithadvocacygroup.com
202-431-2255



mailto:dsmith@smithadvocacygroup.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
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Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 



Room W38-311 



Washington, DC 20590 



 



Dear Mr. Winkle: 



 



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



Association on the Federal Railroad Administrations recently released Draft 



Environmental Impact Statement on the All Aboard Florida rail project 



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



 



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



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



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



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



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



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



 



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



representing hundreds of business and thousands of individuals supporting the unique 



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



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



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



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



those activities.   



 



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



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



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



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



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



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



 



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



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



economically significant particularly as Florida’s resident and tourist population 



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



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



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



industry in the United States.  More yachts enter the United States through the affected  
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waterways than anywhere in the United States.  The marine industry is the backbone of 



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



 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



industry.   



 



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



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



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



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



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



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



economics of our industry. 



 



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



misunderstanding of what the marine industry is and dramatically understated and 



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



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



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



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



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



 



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



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



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



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



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



 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



major public events will be seriously affected. 



 



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



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



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



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



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



responders and emergency personnel is also seriously lacking. 



 



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



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



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



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



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



upstream of the bridges. 



 



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



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



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



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



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



businesses would find themselves stranded upstream should a bridge become 



inoperable. 



 



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



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



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



unpredictable duration of closures leads to disruption availability of the 



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



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



navigability of the waterways. 



 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



 



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



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



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



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



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



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



which have been suggested by AAF) should include: 



 



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



commercial and other vessels.  



 



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



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



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



 



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



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



AAF.  



 



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



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



related costs associated with the Proposed Action. 



 



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



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



close and open.  



 



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



formal contact with law enforcement, first responders, and emergency personnel 











 



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



954-792-8666 * info@ussuperyacht.com 



ussuperyacht.com 



 



5 



at all times to ensure that roadways are not blocked by train operations to provide 



for their access.  



 



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



travel times on holidays and major public events.  



 



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



communication with the commercial and recreational boating communities. 



 



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



camera monitoring. 



 



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



(internet, notice to mariners, etc.). 



 



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



 



12. Prompt notification of bridge closure schedule changes. 



 



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



available technology improvements to ensure optimum train operations. 



 



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



 



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



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



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



an unscheduled closure.   



 



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



 



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



in the case of bridge failure. 



 



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



operations and make recommendations to public officials.  



 



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



unscheduled closure. 



 



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



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



 



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



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



operations derived from monitoring operations. 



 



These mitigation measures presuppose that alternatives are not pursued.  Pursuing 



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



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



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



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



 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



 



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



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



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



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



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



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



for inclusion in the final EIS.    



 



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



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



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



information.   



 



 



Sincerely, 



 



 



 



John J. Mann, III 



Chairman 















From: Len Wilson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train ! ! !
Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 5:58:19 PM


As a unit owner and resident of Vista Royale, which is directly effected by the increased in rail
 traffic, and will be subject to the full brunt of the noise pollution, and the separation from
 emergency services, located west of the RR tracks, I and many of the 2200 residents and
 voters in this community ask the commission reconsider the request from AAF, and denies all
 applications..We are in full support of our Board of Directors resolution.


. Len Wilson,  88 Crooked Tree Lane Vero Beach, FL 32958-- 



mailto:chumslen1@gmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Reppert, Nicole
To: AAF_Comments_Reply
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, December 4, 2014 5:41:30 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
14.12.4 Letter to FRA regarding All Aboard Florida.pdf


Please see attached. Thank you.
 
Nicole Reppert
Legislative Assistant
U.S. Congressman Ander Crenshaw 
2161 Rayburn House Office Building 
Washington, DC 20515 
202-225-2501
www.crenshaw.house.gov


 
 



mailto:Nicole.Golonka@mail.house.gov
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From: Dean Baumgartner
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; john.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: Train Derailed immediately before the St Lucie River Train Bridge in 2004
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:48:54 AM


The AAF lied and omitted so much from their
 report…
Imagine if the derailment had only been another ¼
 mile down the track… on the bridge crossing in
 Stuart… the potential for chemical spills in our
 rivers is real.  Imagine if the contents in the
 overturned train derailment in 2004 were chemical
 instead of the stated 100 tons of rock???
Certainly with more trains on the tracks the
 potential is much greater!
STOP THE GOD DAMN TRAIN!!!  We don’t need
 more issues.
31 cars of 180-car train derail in Florida on Sat.
 night
 
(Stuart, Florida) July 26, 2004 - Authorities are investigating a train
 derailment in Florida after 31 cars in the middle of a 180-car train
 derailed 40 miles north of West Palm Beach on Saturday night.


As a result the route between Jacksonville and Miami has been closed but is
 expected to re-open Monday.


Officials say each of the derailed cars contained 100 tons of rock.


Witnesses like Bill Fulton were alerted when they heard unusually loud
 noises coming from the tracks, "It sounded like the train was coming right
 through our house, so I quickly ran to the window to see what was
 happening, and what I saw was kinda strange. There were sparks flying all
 over the place, and the train had just jumped the track, and as I was
 watching all of the trains just started collapsing like an accordion. It was
 really something."


No injuries have been reported.
posted 10:42am by Chris Rees


 
 
Dean Baumgartner



mailto:deanbaumgartner@earthlink.net
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20 Banyan Rd
Stuart, FL 34996
 








From: Wayne Rose
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 4:25:23 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle,
Thank you for allowing me to comment concerning the Draft EIS for All Aboard Florida.  I agree
 with the findings of the DEIS and beleive that appropriate steps will be taken to mitigate
 issues at road crossings and bridges.  I beleive that the having passenger rail established on
 Florida's East coast will benefit the environment by taking vehicles off our congested
 highways and that passenger rail is an environmentally friendly way to transport people.  I
 strongly beleive that AAF should  provide intermediate stops in Brevard County to further
 mitigate impacts.  Thank you
 
Wayne Rose
340 4th Street 
Colonial Beach, VA 22443
804-224-0970



mailto:waynewrose@hotmail.com
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From: Karen Viener
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: Train Expansion
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 1:00:45 PM


We are being Gruberized!


The proposed plan for passenger rail service, called All Aboard Florida, is a cynical 
effort to snooker the people of the beautiful Treasure Coast.  I suspect it is actually a 
Trojan horse for the real goal of increasing freight traffic, due to the widening of the 
Panama Canal.


Fact: There is no clamoring demand for passenger rail service between Orlando and 
Miami, and no money in it (only Amtrak on the northeast corridor makes money).  


Normal life and commerce will be severely disrupted for citizens and boaters in the 
transversed communities.  
 
Relocating rail traffic to the west where it belongs and the emerging concept of 
making the current right of way a green way (rails to trails), would be a once in a 
lifetime opportunity, and deserving of a government subsidy.


The All Aboard Florida advocates are counting on the "stupidity of the (Treasure 
Coast) people" and "lack of transparency" to get their  "passenger concept" approved 
so that when it "fails" service can be swapped out for freight. We should not allow it.   


Sincerely,


Karen Viener 



mailto:kmviener@mac.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
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From: Joe Hooker
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, October 13, 2014 12:22:50 PM


Joe B Hooker
2114 NW Plumbago Trl
Stuart, FL 34994
 
October 13, 2014
 
Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave
Room W38-31
Washington, DC 20590
 
Dear Mr. Winkle, 
 
I have been following the All Aboard Florida situation for some time now, and feel
 that it is time that I speak out.
 
I am a resident of Stuart Florida, and live on the north fork of the St. Lucie River.
 
While I am in agreement that increased rail service to South Florida is a good
 idea, I think there are some serious flaws in the All Aboard Florida plan.  I am
 concerned about several areas of the plan that would have an adverse effect on
 me and the Stuart area, and would like to list these below.  
 
1. I am an avid recreational boater and feel that the additional closings of the St.
 Lucie River Railroad Bridge would severely limit the amount of time that I can
 access the surrounding waters east of the railroad bridge.  As I understand it,
 crossings would increase from 10 per day to 42 per day, over four times as
 many crossings.  
Additionally the amount of time that the bridges will be closed does not seem
 consistent with the above crossing numbers.  The report states that currently the
 bridge is closed four hours per day and will increase to 9.8 hours with the
 increased number of closures. That is only an increase of 145%, not even close
 to the 320% increase in closures.  A more reasonable figure would be 16.8
 hours; (the original four hours for current closing, plus 12.8 hours for the
 additional closings). Even at the 9.8 hours, this is a considerable amount of time
 that the bridge is closed to navigation by boating traffic.  These closings
 obviously will further restrict boat traffic from other areas of the river and
 surrounding areas.  Even at the projected rate of 9.8 hours this is a serious
 reduction in the time that one can access the St. Lucie River System and the
 Okeechobee Waterway.  
 
2. Commercial boating and boating related industry is a vital part of the Stuart



mailto:hookracer@gmail.com
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 community.  I am concerned that the increased closures will have a seriously
 adverse effect on the economic situation of both the commercial boating
 industries and the businesses serving the recreational boaters and fishermen in
 the surrounding area, thereby creating economic pressures on the entire Stuart
 community.  
 
3. The plan calls for the routing of the tracks along much of the current rights of
 way that run through highly populated areas along much of the coast, as
 opposed to building the tracks farther inland where there is less population and
 congestion.  This just doesn't make sense.  Why would you want to put a high-
speed train running through densely populated areas when much a more
 desirable route is available inland?  Surely the train would be more efficient
 running at a higher speed inland than having to presumably slow down for
 congested areas on the proposed route.  
 
4. As I understand the plan, an additional 16 trains each way will eventually
 traverse the Treasure Coast area per day with no stops planned for the area.  It
 would seem to me that 32 more train crossings a day in the densely populated
 areas of the Treasure Coast will cause many delays in traffic and vastly increase
 the chances of accidents in and around the crossing areas.  Safety of our
 citizens must be a priority over the convenience of locating the tracks.  
 
5. What effect is the noise and vibration of 32 additional trains per day going to
 cause on the citizens and properties adjacent to the tracks.  Again the local
 citizens are asked to sacrifice their health and well-being for the convenience of
 running a train through densely populated areas.  
 
6.  While there may be some properties that would increase in value due to their
 proximity to the tracks or crossings, my guess is that the majority of adjacent
 properties will suffer a decrease in property values, creating further economic
 distress in the communities.  Additionally many areas not in the immediate
 vicinity will be affected as well, specifically many of the waterfront and adjacent
 properties that will be affected by the reduced access from the bridge closings.  
 
7. Finally, as I understand it, the trains will not stop in any of the communities
 along the Treasure Coast.  They will only serve cities to the north and south of
 us.  It would seem to me that the citizens of our area are being asked to suffer
 the above consequences of the trains coming through their area without any real
 benefit of them stopping in their area.  
 
In summary, it would seem that there are great many negatives with very few
 positives in regards to the current All Aboard Florida plan.  The citizens of our
 communities are being asked to shoulder an unfair burden for the benefit of the
 railroad and a few cities to our North and South. Surely there can be a better
 plan to minimize the negative impact on our citizens and communities.  I strongly
 urge you to not allow the current plan to move forward.    
 
 







 
Cordially,
 
 
 
Joe B Hooker








From: Sharon Colonis
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train Project
Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 10:12:40 AM


As a resident of Florida and unit owner at Vista Royale, which is directly effected by the
 increase in rail traffic, and will be subject to the full brunt of the noise pollution, and the
 separation from emergency services, located west of the RR tracks, I and many of the 2200
 residents and voters in this community ask the commission reconsider the request from AAF,
 and denies all applications..We are in full support of our Board of Directors resolution.


Sharon Colonis 80 Crooked tree Lane, Vero Beach, Florida


RESOLUTION


Be It Resolved That the Vista Royale Board of Directors, representing a senior community of
 1512 condos in Indian River County, bordering Route 1 and the current railroad tracks, is
 overwhelmingly against the All Aboard Florida proposal to add tracks allowing up to 32
 passenger trains a day, travelling at high speeds, very close to our community. There are
 presently 3 railroad crossings (Oslo Road, 1st Street and 4th Street) that will be directly
 affected by the planned tracks and trains, limiting our access to emergency services, shopping
 and daily travel throughout Indian River County, as well as the safety issues associated with
 the additional trains.


Residents of Vista Royale are presently disturbed by the existing train noise throughout the
 day and night, and any additional trains and noise associated with them will only exacerbate
 this level of disturbance and severely limit our peaceful use of the many outdoor activities we
 currently enjoy. We are also concerned that Vista Royale’s properties will decline in value
 because of the diminished access to our community and the increased noise generated by the
 high speed trains.


We request you utilize all of your efforts to STOP THIS TRAIN PROJECT FROM GOING
 FORWARD.



mailto:hscolonis@sbcglobal.net
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From: Willie Finklin
To: john.winkle@dot.gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Tony Brown
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:54:08 PM
Attachments: NAACP AAF.doc


Hello All, 


See the attached document for comments Indian River County NAACP's position on the All
 Aboard Florida project. 


Willie Finklin 
Branch Secretary 
NAACP Indian River County 
Unit 5151 
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To:  Florida State  NAACP



From: IRC NAACP



Subject:  Impact of the All Aboard Florida Train on Gifford, IRC



The All Aboard Florida project was initially conceived to serve tourist and business travelers between Miami, Fort Lauderdale and Orlando Florida. The funding for the project was to initially come from low interest government loans, but recently there has been a push to have a state bond issue, which means that Florida tax payers will be liable. The train will only serve Miami, Ft Lauderdale, West Palm Beach and Orlando. 



In addition to the funding issues, the All Aboard Florida project causes several adverse effects to the Indian River County area, especially the Gifford community. The increase in rail traffic includes not only high speed trains but cargo trains are a major supplement to the plan as well. A logical reason for the increase of cargo in the plan is the completion of the new Panama Canal which will greatly increase demand for cargo conveyance from Miami and Ft Lauderdale to Central Florida. 



Moreover, Gifford partly straddles but is mostly west of the train tracks. It has about a four mile direct interaction, with property adjacent to the tracks. There is no indication that there will be any structural, economical, or employment benefit to Indian River County or Gifford, but we must endure all the infringement of trains nearby, passing at high speeds on their way to other destinations.


The proximity of homes and businesses to the tracks, range from measurements in terms of yards up to miles. The noise and vibration from existing trains are almost intolerable at close proximities, and disturbing, as far as two miles away. The proposed high speed trains, travelling at speeds around 100 miles an hour creates a new dynamic, when added to the mix of other train services. 


Couple this with the expected frequency, shown in the attached table, and you get a sense of the gravity of the situation. Gifford has three road level train crossings which give residents access to grocery stores, the hospital, emergency services, and their places of employment, etc. Road closures, when trains pass at various speeds and occasionally stop, will not only be a major inconvenience and delay of activity, but also poses medical safety risks.



Likewise, increasing rail traffic will devalue properties near the railways. The adverse economic impact to property values when they are located near rail and highway traffic corridors is well documented. Increased trains will add to the issue of property decreasing, which is already an issue due to other economic reasons over the past decade. Also, there may be a need for some relocations. Parts of Gifford will be directly impacted by this new train activity, and will make a bad situation worse. Many individuals may be forced to move due to safety and personal nuisance because of the increased trains and noise associated with them. 



The Indian River County and other adjacent counties bear the brunt of this new passenger and increasing cargo services, because it is in the long open stretches that they go the fastest and frequently blow their whistles for safety. We see no direct benefit and can rationalize little indirect benefit in the future. We have collectively filed objections to the appropriate state and federal agencies, highlighting environmental, and financial concerns. These actions may have served to cause some delays, for cursory investigations and dismissive responses, but it appears that the system is on track to be built.



Sincerely, 



Anthony J. Brown 



Indian River County NAACP



Unit 5151 


Indian River County NAACP



Anthony J. Brown, President
















From: padregeh@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train Service from Miami to Orlando
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 12:23:26 PM


I would like to go on record opposing the current plan to have the railroad from West
 Palm Beach to Cocoa and then to Orlando.  There will be a considerable impact on
 the Treasure Coast as itFlor is an area where people from the cities and the North
 live in a relaxed environment.  Passenger and freight trains will disrupt the residents
 near the railroad and the tranquility of the area as well as our parks.
 
I am supportive of high speed rail between Miami and Orlando.  It could be an
 advantage to those living in the Miami, Ft. Lauderdale, West Palm Beach, and
 Orlando areas.  The Federal Government should support high speed rail along the
 Florida Turnpike.  It could make travel even faster for higher speed trains could use
 the current tracks.  The current roadbed through Jupiter, Stuart, Port St. Lucie and
 Vero Beach could be made into a greenway for cyclists, walkers, and joggers. 
 
You have already received hundreds of comments from local citizens.  The comments
 should be taken seriously as the people have spoken. 
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From: Paul Harrison
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Environmental Impact Statement
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 9:11:43 AM


To whom it may concern,


I wish to express my support for the planned All Aboard Florida/Florida East Coast passenger
 service as described in the FRA's recent draft EIS.


While I have some concerns, I do not believe these merit holding up the project if they cannot
 be solved by the appropriate parties in a reasonable time frame.


My chief concerns are:


- Based upon the proposed trainsets announced separately, platform lengths at West Palm
 Beach and other stations, and the Ridership Survey that formed part of the dEIS, and the
 Coast Guard's protocols for bridge closures, I believe AAF will need to run more than one
 train per hour in each direction, and I believe there is not enough capacity in Stuart at the St
 Lucie bridge to do this. 
- I am very concerned by the statement that Amtrak service along the FEC is unlikely to get
 funded and the implications for medium term service to the Treasure Coast that implies. I'm
 also concerned that the issue with capacity I raised earlier will also impact Amtrak's ability to
 provide a useful service along the line if and when funding becomes available.


I believe it would be prudent to address both issues by considering public funding to part or
 totally fund upgrades to the St Lucie bridge and other bridges along the route with similar
 problems. Public funding would be justified: the bridge is for boaters and the rail services
 alike, and such upgrades would allow the FEC to host public rail services along the route.


This concern should not hold up implementation of AAF's planned services. I wish them well,
 and I strongly support their project.


Sincerely,


Paul Harrison
3938 SE Jacaranda St
Stuart, FL 34997


-- 
Paul Harrison
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From: Diane O"Brien
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:14:14 PM
Attachments: DOC120314.pdf


Pursuant to the request of Alison Dawley, attached hereto please find the City of Melbourne, Florida
 Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the All Aboard Florida, Orlando to Miami, Florida
 Intercity Passenger Rail Project.
 
 
 
Diane E. O'Brien, Legal Assistant
City of Melbourne
900 E. Strawbridge Ave.
Melbourne, FL  32901
Tel: 321-608-7241
Fax: 321-608-7259
email: dobrien@melbourneflorida.org
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From: DAN WALKER
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 7:08:34 PM


Dear Sirs,  
   I am sure you realize that the study paid for by the Fortress Group is totally self
 serving.This project will be an absolute tragedy for all the coastal towns the line
 transits.Furthermore your organization is in the best position to understand the
 profitability of American passenger train lines and the safety of any loans given them.
   Please veto this project and demonstrate that your agency can not be influenced by
 a big business at the cost of the public.
Sincerely,
Daniel Walker
1856 Mooringline Drive
Vero Beach,Florida
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From: Sue Docktor
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train damage to Treasure Coast
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 5:03:29 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle,
Please do not approve the proposed plan for All Aboard Florida. To use
taxpayer money for absolutely no benefit to the  Treasure coast would be
a disgrace.  Not only can the Treasure coast not use this train but it
will devastate the communities by lowering property values, bring
traffic to a halt and possibly create a dangerous condition by
inhibiting police and rescue vehicles from being able to enter and exit
the barrier island.


I reside on "North Hutchinson " Island in St. Lucie Country.  We have
one method of ingress and egress from the Island to the mainland within
20 miles of my residence. That access is across a draw bridge which is
immediately adjacent  to one railroad track. All of this presents a
barrier before I can reach the mainland and US 1.  With 32 trains going
by downtown Fort Pierce would be inaccessible. Especially when there is
only one track available to them. In order to resolve this impediment 
The tracks would have to be moved so that the tracks go over or under
the road. If the present project is approved and a train(s) is/are on
the track there is no hospital within 20 miles of my residence making
emergency vehicles blocked from entering or exiting the island.


There is no benefit to anyone on the island and only detriment.
Taxpayers should not be asked to pay for private enterprise to benefit
and inconvenience us or worse damage our property value and our lifestyle.
Thank you in advance for denying the request for All Aboard Florida.


Sincerely, Susan A. Docktor


3100 North Highway A1A Apt PHA1
fort Pierce Florida 34949
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From: Wayne Elliott
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Environmental Impact Statement
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 2:44:40 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle:


     Please register my strong objection to the proposal to operate a
high speed passenger train through the Palm Beach County corridor.
The road bed is entirely unacceptable for either the frequency or
speed of this rail proposal.  While it may satisfy the environmental
aspects such as ground contamination, the projected noise, degradation
of surrounding parcels of land and frequency of obstruction of rail
crossings and marine crossings make this totally unacceptable.
I am strongly against the proposal.


Sincerely yours,


Wayne G. Elliott, M.D.
105 Paradise Harbour Blvd. #202
North Palm Beach, FL 33408
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From: Shelley Long
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:54:39 PM
Attachments: NMMA_Cmts_on_AAF.PDF


 
 
Shelley Long, Legal Assistant to Erin Coburn, Gary Perko and D. Kent Safriet
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Hopping Green & Sams, P.A. 
 
119 South Monroe Street, Suite 300
Tallahassee, FL  32301
 
850.425.3437 | hgslaw.com 
 
 
Notice:  The information contained in this e-mail message is Attorney/Client Privileged and confidential information intended
 only for the use of the individual or entity named above.  If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are
 hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.  If you have
 received this communication in error, please immediately notify us by telephone at (850) 222-7500 and delete the original
 message. Thank you.
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November 25, 2014 



 



 



Mr. John Winkle 



Federal Railroad Administration 



Room W38-311, 



1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE,  



Washington, DC 20590. 



Submitted via Email:  AAF_comments@vhb.com 



 



Re: All Aboard Florida  



 



Dear Ms. Winkle, 



 



The National Marine Manufacturers Association (NMMA) appreciates the opportunity to 



provide comments on the Federal Railroad Administration’s (FRA’s) draft environmental impact 



statement (EIS) on Phase II of the All Aboard Florida project.  As explained below, NMMA is 



concerned that unless mitigation measures are adopted, the All Aboard Florida project will 



negatively impact South Florida’s marine industry by unreasonably obstructing vessel traffic.   



 



About NMMA 



 



NMMA is the nation’s largest recreational marine industry association.  Our 1,600 members 



include boat builders, engine manufacturers, and marine accessory manufacturers.  NMMA 



members collectively produce more than 80 percent of all recreational marine products made in 



the United States.  Recreational boating is a popular American pastime with almost 88 million 



boaters nationwide and over 12 million registered boats.   



 



The All Aboard Florida Project must provide for the Reasonable Needs of Navigation 



 



The draft EIS addresses the proposed operation of three existing, low-level bridges in South 



Florida:  the New River Bridge in Fort Lauderdale, the Loxahatchee River Bridge in Jupiter, and 



the St. Lucie River Bridge in Stuart.  The proposed operation of these bridges has the potential to 



negatively impact recreational boating and marine commerce in South Florida and may create a 



conflict with federal navigational requirements.   The Rivers and Harbors Act makes clear that 



“[n]o bridge shall at any time unreasonably obstruct the free navigation of any navigable 



waterway of the United States.” 33 U.S.C. § 512. The U.S. Coast Guard regulations incorporate 



this prohibition, recognizing that “[a]ll bridges are obstructions to navigation and are tolerated 



only as long as they serve the needs of land transportation while allowing for the reasonable 



needs of navigation.” 33 C.F.R. § 116.01 (emphasis added).   



 











 



 



As currently designed, the three low-level bridges must be open to enable safe passage for the 



overwhelming majority of vessels.  The proposed additional train crossings mean the low-level 



bridges will be down more often, increasing the time that maritime traffic will be unable to pass.  



Due to the increase in trains, the average total channel closure time per day during the week is 



estimated to increase from 5.8 hours to 8.6. On the weekends, the average daily closure time is 



estimated to double, growing from 3.6 hours to 7.2 hours.  These significant increases in closures 



will constrain the flow of maritime traffic on three major South Florida waterways.   



 



The Proposed Mitigation Measures should be Supplemented and Adopted 



 



The draft EIS Navigation Discipline Report includes several mitigation measures designed to 



minimize the impact of the channel closures on maritime traffic.  These measures are:   



 



 Addition of a tender at the New River Bridge to allow better 



communication with commercial vessels. 



 Develop a schedule for the down times of the bridge for passenger rail 



service. 



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



accessible format. Schedules for each bridge may be posted on the AAF 



website and/or the USCG website. This will allow the boating community 



to plan their trips to avoid wait times and related costs associated with the 



Proposed Action. 



 Implement a notification sign/signal/horn at each bridge location with 



count downs to indicate the times at which the bridge will begin to close 



and open. 



 Develop formal contact with first responders and emergency personnel. 



 Develop coordination plans between AAF and local authorities during 



peak vessel travel times on holidays and major public events. 



 Develop coordination plans between AAF and the USCG to promote 



communication with the commercial and recreational boating 



communities. 



NMMA believes that these measures represent commonsense improvements, and recommends 



their incorporation in the final EIS.  A few mitigation measures, however, are notably missing 



and should be added.  First, the EIS should explicitly require that train schedules be managed to 



minimize the impact of bridge closures on vessel traffic.  Second, the EIS should include 



protocols for promptly notifying the public and commercial users in the event of unscheduled 



bridge closures (including for bridge operational failures).  Third, the EIS should address 



contingency plans in the event a bridge fails in a manner that blocks vessel traffic, so the 



problem can be timely remedied.  



 



Lastly, NMMA requests that the improvements suggested by local boaters and marine industry 



representatives be duly considered.  No one knows these waters better than the South Florida 



boating community.  They understand the historic recreational and commercial uses of these 



rivers as well as emerging vessel traffic trends.  The local boating community can provide 











 



 



critical insight into whether the project will unreasonably interfere with navigation as well as 



whether different mitigation measures are likely to be effective. 



 



**** 



 



Recreational boating is a way of life in South Florida, and the marine industry is vital driver of 



the region’s economy.  NMMA appreciates your consideration of the foregoing comments, the 



incorporation of which will limit the potential negative impact of the All Aboard Florida project 



on local recreational and commercial boating.   



 



Kind Regards, 



 
David Dickerson 



National Marine Manufacturers Association 













From: elizabeth iovino
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:45:00 AM


I do not want the high speed train, I live by tracks and I think the project is very
 dangerous to humans and to wildlife. Put the trains out west in Port St Lucie/Stuart
 area Thank you E Iovino..
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From: bhahnski@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train in Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 12:34:46 PM


I live in Port Saint Lucie, Florida and feel the "All Aboard Florida" proposed train is a ridiculous idea in the
 path they have proposed.  It WILL NOT benefit any of us here on the Treasure Coast and Space Coast,
 yet it is scheduled to pass through multiple times per day.
 
It will only create a lot of noise, pollution, and many inconveniences to everyone living here, working here,
 playing here, and/or vacationing here.
 
Why not put it in the middle of the state where it won't be a bother to anyone???????
 
Thank You!
 
Bonnie Hahn
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From: Rick Lynch
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Environmental Impact
Date: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 12:15:03 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle,
 
I ask you as a resident of St. Lucie Village, Florida, to do whatever is in your means to stop All Aboard
 Florida from using the FEC trains tracks to the extreme detriment of the population located on the
 eastern seaboard of Florida.
 
I would like to express my concern as to the environmental impact of the proposed high-speed train
 development referred to as All Aboard Florida.
 
My small town, St. Lucie Village, was here before train tracks were laid down.  The impact of noise,
 vibration, and significant impaired access will be devastating to my community along with the entire
 Treasure Coast region.
 
There is a better way.  Current rail service already exists between South Florida and Orlando; CSX has
 routes in place that can handle this.  If All Aboard Florida is really about gross expansion of freight
 rail, than the Federal study that showed these rails should be west of our population and should be
 followed.
 
Thank you for your time and consideration.
 
Sincerely,
 


Rick Lynch
 


603 North Indian River Drive, Suite 300
Fort Pierce, FL 34950-3057
(772) 466-1040 • Fax: (772) 466-1258
Office Email: rlcpa@bellsouth.net
Web Address: www.ljlcpa.com
 


IRS CIRCULAR 230 NOTICE: To comply with requirements imposed by the IRS, we inform you that any tax advice contained in this
 communication (including any attachment) is not intended to be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of avoiding penalties under the
 Internal Revenue Code or promoting, marketing or recommending to another party any transaction or matter addressed in this
 communication (including any attachment).
 
This e-mail message and any attached messages or text may contain legally privileged and/or confidential information.  If you are not the
 intended recipient(s), or the employee or agent responsible for delivery of this message to the intended recipient(s), you are hereby
 notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this e-mail message is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this message in
 error, please immediately notify the sender and delete this e-mail message from your computer.
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From: ghyattjr@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; negron joe web; debbie mayfield; rick scott
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Saturday, October 4, 2014 10:28:07 AM


This proposal is preposterous. There is absolutely no benefit to any of the residents of the coastal communities since
 there are no planned stops. The impact will be all negative with more than one train an hour constantly interrupting
 the peaceful enjoyment of their homes, all travel for residents including emergency services as well as diminution
 of property values both residential and commercial. I also question the economics of this proposal. It appears it is
 not self sustaining and therefore will end up being subsidized by the taxpayers who will not benefit. If this is a
 direct route why not put it in the middle of the state on or around existing tracks that will mitigate the impact of the
 more populated coastal communities?


Be It Resolved That the Vista Royale Board of Directors, representing a senior
 community of 1512 condos in Indian River County, bordering Route 1 and the current
 railroad tracks, is overwhelmingly against the All Aboard Florida proposal to add tracks
 allowing up to 32 passenger trains a day, travelling at high speeds, very close to our
 community. There are presently 3 railroad crossings (Oslo Road, 1stStreet and 4th Street) that
 will be directly affected by the planned tracks and trains, limiting our access to emergency
 services, shopping and daily travel throughout Indian River County, as well as the safety
 issues associated with the additional trains.


Residents of Vista Royale are presently disturbed by the existing train noise
 throughout the day and night, and any additional trains and noise associated with them will
 only exacerbate this level of disturbance and severely limit our peaceful use of the many
 outdoor activities we currently enjoy. We are also concerned that Vista Royale’s properties
 will decline in value because of the diminished access to our community and the increased
 noise generated by the high speed trains.
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From: Linda J. Kreger
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 8:35:35 AM


NO TO ALL ABOARD FLORIDA FOR VERO BEACH FLORIDA!!!!
 
Lindy Kreger
Administrative Assistant
Curtis, Miller & Associates, P.A.
Vero Beach, Florida
772-234-8400
lkreger@ecwcpa.com
 
This electronic mail message contains confidential and legally privileged information intended only for the use of the recipient. If the
 reader of this message is not the intended recipient, the reader is hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, copying or other
 use of this message is strictly prohibited and is hereby instructed to notify the sender immediately by return email and destroy this copy
 of this message.
The IRS does not send out unsolicited emails requesting detailed personal information. Such authentic-looking emails are called
 "phishing" emails and responding may expose you to identity theft. If you receive such an email from the IRS, send a copy of the email
 to phishing@irs.gov.  Please do not respond to the email unless the email request you send to the IRS has been verified as legitimate.
 You may also contact our office regarding any correspondence, written or electronic, that you receive from the IRS. 
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From: Patricia Blumberg
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train is a NO
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 3:51:57 PM


All aboard Florida will be a disaster to those who live by the railroad tracks.  Move this train idea to the central area
 of Florida that already has tracks.  You will be decreasing real estate value all along this route if it runs.  PLEASE
 do as the voters want and move the course!
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From: Robert Friedman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Environmnet Impact Statement Commnet to the FRA record
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:51:11 PM


Dear Mr. John Winkle Director of the Federal Railroad Administration


Allow me first to thank you for providing a means and time period for the public to
 comment on the All Aboard Florida (AAF), especially Floridians like myself who lives
 in Orlando Florida, where this project will in my opinion benefit Florida and in time the
 nation.  I was born in Hialeah Florida near Miami and I am very familiar with the state
 but have lived in other American cities like Chicago and other countries that benefit
 greatly from passenger rail transit.  I think the AAF project is very well thought out
 and is making excellent use of an underutilized transportation corridor, the Florida
 East Coast (FEC) railroad corridor for passenger trains in parallel with FEC's new
 opportunities with new freight train business and investor money with the
 construction of the third Panama Canal channel and ship locks so modern SuperMax
 containerships can come directly to the east coast of the USA.  There will be a
 market the drive between Miami and Orlando very unpleasant crowded
 and dangerous I-95 in South Florida is about the most dangerous. I think AAF has
 conservatively assessed the market, it will be there in strength to make their
 business plan a success.  This is a rare railroad financial opportunity for Florida.  If
 this was just a matter of freight, the FEC railroad corridor would have to be upgraded
 with double track, quiet zones, modern noise abatement and improved crossing to
 get rail traffic through quicker and safer to minimize the impact of residents close to
 these tracks.  The FEC corridor did support much more rail in the past particularly
 with frequent passenger rail and at some stretches from at very high speeds
 according to what people old enough to witness the speeding trains going through
 Brevard county have told me (I work as an engineer for NASA at Kennedy Space
 Center in Brevard county).  The upgrades required for class 6 rail and 110 mph
 speed will bring the full complement of rail upgrades in speed, safety, noise
 abatement and efficiency, already there is Amtrak 110 mph passenger rail service in
 Michigan, New York State and Illinois on track shared with freight. running safely
 through the center of small towns with upgrading crossings. Also many locations
 have quiet corridors that require added safety with crossing and fencing with quad
 railroad crossing gates like one finds in crowded Germany on its mainline rail
 corridors with very fast trains faster than 110 mph.  I think Florida and Floridians
 really get a great benefit in new modern rail infrastructure and modern high speed
 passenger trains.  Modern passenger trains are much more quiet than freight trains,
 and at high speed the time for a the crossing to be closed is less than one minute as
 one can check on with YouTube train videos of 110 mph service.  A large part of the
 route West Palm Beach to Orlando is non stop so some feel they get no benefit. 
 Also there is questions with boat traffic at New river in Ft Lauderdale a double track
 moveable bridge and the Loxahatchee movable river bridge in Tequesta and the
 St Lucie river moveable bridge in Stuart which will remain single track for the time
 being.  Here is what I think should happen along with the approval of the AAF
 project.  AAF should show that a regional train in the near that perhaps goes to
 Jacksonville and makes treasure coast stops like Jupiter, Stuart, Ft Pierce, Vero
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 Beach Melbourne, Cocoa etc. can be hosted well run either by them or Amtrak with
 only minor changes to their plans, so they know they can look forward to their own
 full passenger train service knowing that the AAF project has made the corridor
 ready for new regional trains.  It would be good for AAF, FEC and Florida
 Department of Transportation (FDOT) to have a plan for future upgrades to the three
 movable bridges including a firm determination on what level of rail service would
 necessitate upgrading, reconstructing and double tracking all the bridges. This would
 include alternatives, such as upgrading CSX track in the state interior or even
 building new rail elsewhere. This should not delay construction but done in parallel
 with beginning construction; it would truly address in a thoughtful way and remove
 doubt concerning the long term issues about these bridges which have very low
 clearance for boats when they are lowered.  I think you should check carefully if the
 AAF scheduling scheme where north and south bound trains would meet in schedule
 so the St Lucie bridge could be lowered to allow for both to take quick turns to cross
 the bridge to lower the amount times the bridge is lowered; a really nice idea.  Also
 you need to make hurricane preparation plans very clear with the AAF project and
 future rail opportunities this project will make possible, this is of vital concern to
 Florida residents, especially boaters and those on the water as well as AAF and FEC
 and is a source of genuine concern.  Also I would urge the use and implementation
 of smart technology for boaters and motorist in particular trucks and busses to track
 train movements and estimated time for safe crossing over railroad crossing right of
 way as well as exactly when one of those three bridges lower for boaters, smart
 technology can be a strong safety and convenience tool here as well.  But
 nevertheless these concerns can certainly be well addressed and I think AAF is
 making a good honest effort to do so, particularly in helping to fund quiet zones. 
 Again we should go ahead with the AAF project without undue delay.  This project is
 not only good for Florida it may be a model and great new national catalyst for better
 private-public partnerships that can build vital new infrastructure, especially
 passenger rail I hope when its built you can make a trip down here in Florida and ride
 the newest 110 mph service with us Floridians and tourists from around the nation
 and around the world.


Very Sincerely Yours
Robert Friedman
Senior Electrical Contract Engineer with IHA inc. at NASA Kennedy Space Center
1450 Meeting Place unit 212
Orlando FL 32814








From: info@celticcontacts.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, September 29, 2014 2:42:23 PM


I wish to register my strong objections to the introduction of a high speed passenger train service
 using the FEC tracks from Miami to Cocoa.
Coming from Europe where high speed rail has operated for many years, I have no objections to high
 speed passenger rail per se. In fact I would welcome the positive impacts (environmental, financial
 & other) that such an introduction would have using an alternative route.
 
However, in Europe the high speed trains are largely operated in sealed corridors for safety and
 noise buffering purposes with few if any grade crossings. Those grade crossings that do exist tend to
 be in rural locations and are therefore less of a safety issue or less likely to tie up traffic.
I find it inconceivable that the relevant authorities would countenance the introduction of an
 additional 32 train trips per day through the center of Stuart, Ft Pierce, Vero Beach and Sebastian at
 speeds of up to 103 miles per hour. Apart from the noise and inconvenience to the community,
 safety for the general public and wildlife is a very real concern.
 
Just north of downtown Vero Beach, the train tracks run parallel to US 1 around 10 yards apart with
 absolutely no protective buffering whatsoever. There may very well be a number of similar locations
 along the rail corridor. What sort of danger does this present to animals, children, suicidal persons
 and motorists?
 


·         In July 2013, a high speed train derailed outside of Santiago de Compostela, Spain with
 approximately 80 deaths and scores of injuries all of them rail passengers because the train
 was operating in a sealed corridor.


·         In July 2011 two high speed trains collided in the suburbs of Wenzhou, China with
 approximately 40 passengers killed and almost 200 injured. I believe that this occurred on a
 viaduct and that there were no fatalities on the ground.


·         In June 1998 near the village of Eschede in Germany a high speed train derailed and crashed
 into a road bridge. 101 people died and approximately 100 were injured including 2
 fatalities on the ground.
 


What sort of carnage would a peak hour derailment cause to train passengers and motorists on the
 unprotected section of US 1 referred to above, similar sections of the rail corridor on the East Coast
 of Florida or a downtown location?
 
I would look more favorably upon the introduction of a high speed rail service either on properly
 buffered new tracks perhaps built alongside the Florida Turnpike or using the CSX route in the more
 rural center of the state.
 
I trust that you will take these points into consideration during your deliberations.
Regards,
Peter Dobson
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From: Barbara Brugh
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:36:05 AM


It is now the responsibility of AAF NOT to allow this rail project to go forward through all the small towns like my
 Vero Beach. Too dangerous! For all the reasons that have already been shouted at meetings after meetings. Take the
 project elsewhere in the middle of the state. Barbara M. Brugh


Barbara Brugh
Brughbm@bellsouth.net
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From: Gerald Wilgus
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train objection
Date: Monday, November 10, 2014 7:54:33 PM


This is for the record.  I am opposed to the All Aboard train running thru Vero Beach for
 several reasons:


1.  32 trains/ day is more than one per hour in addition to the other train traffic which
 necessities closing the crossing.  Although the literature claims that it takes only one  minute
 for the train to pass a crossing, it does not consider the time it takes to have the train crossing
 prepare for the actual train crossing the tracks.  Vero Beach is a vibrant community and the
 frequent crossing is definitely a safety hazard in addition to the aggregation it will add to local
 citizens. 


2.  The tracks are not suitable for high speed trains.  The cost of retro-fitting the tracks cannot
 be an advantage.  The train going through the middle of the state west of I95 makes more
 sense as freight already runs on those tracks.  


3.  The noise from the trains cannot be diminished.  We live less than a mile away from the
 tracks and can still hear the current running trains. We don't want to hear them 24/7. 


4.  People try to outrun the train now by going around the gates.  What will happen when there
 are high speed trains?


These trains have absolutely no advantage to Vero Beach and other communities in its path.  I
 object to it strongly.  Why would you try to split so many small towns along the coast in half
 by running these trains?  The few jobs that may be created are in Miami and Orlando.
  Another no advantage to Vero Beach.  Surely, there is a more direct route than on the coast.


Thank you,
Gerald Wilgus 
Sent from my iPad
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From: Brad Raynor
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Feedback
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 2:03:36 PM


I live in Sebastian and work in Vero Beach. I DO NOT WANT All Aboard Florida trains
 clogging up my commute or affecting the response times of first responders.


If our illustrious governor wanted high speed rail service then why did he turn down the funds
 allocated by the President? I am not a big supporter of President Obama but his plan appears
 to have been much better; with new tracks laid west of Vero Beach and Sebastian. Instead of
 using additional taxpayer funds, the National Rail Plan used funds that were previously
 allocated by the federal government . Instead, our wonderful governor turned those funds
 down and backed his buddy, Adam Hollingsworth. The federally funded monies then went
 elsewhere!


All Aboard Florida reeks of corruption!


Brad Raynor
Sebastian, FL
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From: mario18june22@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 4:45:32 PM


As a unit owner and resident of Vista Royale, which is directly effected by the
 increased in rail traffic, and will be subject to the full brunt of the noise pollution, and
 the separation from emergency services, located west of the RR tracks, I and many
 of the 2200 residents and voters in this community ask the commission reconsider
 the request from AAF, and denies all applications..We are in full support of our Board
 of Directors resolution.


. Mario & June Laudano, 15 Vista Palm Lane, Vero Beach, FL. 32962.


RESOLUTION


Be It Resolved That the Vista Royale Board of Directors, representing a senior
 community of 1512 condos in Indian River County, bordering Route 1 and the current
 railroad tracks, is overwhelmingly against the All Aboard Florida proposal to add tracks
 allowing up to 32 passenger trains a day, travelling at high speeds, very close to our
 community. There are presently 3 railroad crossings (Oslo Road, 1st Street and 4th Street) that
 will be directly affected by the planned tracks and trains, limiting our access to emergency
 services, shopping and daily travel throughout Indian River County, as well as the safety
 issues associated with the additional trains.


Residents of Vista Royale are presently disturbed by the existing train noise
 throughout the day and night, and any additional trains and noise associated with them will
 only exacerbate this level of disturbance and severely limit our peaceful use of the many
 outdoor activities we currently enjoy. We are also concerned that Vista Royale’s properties
 will decline in value because of the diminished access to our community and the increased
 noise generated by the high speed trains.


We request you utilize all of your efforts to STOP THIS TRAIN PROJECT FROM
 GOING FORWARD.
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From: Barbara Lyons
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 12:38:23 PM


This train will destroy the treasure coast.  Its ruinous for the ecology and tracks run through every town and city
 along its route.  This will slow response time for emergency vehicles and could cost many lives especially
 considering the number of senior citizens in Florida.  In many of these towns the tracks run very close to schools
 making this an unthinkable situation.  Also is there a plan to prohibit freight trains which can be very long and
 further slow response time.  The noise and vibrations will destroy streets and highways as well as homes built of
 concrete block.
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From: Brian Ducharme
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train thru Jupiter
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:56:29 PM


Dear John Winkle,
We own property on the Loxahatchee River and boat a lot. We are very concerned with the train bridge openings.
 We NEED access to the inlet and the ocean!


Brian Ducharme
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From: john neary
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 4:46:19 PM


Dear Sirs;
I am the owner of two condos in the Vista Royale community and am totally against
 having new railroad rails built across from this community. There is rail freight traffic
 running along the current rail system and it is a noisy and dangerous happening.
 There are several existing railroad crossings utilizing lights and barriers to stop
 auto/pedestrian traffic which negatively impact the flow of auto traffic and heightens
 the risk for injuries. Adding more rail traffic will overburden these crossings
 increasing traffic congestion and diminish safety at these crossings.
I strongly urge you to reconsider adding new rails to this area.
Very truly yours;
John Neary



mailto:jgneary@yahoo.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: wjmacia@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: wjmacia@comcast.net; members PSLAC
Subject: All Aboard Florida Fiasco
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 9:56:53 PM


   Although the Business Plan for the All Aboard Florida passenger railroad service appears
 appealing to business expansion in Florida, a simple analysis exposes this venture in its present
 context as a sham to get investors to rely on taxpayers to cover shortfalls.  When a comparison to
 other railroad ridership is made, a sustained 80% projected ridership is unrealistic.  The present
 condition of the existing infrastructure including the deteriorated condition of the antiquated river
 crossings makes safety a chief concern.  
   The safety concerns and inconvenience to citizens and municipalities along the presently
 planned Miami to Orlando Airport route, including marine traffic is unacceptable. 
   The obvious solution to the plan is to require AAF to use an inland Florida route - either using
 existing CSX Railroad tracks or install their own new ones that can more safely be engineered for
 100+ mph trains as in France.    
    I believe the goal of AAF is to raise money to improve the existing East Coast Railroad parent
 company infrastructure to be able to handle expected freight traffic and not
 realistically fulfill investor expectations of the present proposed AAF Business Plan.
                                                                                                                                                    W.J.
 Maciag
                                                                                                                                                     Stuart,
 FL     
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From: carol fitzpatrick
To: Federal Railroad Administration; AAF_Comments@vhb.com; EFieldin@martin.fl.us;


 Patrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov
Cc: tcnletters@scripps.com; Florida Not All Aboard; nikkiv&quot@martin.fl.us
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 5:13:49 PM


Dear Federal Agency,


Have you ever heard of Confusion Corners in downtown Stuart?


Please take the time to visit the confusion, it has 4 streets and railroad tracks that converge on
 the rotary circle!
How in good conscience could you add 32 more trains per day? Where is our Safety?
Our hospital, doctors, government buildings restaurants, small stores and our historic Feed
 store are located along these streets!


Respectfully,
Bill & Carol Fitzpatrick
1589 SW Sea Holly Way
Palm City, Fl. 34990


Sent from Windows Mail
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From: Ken"s
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Gail Barackman
Subject: Train traffic in Stuart
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:58:45 AM


I do not think that the issues (negative impact) that increased train traffic in downtown Stuart
 caused have been addressed.


Access to the hospital 


Impact on downtown dinning and shoping


Boating and real estate negative impact.


Ken Barackman
561-445-7290
744 NW Spruce Drive
Stuart Fl 34994
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From: Lynn Parkis
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 5:09:39 PM


As a resident of the Vista Royale community in Vero Beach, I hope you will help derail
 plans for All Aboard Florida.


Lynn D. Parkis
61 Woodland Dr., #102
Vero Beach FL 32962
518-852-8674
lynnparkis@aol.com
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From: Lori Anne
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Funding
Date: Wednesday, November 19, 2014 11:36:00 AM
Attachments: AAF letter to Federal Railroad Adminstration-1.docx


 
 
 
Dear Sirs:
 


Having looked over the 522-page report by consultants commissioned by the Florida
 East Coast Railroad, I am compelled to weigh in on All Aboard Florida’s (AAF) plan, which
 provides more questions than answers.
 
            The first of dozens of reasons against the AAF proposal is the Federal Government
 should not finance a private venture that will not succeed and leave tax payers paying the bill.
 No one will ride this train between Orlando and Miami when you can rent a car and get there
 cheaper and faster. We already have the cheap train Amtrak offers from Orlando to Miami for
 $43 and it takes five hours with a nice view of central Florida – probably in a rail car all to
 yourself.
           
            If it costs $100 per person, what family of four is going to spend $400 to take the train
 from Maim to Orlando when they can rent a car, get there quicker at a fraction of the cost.?
 
            It makes perfect sense for you to finance a real bullet train – like the ones they use in
 China – in the Turnpike right of way as originally proposed. The Treasure Coast Chapter of
 the American Institute of Architects unanimously agreed that no high speed rail should run
 through the downtowns of all the cities from Sebastian to Tequesta. The western route is the
 only possibility to spare the destruction of the communities affected by the current proposal.
  A real bullet train makes sense, and it would be much faster than 110 mph.  People will ride
 it. It might not initially pay for itself, but it would be infrastructure in place for years to come.
 That was the original plan for the bullet train when voters approved it by constitutional
 amendment.
 
            Sad to say, but AAF is little more than an attempt to scam the Federal Railroad
 Adminstration into subsidizing expansion of FEC Railway lines to accommodate cargo
 coming through the Panama Canal for the newer, deeper South Florida ports. Let them find
 private investors to pay for their additional tracks and improvements. If the numbers are there,
 investors will come. Please don’t allow AAF to sucker the Federal Government into financing
 a project that has no chance of success. We have yet to see a feasible ridership study to justify
 this $1.6 billion in tax payer money.
 


Before the Federal Railroad Administration approves any financing of All Aboard
 Florida as currently proposed, you must consider the devastating impacts to property values
 4,711 waterfront property owners west of the Stuart FEC Crossing at the St. Lucie River.
 They live along the North and South Forks of the St. Lucie River and their property values are
 a direct function of their ocean access. If the railroad bridge is only open for boats less than
 20 minutes per hour – based on current freight trains and the 32 proposed passenger trains
 during daylight hours – then the traffic jam of boaters trying to go boating will be a serious
 danger to navigation to and from the St. Lucie Canal, which connects to Fort Myers and the
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Dear Sirs:





Having looked over the 522-page report by consultants commissioned by the Florida East Coast Railroad, I am compelled to weigh in on All Aboard Florida’s (AAF) plan, which provides more questions than answers.





	The first of dozens of reasons against the AAF proposal is the Federal Government should not finance a private venture that will not succeed and leave tax payers paying the bill. No one will ride this train between Orlando and Miami when you can rent a car and get there cheaper and faster. We already have the cheap train Amtrak offers from Orlando to Miami for $43 and it takes five hours with a nice view of central Florida – probably in a rail car all to yourself.


	


	If it costs $100 per person, what family of four is going to spend $400 to take the train from Maim to Orlando when they can rent a car, get there quicker at a fraction of the cost.? 





	It makes perfect sense for you to finance a real bullet train – like the ones they use in China – in the Turnpike right of way as originally proposed. The Treasure Coast Chapter of the American Institute of Architects unanimously agreed that no high speed rail should run through the downtowns of all the cities from Sebastian to Tequesta. The western route is the only possibility to spare the destruction of the communities affected by the current proposal.  A real bullet train makes sense, and it would be much faster than 110 mph.  People will ride it. It might not initially pay for itself, but it would be infrastructure in place for years to come. That was the original plan for the bullet train when voters approved it by constitutional amendment.





	Sad to say, but AAF is little more than an attempt to scam the Federal Railroad Adminstration into subsidizing expansion of FEC Railway lines to accommodate cargo coming through the Panama Canal for the newer, deeper South Florida ports. Let them find private investors to pay for their additional tracks and improvements. If the numbers are there, investors will come. Please don’t allow AAF to sucker the Federal Government into financing a project that has no chance of success. We have yet to see a feasible ridership study to justify this $1.6 billion in tax payer money.





Before the Federal Railroad Administration approves any financing of All Aboard Florida as currently proposed, you must consider the devastating impacts to property values 4,711 waterfront property owners west of the Stuart FEC Crossing at the St. Lucie River. They live along the North and South Forks of the St. Lucie River and their property values are a direct function of their ocean access. If the railroad bridge is only open for boats less than 20 minutes per hour – based on current freight trains and the 32 proposed passenger trains during daylight hours – then the traffic jam of boaters trying to go boating will be a serious danger to navigation to and from the St. Lucie Canal, which connects to Fort Myers and the Gulf of Mexico. There are also thousands of St. Lucie County boaters who won’t be able to go to the Gulf or enjoy the South and North Forks of the St. Lucie River. There are plenty of tales of 40-minute waits in heavy currents for the Stuart railroad bridge to go back up and again allow boater traffic to go east or west.





The same is true for thousands of waterfront property owners west of the much lower railroad bridge in Tequesta. For unknown reasons, this ill-advised proposal does not include an additional rail crossing at the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee or Miami Rivers. These are obvious choke points for rail and boating traffic. The choke point in Stuart is just minutes away from the St. Lucie Inlet where boaters can reach the Atlantic Ocean after crossing the state from the Gulf of Mexico in Fort Myers. 


 


The last argument against any federal money for AAF is the damage that will be done to the small towns in the wake of this shameful attempt to push this through against the opposition of virtually every citizen from Sebastian to Tequesta. 





Officials from Indian River, St. Lucie and Martin counties are extremely concerned about the negative impact on emergency vehicles in life threatening situations. And They will tell you people will die if this project is approved.  





This is not the route for “allegedly” high speed rail as proposed and please don’t give them money to wreck our way of life and destroy our property values. 









 Gulf of Mexico. There are also thousands of St. Lucie County boaters who won’t be able to
 go to the Gulf or enjoy the South and North Forks of the St. Lucie River. There are plenty of
 tales of 40-minute waits in heavy currents for the Stuart railroad bridge to go back up and
 again allow boater traffic to go east or west.


 
The same is true for thousands of waterfront property owners west of the much lower


 railroad bridge in Tequesta. For unknown reasons, this ill-advised proposal does not include
 an additional rail crossing at the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee or Miami Rivers. These are obvious
 choke points for rail and boating traffic. The choke point in Stuart is just minutes away from
 the St. Lucie Inlet where boaters can reach the Atlantic Ocean after crossing the state from the
 Gulf of Mexico in Fort Myers.


 
The last argument against any federal money for AAF is the damage that will be done


 to the small towns in the wake of this shameful attempt to push this through against the
 opposition of virtually every citizen from Sebastian to Tequesta.


 
Officials from Indian River, St. Lucie and Martin counties are extremely concerned


 about the negative impact on emergency vehicles in life threatening situations. And They will
 tell you people will die if this project is approved.  


 
This is not the route for “allegedly” high speed rail as proposed and please don’t give


 them money to wreck our way of life and destroy our property values.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lori Van Dien
Jensen Beach, Florida
 
 








From: 7725326883@txt.att.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 4:44:06 PM


We are against  all aboard
Beverly


==================================================================
This mobile text message is brought to you by AT&T
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From: Jane Greenwasser
To: "Andrew.W. Phillips"@usace.army.mil; AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@dot.gov
Subject: Plan to send more trains through Martin County, Fl.
Date: Friday, October 17, 2014 12:41:11 PM


Sirs:
Of all the moves by government, this has to be bordering on insanity.
Our peaceful way of life will be jeopardized  if the number of trains
materialize as planned.
Then, there's the matter of tourist trade being in decline as a result
of inconvenience  for the
driving and boating visitors.
We cannot afford the upkeep/maintenance which will fall on our
taxpayers, many of whom are
retired folks living on fixed incomes.
We know this is to accommodate the freight industry. The public is not
so naive that we don't
"get it."


We ask your intrusion into financing such a foolish endeavor. It will
come back to haunt us
just as prior train debacles.
Thank you  for your consideration.


Sincerely,
Dr. & Mrs. Ralph Greenwasser
Stuart, Fl.
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From: Tom Ryan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 5:01:47 AM


Keep your train !!


Sent from my iPad
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From: Stan Barove
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; debbie.mayfield@myfloridahouse.gov; nergon.joe.web@flsenate.gov
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 10:07:31 AM


As a unit owner and resident of Vista Royale, which is directly affected by the increased in rail
 traffic, and will be subject to the full brunt of the noise pollution, and the separation from
 emergency services, located west of the RR tracks, I and many of the 2200 residents and
 voters in this community ask the commission reconsider the request from AAF, and denies all
 applications..We are in full support of our Board of Directors resolution.
Maureen & Stan Barove, 34 Pine Arbor Lane #107, Vero Beach, FL 32962
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From: jwdrawe
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida High Speed Rail
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:53:07 AM


> We have lived in Sebastian for 15 years and are totally against high
> speed rail operating along the Treasure Coast.
> Safety, noise, and frequency are our main concerns.
> For  the majority of travel in and around Sebastian it is required
> that the streets crossing the RR tracks be used. With the speed and
> frequency of the proposed trains, safety WILL be reduced, noise will
> increase and there are no minor accidents involving
> trains....especially high speed trains.
> Also, the high speed trains will offer  a major degrading of lifestyle
> and will increase the operating costs of our community with absolutely
> no benefits.
> If a high speed, high frequency rail line is truly justifiable from
> south Florida to Orlando, the line must be put in along a yet
> unpopulated route where the above concerns may be met with properly
> designed infrastructure that would not affect the safety and lifestyle
> of so many.
> If the thought that using the existing line is the only way the high
> speed service can be economically justified, then the project must be
> abandoned. The citizens must not face this peril for the growth of
> commerce. Thank you for not letting the High speed trains on existing
> track line.
> John & Judy Drawe
> 592 Birch Court
> Sebastian, Fl
>
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From: Linda Kelly
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:11:07 PM


stop it now it will not help Florida it will hurt our Communities' stop it now
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From: Sara Hill
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Please NO to AAF for Sebastian and Vero Beach
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 6:39:09 PM


Dear All,
Every day I cross the railroad tracks because in our small town MOST of the families live on the
 west side of Rt. 1, the hospital, fire station, shopping and appointments and the tracks.  Every
 day as I travel I can see how disruptive 32 additional crossings will be to our daily lives. 
 No “study” can claim this will not lower our standard of living because WE are the ones who
 live here and I can tell you NO ONE is in favor of this All Aboard Florida.  This is true of Vero
 Beach and Sebastian.  We do  not understand why this train will not be put west of our towns.
I find it difficult to believe that something so disruptive to our town would be “railroaded” on
 us with no consideration to what the residents want.  This is still America and we should have
 a voice.
Hopefully you will listen,
Sara Hill
Sebastian, FL 
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From: Len & Donna
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 11:28:44 PM


I oppose the all aboard Florida train.  It will create a safety hazard for first responders.  Will hinder marine traffic. 
 Will be an environmental hazard.  There has not been an honest impact statement.   Also the possibility of a
 increase of freight trains will devastating to the economy of the treasure coast. 


The tracks should be moved west, out of the way of the populated areas.
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From: chris wernlund
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Impacts
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 6:06:22 PM


How will the proposed AAF system affect the already publicly owned and operated Florida
 Tri Rail System?


Chris Wernlund
2969 sw Cornell Ave
Palm City, Fl 34990


chris.wernlund@gmail.com
Palm City Florida
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From: Jim O"Rourke
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, September 30, 2014 11:06:02 AM


As current residents of Vista Royale we strongly oppose the "All
Aboard Florida" proposal.  We are already inconvenienced with the wait
at the crossings and disturbed by the noise of the current line and
this proposal will only exacerbate these problems.  Thanking you for
your consideration.


Joan and Jim O'Rourke
34 Pine Arbor Lane, Unit 105
Vero Beach FLA    32962
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From: Suzie Smith
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 9:21:05 PM


AAF_comments@vhb.com


Dear Mr. Winkle,


I live in Fort Pierce on Hutchinson Island. Since hearing ofthe AAF plan more than a year ago, I
 have made it my business to travel thiscity and find what changes would occur IF AAF
 becomes a reality. My travelshave exposed many barriers to my city’s growth and prosperity
 and will, infact, destroy this beautiful little town.


Having traveled over the South Bridge onto and out of theIsland, I have discovered many
 things which do not “gel” with the FRA/EISreport. It is these things which I wish to point out
 to you in this letter.


First, the distance is very short coming off the bridge andmoving straight ahead to US 1. I
 cannot imagine how you think an 11.5 minutedelay [EIS] with the “passenger trains” could
 not back up traffic coming ontothe bridge from US 1 and going off the bridge toward US 1.
 The area is alreadycompromised by trains and heavy traffic and a major safety factor would
 ensuewith even more “passenger” trains added to the heavy freight trains alreadytraveling
 these tracks.


I also have been amazed at how many individuals have becomeaware that this planned
 passenger service is not a passenger service at allgiven the increased shipments through the
 Panama Canal and the expansion ofMiami Harbors. The passenger service planned by AAF will
 lose money as doesevery passenger service in the United States, but it will be profitable
 forfreight. I must conclude with the majority of knowledgeable individuals thatfreight will be
 AAF’s focus, not people.


If we follow this logic, then we have to look at the “passenger”trains as freight, don’t we.


On one of city exploration days, I went to my regular hairsalon appointment five stores down
 the street from the railroad track. As Iparked, a large horn sounded and a freight train came
 slowly through the town.I was very early for my appointment, so I decided to watch the
 lumbering trainscrawl through the city. From the time the train traveled through the
 OrangeAvenue at-grade crossing until it once again let traffic through, 23 minuteshad passed.
 Now, if the passenger service AAF has planned for the TreasureCoast is—in reality—a freight
 service, the at-grade crossings in Fort Piercealone would often take this amount of time to
 complete its journey. I am sureyou have already thought of this since you did a careful study
 of our “rural”, “lowpopulation” area.


During the time the train passed (I counted 63 WALMART cars,untold liquid tank cars, and
 numerous other cars…I lost count, I regret),blocked cars downtown began to find ways to
 wiggle out of the line of trafficafter the train came to a complete stop. They could not,
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 however, find anexit---the city, the taxpayers will be responsible for correcting this, Isuppose.


If a freight (passenger train) is stopped for more thanone-third of an hour, I thought (I am sure
 you have thought this through aswell), and “passenger trains” pass every 15-16 minutes, it is
 likely, we willbe unable to reach town from US 1 or to US 1. This problem will then impact
 ourtown, our recreational facilities, our ability get anywhere or be anywhereexcept waiting
 for trains. I cannot imagine you did not analyze this situationwhen you wrote the EIS!


Of course, with our exits and egresses so compromised, taxpayers will again pay up to keep
 our town alive and moving.


Over passes must be built, the single existing bridge willrequire careful reconstruction, our
 crumbling underpass built not to allowheavy trucks through must also be rebuilt…and where
 will the money come from.From the people in Fort Pierce who cannot afford such expense!


Property values on beautiful, old Indian River Drive willdecrease as will our tax base.
 Businesses will close when they cannot beaccessed. What exactly, I have asked myself a
 million times is the benefit inthis train (passenger?) to bring to theTreasure Coast? Where is
 the money to come from to repair and build new trackaccesses so tourist can enjoy our
 Saturday Market? Our Fishing Tournaments? Ourgrowing ART community? Our growing
 theatre? Our …all will be divided andforgotten by a passenger train in name only; by more
 and more freight trainscutting our towns in two.


I want to make a suggestion concerning your analysis of theTreasure Coast. Place, for
 example, car counters---those tubes across the roads—whichwill accurately count the
 number of cars coming off the South Bridge and thenumber of cars stopped for trains, and
 the number of cars coming north or southon US 1 who wait for the trains to pass. You have
 done this already, I hope,because you could not possibly make a decision without knowing
 thisinformation! You could not possibly make an informed decision to destroy anentire
 Treasure Coast without careful study of such havoc which will result ina decision to allow a
 1.6 Billion Dollar loan to be offered to AAF…but then,who hired you to do the EIS? Who paid
 for information which would cause thegovernment to hand out the tax dollars from residents
 of the Treasure Coast.


Without a clear plan for our neck of the woods, Mr. Winkle,this project must not go through. If
 you have a conscience, I would suspect youalready know all the issues I have presented here.
 I suspect you already knowwe have been hung out to dry and our town—like the ghost towns
 of old—will simplydie while waiting for trains billed as passenger trains to back up traffic
 withlittle regard for the citizens or the tourist or the healthcare workers. A longlist of
 individuals will lose their jobs in our area, but AAF has much profitto gain.


Send your trains west. Set your cargo on the water. Findanother way to make moving goods
 from the Panama Canal inland and upland tosave our Coast. You must.


Suzie Smith







2400 South Ocean Drive


4300A


Hutchinson Island, Fort Pierce


34949








From: Koff Patty (HCTM/MMA-I)
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Please NO
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:23:16 AM


Hello –
 
I am writing to register my strong objection to the All Aboard rail project for S. Florida.  As a resident
 of Martin County, I can assure you, based upon over 30 years of healthcare experience, that this
 project is a major problem waiting to happen for residents of the Treasure Coast and beyond.  The
 rail lines that are being discussed will severely limit the ambulance access in the area. 
 
In addition the general “way-of-life” will be disrupted given the general traffic impediments and the
 marine obstructions due to the railroad crossings.  STOP this development in these historic areas. 
 Move the line into the more central part of the State.
 
Thank you for looking out for the welfare of PEOPLE not products!
 
Patty Koff, M.Ed., CCP, AE-C, RRT
Clinical Implementation Manager
Robert Bosch Healthcare 
2469 SW Bobalink Ct.
Palm City, FL 34990
Tel: 772-359-8830
patty.koff@us.bosch.com
www.bosch-telehealth.com
 
 
 



mailto:Patty.Koff@us.bosch.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

mailto:patty.koff@us.bosch.com

http://www.bosch-telehealth.com/






From: SAdams8174@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:54:09 AM


AAF,
     This is a bad idea, running the train through the Treasurecoast communities. The train should verr
 inland from Palm Beach to Indiantown, Fellsmere on on to Orlando. This would accommodate the freight
 along with passenger and help these inland towns. Steve Adams
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From: Rhonda Noah
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; john.winkle@dot.gov
Cc: Jim Murley
Subject: All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f)


 Evaluation
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 11:34:20 AM
Attachments: 20141202002846.pdf


Good morning Mr. Winkle.  Attached are the comments of the South Florida Regional Planning
 Council (SFRPC) on the subject DEIS.  The original is being mailed under separate cover.  Please
 contact me directly if you have any questions.  Thank you.
 
Rhonda H. Noah
Director of Operations
South Florida Regional Planning Council
3440 Hollywood Boulevard, Suite 140
Hollywood, FL   33021
(954) 985-4416 - Phone
(954) 985-4417 – FAX
rnoah@sfrpc.com
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From: dbsjt
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Saturday, September 20, 2014 12:25:37 PM


Dear sir or madam,
 
I have lived in Jupiter for 55 years and would like to express the reservations that I have concerning the
 so-called, ‘All Aboard Florida’ train service.
 
Nothing about the service makes much sense.
 
There is already service available for those who need to travel those routes.  That service is already
 subsidized by the government and is used mostly by lower paid workers to get to their jobs and students
 traveling to magnet schools.  If this new private service complains about unfair competition, the fares will
 rise and the existing service will be price out of range of those who need it.
 
The inconvenience in the short term to drivers and boaters is magnitudes greater than any benefit that the
 redundant service could ever provide.
 
The long term is my greatest worry.  The All Aboard Florida group has a flawed business plan that will
 accomplish nothing but let them pay themselves from the federal loan they are trying to get, that they
 have no intention of ever paying back.  They will soon find that there are not enough riders that are
 willing to overpay for transportation that does not get them where they need to go.  The forecast included
 in the report of 11,000 riders per day is laughable.  The service will either shut down or try to get
 additional government funds to keep it alive.
 
I am in no way suggesting that a private company cannot attempt to do what All Aboard Florida
 proposing.  However, I do not think that it is at all appropriate for the government to lend my tax dollars to
 them.
 
All Aboard Florida has no hope of providing a useful or profitable service and should be denied any public
 funding.
 
Very truly yours
 
Douglas Bogue
965 Marlin Drive
Jupiter, FL 33458
561 308 7112
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From: Captain Jeff Marchant
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:25:19 AM


All Aboard Florida......I have been educating myself about the AAF project via local news & newspapers as well as
 the AAF website. So basically I am told what they want us to hear/know.


I am an avid cyclist & hope a bike path will run side-by-side the entire All Aboard Florida route. A safe long
 distance bike path is much needed here in FL as our residents view biking as an alternative to supporting out dirty
 coal/oil industry and greatly reducing our states own carbon footprint. 
So I support a safe,  long distance bike route through our state.


The fact that Gov. Rick Sott has his dirty hands are on this project sickens me. I did not vote for him, nor do I
 support him.
He did not create the over inflated # of jobs created in his 1st term. He simply happened to be in office when our
 country's economy started its rebound.
Just as you can't blame Gov. Christ for all the jobs lost when he was in office. Our entire Country went into
 recession due to the greed of our Banks. Yes the greed of all the mortgage brokers approving people who had no
 business even applying to buy a house in the first place.  
So I do not support the project because I do not want to see Gov. Scott  to continue bilking residents & pocketing
 large sums of money from this or any project.


I am a homeowner & believe house ownership is a privilege and an honor. AAF should change its route & build


 tracks outside of our towns using Gov. Rick Scotts' own private bank account to fund
 the new tracks, not U.S. Gov Loans or Funds. I know I wouldn't want my home/property value plummet
 because of 1 greedy and crooked Governor who I don't even support. NO  TAXPAYER MONEY SHOULD BE
 USED FOR THIS "PRIVATE" VENTURE.
So I do not support the project for what it will do to the real-estate economy in certain areas and the fear my own
 taxpayer funds being used without my consent. 
Kind of like Florida Lotto when it started. Weren't FL Lotto profits supposed to be used for the FL school/education
 system? Why do we still have one of the worst education systems in the country...why are pay & job cuts being
 made?


Of course anything of this magnitude will increase traffic congestion, noise pollution & air pollution. Being an avid
 environmentalist I do not approve of any project that will increase our states carbon footprint, after all, we already
 possess everything needed for our state to be independent of the oil industry...wind, ocean, sun.
So I do not support what the project will do to our already dwindling environment.


The New River Bridge in Ft. Lauderdale does not affect me directly, but after reading what the # of AAF trains can
 do to the downtown area (bring water & vehicle traffic to a snarl numerous times a day) helps me see the adverse
 effects this project will have on our local areas. This is only one example, but I know I am snow blinded by media
 about other areas that will be affected in the same manner by the project.
I do not support any project that will affect the well-being or economy of any area, so again I would have to vote no
 to the project.


I do hope my views will not be discarded due to my non-support of Gov. Scott. 
My environmental practices greatly outweigh the benefits of AAF so.....


MY VOTE IS NO....I DO NOT SUPPORT ALL ABOARD FLORIDA


I would much rather see a cleaner earth for our children of the future than greedy politicians pocketing more
 money.


Sincerely,
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From: rramazio@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Please Stop AAF!!!!
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:19:33 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle, my husband and I live happily in the southend of West Palm Beach, we have resided
 here for over 40 years.  We brought up our children here, they went to school and college here.  Now, we
 have learned of the All Aboard Florida fiasco, we are considering having to move away from the area. 
 Just like many of us "little people" we have no voice in this issue.  Imagine 32 additional trains every day
 going back and forth just a couple of blocks away.  What about those unfortunate people that reside west
 of S. Dixie Hwy? This will totally disrupt their lives.  As it is, we hear the trains going back and forth
 during the day and night, which is acceptable, but now an additional 32 trains!!!  Not to mention traffic
 having to stop continuously for the trains to pass by.  I have seen plans for proposed rail stations and
 also read of a super tower in Miami being approved for AAF, so technically "this train has already left the
 station" and we cannot stop it!!
 
Incidentally, how many people will actually want to travel by train from Miami to Orlando?  Enough to fill
 16 trains a day?  Highly unlikely!!  Is there another motive for this intrusion in our lives, we will find out in
 the near future. Could it be to transport freight along the FEC railroad tracks? This is more likely, under
 the guise of it being approved as a passenger train service. Please know that WE WILL HATE IT!!!!
 
Sincerely,
 
A long time resident and homeowner in Palm Beach County.
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From: Maggie Krieger
To: john.winkle@dot.gov
Cc: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:10:03 AM


As a resident of Port St Lucie for more than 20 years we do not want this train coming thru here> I does
 nothing for us but cause congestion and more time spent waiting for the trains to go by. We also live on
 the water and go out thru the St. Lucie Inlet and under the train passage in Stuart, again more time spent
 waiting on bridges to be open. They can us the tracks that go thru the middle of the state or build their
 own tracks that don't effect millions of people a day. No one except for people from other countries here
 on vacation is going to use these tracks to go between Orlando and the south. we dont want these trains.


Maggie Krieger
 
772-323-5858
 
Pslsell@aol.com
 
Berkshire Hathaway HomeServices Florida Realty
Serving Port St Lucie, Martin, Palm City and Jupiter.
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From: Bob Webster
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Bob Webster
Subject: All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger Rail Project
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 11:14:52 AM
Attachments: PastedGraphic-1.png


ATT00001.htm
When Facts Are Fantasy.pdf
ATT00002.htm
Why I Support AAF.pdf
ATT00003.htm


December 2, 2014


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590


Dear Mr. Winkle,


I respectfully submit my comments concerning the All Aboard Florida Intercity Passenger 
Rail Project (AAF) and the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS).


Introduction:


I note that Indian River County has submitted a voluminous critique of the the DEIS, 
dated December 1, 2014, (at 
http://www.ircgov.com/Public_Notices/Rail/IRC_EIS_Comments.pdf) which critique 
includes a report of their consultant paid for by the taxpayers of Indian River County 
(IRC).


As an Indian River County taxpayer, I take exception to the IRC critique and resent my 
taxes being used to produce such a document.  My own review of that document has 
identified few legitimate suggestions/comments, with the bulk of the IRC critique 
appearing to be a classic example of an attempt to mask lack of substance by a 
considerable volume of minutia built on assumptions not supported by facts.


The IRC document appears to be an attempt to mine public law for any conceivable 
material from which to construct a roadblock, without any reasonable constraint.  
Indeed, the document was crafted by IRC attorneys with the apparent direction of IRC 
Commissioners to find all possible objections, no matter how insignificant or 
unrealistic, to “stop” the AAF project.  This obvious imbalance is clear from the lack of 
any statements identifying the many clear benefits to the public. 


The IRC Commissioners' opposition is being fostered by a public whipped into a frenzy 
by irresponsible local newspaper opposition abetted by a small band of angry opponents
 who speak at every public meeting, maintain a website (Florida Not All Aboard, 
FNAA) and hold public meetings to gather petition signatures based on false 
information (FNAA “Fact Sheet") spread at those meetings.  Such petitions hold no 
value whatsoever as they gather signatures of an emotional public acting under false 
pretenses.  I have included below as an attachment my critique/analysis of the contents 
of the FNAA “Fact Sheet” (When “Facts” Are “Fantasy”.pdf).  I believe the petition 
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Bob Webster
2881 St. Barts Square
Vero Beach, FL  32967-7583
(772) 299-4422


Additional information:


















When “Facts” Are “Fantasy”



“Florida Not All Aboard” (FNAA) claims to “vet” material for accuracy so the public has an objective 
nonpartisan view of the All Aboard Florida (AAF) high speed passenger rail project.  In fact, FNAA’s 
“facts” appear to be nothing but fantasy.



Let’s examine “facts” claimed by FNAA www.floridanotallaboard.net/wp-content/uploads/2014/04/
FNAA_FactSheet.pdf (as of Sunday, October 19, 2014):



FNAA “fact”:



“What's ‘All Aboard Florida?’  A proposal for 32 passenger trains a day on the existing 
Florida East Coast tracks between Miami and Cocoa.  New track will be built from Cocoa to 
Orlando along SR 528.  Passenger trains will run during the day and share the tracks with 
the freight trains, which run on a 24-hour schedule.  AFF says the passenger trains will be 
‘high-speed’, traveling up to 125 mph, but given the number of bridges and road crossings, 
those high speeds are hard to imagine.”



The real facts:



AAF will operate in three different zones each with a different maximum speed set by Federal 
Railroad Administration regulations.  The fastest speed (125 mph) will occur on the new 
Cocoa to Orlando (FL 528) corridor where there will be no grade crossings.  Speeds faster 
than 125 mph are beyond the technology limit for diesel-electric locomotives to be used by 
AAF.  Higher speeds are currently only possible with electrified high speed rail.  Along the 
FEC Palm Beach to Cocoa corridor the maximum speed limit is 110 mph (the FRA limit for 
rail speeds where road crossings exist.  Crossing improvements required by the FRA include 
Sealed Corridor compliance which, together with advanced rail monitoring and Positive Train 
Control (PTC) to be installed by AAF, will considerably improve safety of every road crossing.



FNAA “fact”:  “Who owns AAF?  Fortress Investment Group, the owner of Florida East Coast 
Railroad and a publicly traded, New York City-based investment firm.”



The real facts:



The FNAA statement of ownership is both true and entirely irrelevant as it provides no 
legitimate basis to oppose AAF.



FNAA “fact”:  “Will this be privately financed?  No, AFF [sic] has applied for federal government 
financing which is reportedly around $1.5 billion. They will use this, in part, to build a second track on 
the right-of-way their [sic] already own.”



The real facts:



AAF is a privately owned and operated high speed passenger transportation system that will 
use a mix of Private Activity Bond (PAB) funding and, if necessary, RRIF loans to secure 
required funding for this project.  A RRIF loan is neither a subsidy nor government handout 
(i.e., it is not a grant).  RRIF loans are secured by a combination of payment of an up-front 
“risk premium” and collateral offered for loan security.  Loans are paid back at market rates.  
The RRIF program was established by Congress in 1998 for just such projects as AAF.  To 
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oppose AAF on the basis of their RRIF loan application is like opposing your neighbor’s 
application for a FHA or VA mortgage.



FNAA “fact”:  “Where are the train stations? Orlando, Miami, West Palm Beach and Fort 
Lauderdale.”



The real facts:



New transit stations are being built in Miami, Palm Beach, Fort Lauderdale and in the new 
intermodal terminal at Orlando International Airport (MCO).  Intercity operations between 
these stations will offer initial service to the densely populated areas of South Florida and 
Orlando.  Nothing prohibits AAF from future service expansion to the west, the north and 
within the current corridor between Palm Beach and Cocoa.



FNAA “fact”:  Will the freight trains continue to operate on the same rail? Freight trains will also 
travel along the corridor and are expected to stop at several designated locations allowing passenger 
trains to pass. The combined number of trains is estimated to be greater than 45 per day.



The real facts:  



FEC freights will not be “expected to stop at several designated locations allowing passenger 
trains to pass.”  That is entirely fiction.  With the installation of PTC, and mainline double-
tracking (and limited triple-tracking where no grade crossings exist), both freight and 
passenger rail operations will proceed at designed speeds with no necessity for stopping in 
deference to any other scheduled train.  At current freight operation frequency, initial service 
will have 14 (seven in each direction) freight and 32 (16 in each direction) passenger trains 
per day.  The improved rail corridor will be ample to handle that traffic.



FNAA “fact”:  “What about Emergency Response times? This is a great concern for many of the 
communities.  More trains and longer freight trains could mean a much slower response time and 
some communities will be split in half.” 



The real facts:



Road closure time for the short AAF trainset is about 48 seconds, most of which is for gates 
to open and close (AAF transit past a point at 106.6 mph is just 5.8 seconds).  Over the 15 
hours of operation, 97.2% of the time a gate will not be closed for an AAF train.  When a 
traveler does encounter a gate closure for an AAF train, the average wait time will be a mere 
24 seconds, much shorter than the average for many traffic lights.  If freights increase from 
8150’ to just 10560’ and the number of daily freights increases to what it was just eight years 
ago (24 per day), the combined daily gate closure time for 32 AAF trains plus 24 faster FEC 
trains will be virtually identical to daily gate closure time for 24 FEC freights moving at current 
speeds (72.7 vs. 71.1 minutes per day).



FNAA “fact”:  “What about boat traffic passing under rail bridges? More trains will mean less time 
for the bridges to open.”



The real facts:



While there will be more bridge closures, improvements to equipment to shorten opening/
closing times together with better notification of scheduled bridge openings should help offset 











any inconvenience.  The same facts apply to bridge closing as for grade crossing closures.  
In the recent past as many as 24 freight trains per day closed bridges for longer periods of 
time.  The faster operational speeds coupled with improved notification and bridge operating 
times should minimize any inconvenience.



FNAA “fact”:  “What safeguards will be put into place?  An environmental impact study is underway 
for the entire project from Miami to Orlando and mitigation plans have yet to be released.  Preliminary 
EIS is expected this spring, and a comment period will allow concerns to be recorded.  Concerns can 
be recorded during public scheduled meeting and submitted to FRA through using the internet.”



The real facts:



This FNAA statement does not answer its own question!  The Draft EIS has been available to 
the public since September.  The FNAA statement is accurate insofar as it describes the 
review of the DEIS.  To address the question does not require the DEIS.  Safeguards to be 
put in place by AAF include:



1. Installation of PTC before the date mandated by the FRA.  This is a significant 
improvement in train operational safety with use of GPS to locate every train at every 
moment and electronic devices to identify track blockages with sufficient advance warning 
to prevent a collision.



2. Grade crossings upgraded to meet the FRA’s Sealed Corridor guidance.  This will prevent 
drivers from attempting to weave around closed crossing gates (the number one cause of 
collisions and fatalities at grade crossings).



3. Higher safe operational speeds and shorter closure times of grade crossings for all trains, 
both freight and passenger.



4. AAF will comply with all 53 Best Management Practices (BMPs) and Mitigation Measures 
detailed in the DEIS (pages 7-2 & 7-3) for both construction and operational phases of 
AAF.



FNAA “fact”:  “How loud are the train horns?”  Noise pollution from train horns will be 96-110 
decibels, which is equivalent to a power saw at three feet.  Warning horns must blow at every 
crossing.  Anything done to reduce the noise such as building Quiet Zones must be paid by the local 
taxpayers.”



The real facts:



AAF installed Sealed Corridor upgrades entirely eliminate or dramatically reduce public costs 
for Quiet Zones that silence both freight and passenger train horns.



The reality is quite different from the misrepresentations of this FNAA “fact”.



FNAA “fact”:  “What are Quiet Zones and who pays for them? Quiet zones are installed at grade 
crossings and simulate actual train horn sounds, eliminating the need for the train operator to blow 
the horn. Communities can install quiet zones at the taxpayer’s expense at $100,000's per 
installation.”











The real facts:



Quiet Zones are not “installed” they are designated by the FRA after grade crossing 
improvements have been made to improve public and rail safety by eliminating collisions.  As 
stated above, Sealed Corridor compliance being constructed at AAF’s cost are virtually 
identical to requirements needed to upgrade a crossing to meet Quiet Zone requirements.  A 
Quiet Zone does not require the sounding of any horn, either on the train or at the crossing.



AAF is working with every community desiring its help to obtain Quiet Zone designations so 
that the process is not unduly delayed and can be performed as quickly and smoothly as 
possible.



FNAA “fact”:  “Can AAF build new or use the westerly tracks that go between West Palm Beach 
to Orlando?”  Yes, but AAF is not considering this option as it does not own them.  Nor are they 
considering building new tracks to the west. 



The real facts:



1. CSX, operates freight service between Miami and Orlando.  CSX is NOT willing to share its 
corridor to provide an alternate high speed passenger rail system.



2. Passenger rail service is normally built where potential passengers live.  The inland route is 
sparsely populated in comparison to the FEC corridor.



Reviewing the FNAA “fact” sheet, one has a difficult time finding any real facts that provide a rational 
basis for objecting to AAF.  The FNAA “fact” sheet is truly a work of fantasy and grossly misrepresents 
the objective facts about AAF.



It is notable that this campaign has garnered over 32,000 petition signatures on the basis of these 
false representations about AAF.  Those petitions are not worth the paper they’re written on because 
they were obtained under false pretenses.



Analysis prepared by:



Bob Webster
2881 St. Barts Square
Vero Beach, FL  32967
(772) 299-4422
bwebster@att.net



Note:



I have no personal stake in the AAF project.  I live within ½-mile of the rail corridor.  My sole motivation is to honor the 
truth and expose the misrepresentations and fabrications that I have found to be the cornerstone of opposition to the AAF 
project.  Should anyone have some real facts that support opposition to AAF, I would be most grateful to know of them.















Why I Support All Aboard Florida (AAF)



The most important question for local communities is:  On balance, will AAF benefit or harm 
our community?



The ultimate determinant whether AAF will serve the interests of the public is whether the 
public will be better off with AAF than without AAF?



What will the future be like without AAF?



• Without Sealed Corridor upgrades, crossing safety will not be improved.



• Florida East Coast (FEC) freight trains operating at current speeds will increase in 
frequency and length as our economy improves and business is impacted by the 
widened Panama Canal and improved South Florida port facilities.



• As more and longer FEC freight trains are added in response to an improved economy, 
current train vibration and noise will continue with greater frequency.



• More and longer freights operating at current speeds will create longer road crossing 
delays.



• More trains create more horn noise at road crossings (by regulation, four blasts per 
crossing).  According to Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) data, horns are generally 
100 times louder than the sound of a freight train moving 50 mph.



• No future AAF transit station for Vero Beach means no alternative to highway 
transportation for travel to Orlando, Palm Beach, Ft. Lauderdale, or Miami.  This is 
particularly restricting for elderly and disabled who are unable to drive.



• Florida will continue to attract more people (vacationers, tourists, and new residents) 
who will create greater future demand for increased highway capacity.



What will the future be like with AAF?



• Improved Public Crossing Safety:  AAF Sealed Corridor upgrades at every road 
crossing together with AAF-installed Positive Train Control (PTC) and advanced rail 
monitoring technology will substantially improve road crossing safety for all trains.



• Decreased Public Cost for Noise Abatement:  Sealed Corridor upgrades will entirely 
eliminate or dramatically reduce public construction costs for Quiet Zones that silence 
all train horns.



• Reduced Vibration:  AAF’s improved track alignment and rail separation tolerances 
together with enhanced wheel and rail maintenance will reduce vibrations and 
accompanying noise from all trains.



• Freight Public Road Crossing Closure Time:  AAF’s rail and crossing improvements 
will enable longer two-mile freights operating at higher speeds to maintain current 
closure time of today’s shorter FEC freights.











• Minimal AAF Public Road Closure Impact:  Road closures from two additional hourly 
AAF trains will total only 96 seconds per hour of operation, insuring drivers a greater 
than 97% chance they will not encounter a road closed for an AAF train.  If you were to 
encounter a gate closed for an AAF train, your typical wait time for it to reopen would be 
just 24 seconds.



• Continuous Train Movement:  AAF will double-track the entire FEC corridor north of 
Palm Beach and add some triple-track mainlines where no road crossings exist.  These 
improvements will allow all trains to move continuously at normal operating speeds with 
no trains blocking crossings while waiting for other trains to pass.



• Improved Transportation Options:  Future AAF transit stations north of Palm Beach 
for a limited number of AAF trains would create transportation alternatives for residents 
who travel to Orlando and Southeast Florida.  State-of-the-art accessibility features will 
allow disabled the full use of passenger cars and transit stations.



• Property Value & Tax Revenue:  Both residential and commercial property values 
typically increase in areas near transit stations.



• Deferred Public Costs for Road Construction:  AAF passenger service will reduce 
pressure for more highway capacity and defer the need to add more lanes to I-95 and 
US-1.



These facts support a better future with AAF than without AAF.   Clearly, AAF will benefit 
both riders and the non-riding public, both of which will be better off with AAF than without AAF.



For these reasons, I support a better future with All Aboard Florida.



Bob Webster
2881 St. Barts Square (less than ½ mile from 65th Street rail crossing)
Vero Beach, FL  32967
(772) 299-4422
bwebster@att.net





mailto:bwebster@att.net











signatures and most public opposition to AAF is based on misinformation of opposition 
groups combined with distortions deliberately disseminated by local newspapers 
(Scripps) for the purpose of increasing circulation.


Comments:


While I found some minor inconsistencies in the DEIS, I’ve found them to be trivial, 
non-substantive and not unusual for a document/undertaking of the magnitude required 
to produce the DEIS.


A few issues that I believe merit further analysis:


1. A discussion of protections/mitigations for significant public use areas (e.g., parks 
and playgrounds) in close proximity to the high speed train corridor.  This is a public 
safety issue that should be addressed.


2. A discussion of protections/mitigations for well-used footpaths and bicycle lanes.  
These lanes/pathways created by regular use are not at regular road crossings and 
generally amount to trespassing on the rail corridor ROW.  Nevertheless, these do exist, 
are known to local officials/police/sheriffs and are generally used by lower-income 
people whose primary transportation option is by foot.  This is a public safety issue that 
should be addressed.


3. Analysis of the impact of construction on the “Vero Man” site (prehistoric site of 
significance in Vero Beach, FL).


I believe the DEIS adequately covered alternatives to the route chosen for AAF (from 
Palm Beach to Orlando).  The IRC critique suggests the CSX, I-95 and Florida Turnpike
 corridors would be viable alternatives without any consideration to the fact that CSX 
does not want its corridor used for such purposes and the sparsely-populated I-95 and 
Florida Turnpike alternatives provide no opportunity for transit stops for limited trains 
to support future increases in public transportation needs.  Furthermore, the use of 
highway corridors presents significant construction/design obstacles at every road 
crossing/interchange location to avoid rail/highway road crossings.  The East-West 
route from Orlando to Cocoa (Brevard County) is an example of following a highway 
corridor and avoiding any road crossings at grade.  Compared with the I-95 and FL 
Turnpike corridors, that route has few roads that transverse the FL 528 corridor in the 
areas of required rail construction.


My reasons for supporting the AAF project are based on a information contained in the 
DEIS, information gathered from AAF sources, and my own analyses (I am a retired 
systems analyst with the DoD).  They are summarized below and contained in the 
attached document, "Why I Support AAF.pdf”.


The most important question for local communities is:  On balance, will AAF benefit or 
harm our community?


The ultimate determinant whether AAF will serve the interests of the public is whether 
the public will be better off with AAF than without AAF?







What will the future be like without AAF?


• Without Sealed Corridor upgrades, crossing safety will not be improved.


• Florida East Coast (FEC) freight trains operating at current speeds will increase in 
frequency and length as our economy improves and business is impacted by the 
widened Panama Canal and improved South Florida port facilities.


• As more and longer FEC freight trains are added in response to an improved economy,
 current train vibration and noise will continue with greater frequency.


• More and longer freights operating at current speeds will create longer road crossing 
delays.


• More trains create more horn noise at road crossings (by regulation, four blasts per 
crossing).  According to Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) data, horns are 
generally 100 times louder than the sound of a freight train moving 50 mph.


• No future AAF transit station for Vero Beach means no alternative to highway 
transportation for travel to Orlando, Palm Beach, Ft. Lauderdale, or Miami.  This is 
particularly restricting for elderly and disabled who are unable to drive.


• Florida will continue to attract more people (vacationers, tourists, and new residents) 
who will create greater future demand for costly increased highway capacity.


What will the future be like with AAF?


• Improved Public Crossing Safety:  AAF Sealed Corridor upgrades at every road 
crossing together with AAF-installed Positive Train Control (PTC) and advanced rail 
monitoring technology will substantially improve road crossing safety for all trains.


• Decreased Public Cost for Noise Abatement:  Sealed Corridor upgrades will entirely
 eliminate or dramatically reduce public construction costs for Quiet Zones that silence 
all train horns.


• Reduced Vibration:  AAF’s improved track alignment and rail separation tolerances 
together with enhanced wheel and rail maintenance will reduce vibrations and 
accompanying noise from all trains.


• Freight Public Road Crossing Closure Time:  AAF’s rail and crossing 
improvements will enable longer two-mile freights operating at higher speeds to 
maintain current closure time of today’s shorter FEC freights.


• Minimal AAF Public Road Closure Impact:  Road closures from two additional 
hourly AAF trains will total only 96 seconds per hour of operation, insuring drivers a 
greater than 97% chance they will not encounter a road closed for an AAF train.  If you
 were to encounter a gate closed for an AAF train, your typical wait time for it to reopen
 would be just 24 seconds.


• Continuous Train Movement:  AAF will double-track the entire FEC corridor north 







of Palm Beach and add some triple-track mainlines where no road crossings exist.  
These improvements will allow all trains to move continuously at normal operating 
speeds with no trains blocking crossings while waiting for other trains to pass.


• Improved Transportation Options:  Future AAF transit stations north of Palm 
Beach for a limited number of AAF trains would create transportation alternatives for 
residents who travel to Orlando and Southeast Florida.  State-of-the-art accessibility 
features will allow disabled the full use of passenger cars and transit stations.


• Property Value & Tax Revenue:  Both residential and commercial property values 
typically increase in areas near transit stations.


• Deferred Public Costs for Road Construction:  AAF passenger service will reduce 
pressure for more highway capacity and defer the need to add more lanes to I-95 and 
US-1.


These facts support a better future with AAF than without AAF.  Clearly, AAF will 
benefit both riders and the non-riding public, both of which will be better off with AAF 
than without AAF.


For these reasons, I support a better future with All Aboard Florida.


Thank you for your consideration of these comments,








From: Johnnykat1
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, October 9, 2014 11:04:14 AM


We live in Hobe Sound, and are opposed to the high speed passenger train plan of All Aboard Florida.   The
 environmental impact statement confirms our fears about increasing noise and vibration along the route, which will
 have adverse impacts to us and our properties.  We do not believe that vibration impact can be reduced to a level
 that will make it liveable along the route.


The additional delays at crossings will affect emergency services, school buses, and all vehicles
transiting crossings.


With 32 passenger trains per day, as well as the many freight trains transiting our area, we believe that you should
 take into account the impact this will have on the people
along the route.  Do another study - a study on how these additional trains will effect
the PEOPLE!


John & Kateryna Larsen


Sent from my iPad



mailto:johnnykat1@att.net
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From: William Nicholas
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:24:49 AM


Would you want this intrusion in your back yard?


Sent from my iPad
____________________________________________________________
What's your flood risk?
Find flood maps, interactive tools, FAQs, and agents in your area.
http://thirdpartyoffers.juno.com/TGL3131/547f0f02fec5f0136fest01duc



mailto:wlandml@juno.com
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From: koer1421@mac.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Please Stop AAF
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 8:54:58 AM


This is the most egregious abuse of public funds in Florida history.  Flawed estimates of 
usage.  Ridiculous estimates of ridership.  And traffic problems along the Treasure Coast all 
but ignored.


Do not allow this boondoggle to go forward!


Respectfully,


Jay Koerber
Palm City, FL



mailto:koer1421@mac.com
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From: LColl666@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:00:51 AM


Please change route of train to follow I95 , do not ruin Vero Beach for no reason.
 
Lawrence Collins



mailto:LColl666@aol.com
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From: Jeff Johnson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida NEEDS to go WEST of West Palm Beach and through the center of the State!
Date: Wednesday, October 22, 2014 3:02:47 AM


Dear Sirs,


All Aboard Florida’s proposal to provide intercity passenger rail 
service between Miami and Orlando. Although Martin County is located along the proposed route, 
there are no stops on the Treasure Coast. Should the project be approved as proposed, trains will
 race 
through our County, speeding through the heart of our most-densely populated communities,
 including 
Rio, Hobe Sound, Stuart, Jensen Beach and Port Salerno. Martin County’s concerns about this
 project 
include its potential negative impact to public safety, our environment, local marine traffic, our 
economy and our quality of life, among others.


We request you to please decline the train service through Martin county.


Thank you for helping us!


Best Regards, Jeff Johnson
Cell 772-475-3513
Resident of Martin county



mailto:mallardstx@gmail.com
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From: L. G. Jamar
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, October 10, 2014 5:48:29 PM


All taxpayers get gored in Florida.  This is a horrible boondoggle that will only benefit special interests.  It is highly
 doubtful it will get used by enough people to fill even half of the seats.  The last i checked, the most successful train
 of this type was the one that runs between Boston and New York, and that one costs taxpayers at least $35 per
 passenger over and above operating revenues.  Most of them are much greater burdens to taxpayers without
 providing any compensating benefit to them.  I think all the people who promote and vote for this idiocy should be
 required to ride it at least twice a week and pick up the full cost of deficits over and above operating revenues.


Very sincerely,
L. G. Jamar
Rockledge, Florida



mailto:glejacja@cfl.rr.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Keith Weisgerber
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:24:47 AM


To whom it may concern, I think I speak for the majority of residents living in Martin
 County when I say your proposal of a high speed train  running thru our downtown
 district is not acceptable by ANY standards. We are not going to sit back and watch
 this happen, especially when you have the option of using the existing railway that
 runs thru the center of the state, and is a direct route to Orlando. I hope you don't
 think we are all stupid enough to except that this is a passenger driven endeavor. We
 have already had trains come off the tracks here in Stuart, and even at a slow speed
 the cars were almost in Dixie Highway.
 As a taxpaying resident of the state of Florida I believe I have the right to a say in this
 destructive waste of our way of life here. IT'S ALL ABOUT THE MONEY, RIGHT?


Keith S. Weisgerber



mailto:weisgerk@bellsouth.net
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From: Charles Crafton
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Please Stop All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 12:40:35 PM


Please Stop All Aboard Florida from using the FEC train tracks The FEC train tracks
 are the freight tracks that we presently have running thru our little towns along the
 Treasure Coast.   The projected number of trains is up to 50 freight and high speed
 passenger trains per day that equals approximately a train passing thru a town like
 Stuart every 25 minutes!  Freight is projected to increase with longer trains/more
 freight trains.  AAF=All About Freight! AAF should not use any taxpayer money for
 this "private" venture.  AAF needs to change their course from Miami to Orlando! We
 can’t allow this to happen to our beautiful towns along the treasure coast.


They should build new tracks or use existing rail tracks west of our towns. Those
 tracks are capable of handling the high speed train service with little to no impact to
 residents in the center of our state. 


Just imagine sitting at one of our favorite restaurants or going to Jammin Jensen or
 Stuart for a concert under the bridge and having a train barreling thru and blocking
 the road every 25 minutes.


Additionally, No one seems to consider what's going to happen to the water access
 thru BRIDGES like the Roosevelt TRAIN Bridge in the Port Saint Lucie River?


Lets do the Math guys!! Just this one Mechanical train bridge Alone will have to go up
 and down an additional 32 times a day at a time span of 10 to 15 minutes per
 interval. Lets see ! 32 times 12.5 minutes = 400 minutes =(6.66 Hours per day!) By
 the way, lets not forget  the 20 freight service trains that presently occupy these
 tracks per day . 20 Freight Trains times 17.5 minutes per interval = 350 minutes (5.83
 Hours).


Another Math problem!  (6.66 Hours + 5.83 Hours = 12 3/4 hours per Day that our
 waterways will be Blocked by a train Each Day!!! What makes these numbers even
 more disturbing is that most all of the additional high speed trains passing thru
 waterway access bridges will be during the daylight hours. 


(NOTICE TO LARGE BOAT OWNERS!!) Water access thru bridge opening will be
 blocked by a train most all day, Time to downsize your vessel!!


Pretty soon all the beauty and charm that makes our great towns and waterways
 along the treasure coast an attraction for residents and snowbirds alike will soon turn
 into a ghost town for big trains to pass thru.


I find this to be such a no brainer for the Railroad Administration to make the high
 speed service go thru the center of our (UNPOPULATED) state where they will have
 little to no impact on the congested towns & waterways along our coast.  For the life
 of me I can't understand why proponents of Big Train Persists on shoving this high



mailto:ccraft4779@comcast.net
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 speed rail service thru all of the highly populated towns & waterways.


We can’t let this happen!!! Please join the fight to stop Big Business / Big Train and our Deep
 Pocket Politicians have there way again at our expense.    








From: Joey Email
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:01:06 PM


I'm opposed to this train coming through Martin County. It will block my access to the inlet by way of the railroad
 bridge. There is already a back up on the morning with the freight trains which hold up boaters 20 to 45 minutes.
 Come up with another route.


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:Joey212222@yahoo.com
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From: GEORGE and FAY GEHRING
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:30:01 AM


I beg You to PLEASE  PLEASE not sent the All Aboard Florida Train through 


Treasure Coast...


It would destroy the beauty of the Treasure Coast and the lifestyle of many many
 residents...


If you find it necessary, please consider going west to the turnpike or Rt.95



mailto:faygeo@bellsouth.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: s.garrett@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John Winkle; Andrew W Phillips; David Keys; Evelyn Smart; Allan Nagy; James


 Christian; Benito Cunill; Gavin Jamesg; Mueller Heinz; John Wrublik; Charles Kelso
Cc: CongressmanPatrick Murphy; Bill@BillNelson.senate.gov; Rick Scott; Negron Joe web;


 GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com; MaryLynn Magar; elzer@gate.net; president@whitehouse.gov
Subject: All Aboard Florida Objections
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 2:06:26 PM


My family lives in Stuart, Fl. For those of you not familiar with Stuart and Martin
 County, this is a very nice place to live and work. Both the town and the county are
 well run by environmentally conscience people and the quality of life is envious as a
 result. Of course there are always the assaults by big business, real estate
 developers, and agri farm businesses that seek to change things in order to forward
 their own selfish interests in the name of profits. They have succeeded further south
 which is why most towns and cities south of Stuart on the east coast are already
 beyond repair and the quality of life for most middle class citizens is not what it used
 to be. All Aboard Florida's plans to run a high speed train service right through the
 center of town is the latest attempt for big business to profit at the expense of local
 quality of life. Although billed as a passenger train service we all know that is a ruse
 in order to influence those involved in the decision making process. Florida has very
 effective North-South transportation corridors with I-95 and the Fl Turnpike. Nobody
 will ride this train. It is really a freight service designed to bring profit to the few at the
 expense of many. You all have a responsibility to recognize attempts like this for
 what they are and not allow the significant degradation of the quality of life of the
 several small, but vibrant communities that will be impacted. Go home tonight and
 ask your families if they would like three trains per hour travelling at 100 MPH plus to
 go through their town. There is plenty of vacant RR track space further west of these
 communities that could be utilized as a win-win solution for all. Please do not fall prey
 to the deep pocket development virus that has all but ruined the SE coast of Fl. 
My family requests that the U.S. DOT and FRA deny both the $1.6Billion government-
backed loan and the proposed $1.75Billion tax-exempt bonding for All Aboard.  All
 Aboard Florida has failed to establish viability for a private high-speed passenger
 train service.  No privately-funded, high-speed coastal passenger railroad services
 have been successful in the U.S. for more than 80 years.
 
The "Draft Environmental Impact Statement" (DEIS) does not provide accurate,
 sufficient data and analysis to justify the financial backing.  The All Aboard DEIS
 also does not provide accurate, needed data regarding


-  traffic safety including RR crossings at signalized and round-a-bout
 intersections. 
-  boat navigation and aging RR Bridges - the modeling is inaccurate.  
-  natural resources - the impact to rare and endangered species is disregarded.
  
-  environmental justice - the impacts to disadvantaged neighborhoods and
 small businesses are disproportionately high.
-  air and pollution from traffic delays is overlooked.   
 


 
Thank you for putting common sense and conscience ahead of big dollar influence!
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Sincerely,


Steve Garrett








From: Roger Bernot
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Please Stop!! the all aboard Fl
Date: Saturday, September 20, 2014 12:08:45 PM


Dear Sirs Please STOP !!! All ABOARD FL from spiting our hometown in 1/2
Thank You
Roger Bernot
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From: Gayle Othmer
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train
Date: Monday, November 3, 2014 9:13:48 PM


I have only one question.  What is Vero getting out of having this train going through?  If you
 can explain to me what or how this will be good for our community, maybe then, but not now.


Gayle Othmer


2126 31 Ave.


Vero Beach


32960
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From: Patricia Bourdic
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 8:51:11 AM


We are all senior citizens in this community and would like to live our twilight years in
 peace and quiet.
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From: G G
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@DOT.Gov
Cc: Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Opposition
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 4:30:26 AM


 


12/1/2014
 
Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue, S.E.
Room W38---311
Washington D.C. 20590
 
Re:  Opposition to All Aboard Florida Rail Project
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
The Federal Rail Administration is entrusted by the citizens to evaluate rail
 projects for the feasibility and impact to both the environment and local
 communities.  All Aboard Florida is a prime example of a project that has
 dubious motives and negative impact to the coastal communities of Florida. 
 The credibility of the Federal Railroad Administration and you as its leader is in
 the spotlight as citizens await your position on the project. 
 
The project has received much attention from both the communities impacted
 by the project, environmentalists and politicians in the area; all challenging the
 questionable benefits and ridership projections that are being publicized by
 the supporting company that have ulterior motives to move forward with the
 project.  You have the projections from this company and you have the
 numerous opinions from local opposition groups in your possession.  Your job
 now is to evaluate the facts and make a decision based on the facts and the
 impact of the community.
 
If this project was wanted and needed by the community, you would have
 heard a different tone from the impacted communities.  You have instead
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 heard the exact opposite and it is now time for you to make your decision. 
 Based on the facts of this projects, we are counting on you to do the right
 thing and vote against this wasteful project.  
 
Sincerely,
 
 
Greg Greene
Sebastian, Florida
 
 
 
 








From: Bing French
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Please cancel All Aboard
Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 4:26:46 PM


To all concerned:
I paid good money to retire in beautiful
 Vista Royale at 49-106 Woodland Drive in
 Vero Beach. The noise of 32 trains a day
 certainly will destroy the wonderful
 tranquility not even to mention the
 confusion of trying to drive to stores,
 health clinics and errands. The value of
 my property will certainly dive and leave
 me holding the bag for the benefit of the
 noisy big cities.
Please use your good judgement and
 cancel the destruction of Florida as a
 gorgeous retirement state.


Don French
919-467-8515
bingo3133@gmail.com
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From: Nancy Silverberg
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train
Date: Saturday, November 8, 2014 9:55:04 AM


I am writing to voice my opinion on the All Aboard Florida train issue.  I am very
 opposed to having the trains come through our town of Jensen Beach up to 32 times
 a day.  This is a quiet small town area that will be ruined by such train traffic.  This
 affects the car, foot, and boat traffic in our area.  Please find another solution to this
 train in our area.


Sincerely,
Nancy Silverberg
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From: Hsindt@aol.com
To: OfficeofRPD@dot.gov; AAFcomments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Project Funding
Date: Sunday, November 2, 2014 1:59:18 PM


I understand that All Aboard Florida - Operations LLC (AAF) has applied for $1.6
 billion in federal funds through the Railroad Rehabilitation and Improvement
 Financing (RRIF) program to fund their proposed Orlando to Miami Intercity
 Passenger Rail Project.  I also understand that AAF has additionally requested DOT
 approval to issue $1.75 billion in tax exempt private activity bonds for the same
 project.
 
To date AAF has not provided details of the estimated capital and operating costs of
 the project and demonstrated its economic viability through an analysis of
 unsubsidized ticket pricing and ridership.  This information should be required for
 DOT, FRA and public review and comment  before approving either of the above
 AAF funding requests.  AAF has previously maintained that this information is
 proprietary, however full disclosure to the public is required if public financing or tax-
exempt status is to be considered. 
 
There are many existing alternative means of transportation available to serve the
 market that AAF proposes to serve, including private auto, bus, light rail and air. 
 Given  the high costs associated with high speed intercity passenger rail projects and
 the relatively small size of the Orlando - Miami market, I believe that it is highly
 unlikely that the AAF project will be economically viable.  The public should not be
 put at risk of a default by AAF on a RRIF loan or required to subsidize an
 uneconomic and unneeded project through tax exempt bonds.
 
Henry Sindt
Palm City, Florida    
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From: jbskedd
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF route plan
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 1:43:55 PM


* against it -  SOLUTION:  extend tracks parallel to Tollway & Expressway 95; as it is Now, from Miami to West
 Palm....WHY: a) Speed can be maintained-  more DIRECT/less obstacle interference.  b) Treasure Coast access
 can drive/bus to 95 & board in Ft.Pierce/Vero....RESULT:  EVERYBODY  Happy !! ......?Why force Speed train to
 DIVIDE/cut thru NARROWEST part of Treasure Coast land; (tossing/throwing people/buildings/businesses, on
 the EAST side into the Atlantic/ on the WEST side into Crops/farmland) ??
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From: Chris Konow
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:08:44 PM


We are residents of Fort Pierce, Fl and are against the High Speed trains going through our town.  We have not read
 the environmental report released by your organization but all the media reports state that it is inconclusive.  Our
 major concerns are what the train is going to do to our lovely area.  First, Safety - A very high percentage or our
 citizens live on the "other side of the tracks" and will have only two ways to get to doctors, clinics and hospitals. 
 Emergency vehicles will have only the same two routes to reach the citizens in times of emergency.  One is to
 North Beach and the other to South Beach with no connection between the two.  As you undoubtedly know, in
 cases of heart attach and/or stroke, time to treatment is VERY important and you probably also know that a high
 percentage of our people here are the elderly.  Second - Our downtown is lovely - have any of your organization
 visited it? It is old and we have spent considerable amounts
 of money to up grade buildings and businesses to keep it historically important.  We have a Lovely Theater which is
 about one half block from the railroad and trains going through every half hour will not only destroy the desire to
 attend some first class performances but very likely destroy the building itself from the vibrations of that many high
 speed trains passing so close.


We believe your proposal to put through this plan will destroy not only our town but also the other areas north and
 south of us.  Again, as residents of Fort Pierce, Florida we are very much AGAINST the proposed High Speed
 Trains going directly through our Lovely town. 


Anxious Residents,


Christ L. Konow
Delores G. Konow  
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From: Sheila preston
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Please conduct a public hearing regarding All Aboard Florida"s permit to pass through Treasure Coast wetlands
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 2:08:11 AM


My Name: Sheila preston


My Email: sheilapbsn@aol.com


My Address:


281 Durham H. Deerfield Beach. Fl 33442


Dear Mr. Phillips,


Every time we read something else about Florida East Coast Railroad’s proposal to add a
 ridiculous number of trains to its right-of-way between Miami and Orlando, I find yet another
 reason to question the sanity of the investors behind it. This time it is the environmental
 impact, and hence our plea to you to play serious hardball with the FEC!


The increasingly controversial DEIS commissioned by the railroad asserts that noise and
 vibration will be contained within the right-of-way. Really? We have lived for 20 years about
 300 yards from the track. While I have tuned out the noise of the rumbling freight trains, we
 still have to readjust pictures hanging crookedly on my walls because of vibration. That is of
 no concern to you, but it should peak your curiosity about the impact of noise and vibration
 on the wetlands through which the trains pass. Trying to estimate the cumulative impact of
 four times as many trains on these environmentally sensitive areas is a tragic scenario I hope
 we never witness because by then it will be too late.


Please challenge the FEC to produce scientific data to support its claim that there will be
 minimal environmental impact on the wetlands under your supervision.!


Thank you. 


Sincerely,
Sheila preston
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From: Rick Drewes
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train
Date: Sunday, November 9, 2014 7:33:56 AM


The high speed rail will ruin the quality of life on the Treasure Coast ! The train will also be a fast direct drug line
 between Miami and Orlando ! Thanks Rick Scott for helping another friend and stealing millions of dollars while
 raping Florida !!


Sent from my iPhone
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From: Curt Johnson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Proposed Rail Plan
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:48:03 AM


I am writing to express my unhappiness with the proposed ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
 rail plan.  My wife and I live in Sebastian (Indian River County) and purchased our
 home nearly seven years ago. Ours is a beautiful and quiet neighborhood despite the
 fact that the railroad tracks are just four blocks away. This is our permanent
 retirement home. We invested our savings in a very NICE house and have since
 completed an architect designed and built addition, along with other upgrades
 totaling nearly $50,000.


The current proposal for All Aboard Florida will have very negative impacts on the
 small Treasure Coast communities in Martin, St Lucie and Indian River counties. 
 Here are just a few of the reasons.


SAFETY - The plan does not include proper upgrades for safe motorist
 crossings. This does not appear to be a priority except in Miami Dade, Broward and
 Palm Beach counties.


NOISE & VIBRATION - Trains running up to 110 miles per hour in such close
 proximity to residential neighborhoods will ruin our tranquility. Noise abatement plans
 are minimal or non-existent along the three counties on the Treasure Coast.


A recent question presented to AAF planners regarding increase in residential
 noise was answered this way:  The enviromental impact study shows moderate noise
 impacts expected.
The number of households listed in the study results are grossly understated!


Martin County - 600 households
St Lucie County - 720 households
Indian River County - 240 households


EMERGENCY RESPONSE - ACCESS TO HOSPITALS - All these residential
 neighborhoods are positioned just west of the tracks. Our ocean side communities
 must have access to US-1 in order to get to ANY hospitals in Sebastian, Vero Beach,
 Melbourne or Fort Pierce. 
Residents, police, EMS vehicles, etc., will all be unable to reach US Highway 1 when
 trains are running.


PROPERTY VALUES- We expect sharp decreases in our property values should the
 current AAF plan move forward.


The sensible thing would be to use the tracks just west of I-95.  That corridor has very
 few residential communities and the impact would be negligible.  In addition to the
 passenger rail service proposed, it Is no secret that freight movement would increase



mailto:cjnprwiz@att.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment





 dramatically with the soon to be completed widening of the Panama Canal.  Most
 people living in the communities along the Indian River Lagoon know this is the real
 reason for the All Aboard Florida rail plan. Increased passenger rail service is not the
 real motivation. Ridership numbers are being kept a closely guarded secret.


This plan could work for everyone's benefit if the tracks west of I-95 were used
 instead of the tracks that run along the Indian River Lagoon. Think of the people of
 Florida.  Do not let big money rule over common sense.


Very truly yours,


Curtis H. Johnson
139 Bristol St
Sebastian, FL 32958








From: william flint
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF route thru Vero Beach
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 4:37:59 PM


To Whom It May Concern:


I am opposed to AAF's proposal to send 32 trains a day and freight
trains at night thru Vero Beach since this activity will greatly
diminish the quality
of life in this community. Your commision must consider an alternative
route with new trackage thru central Florida. Yes, this adds to the
cost of
the project, however, AAF has the ability to write down the cost over
a specified period of years.


William Flint
1737 80th Avenue
Vero Beach, FL 32966
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From: 5169840924@pm.sprint.com
To: john.winkle@dot.gov
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:00:57 PM


Sent from my mobile. 
_____________________________________________________________


Need to derail Florida all aboard it is a big scam
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From: Grey Perna
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Please deny the permit for All Aboard Florida & conduct a public meeting until detailed studies can be completed


 to determine animal movement corridors
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 11:29:48 AM


My Name: Grey Perna


My Email: greyperna@comcast.net


My Address:


1456 NE Ocean Blvd 
Stuart, FL. 34996


I’m speaking up for wildlife!


No retrofit of existing rails is proposed to prevent animal mortality along the entire 195-mile
 long north-south portion of the proposed All Aboard Florida rail project. The existing single-
rail track affects the movement of wildlife, particularly in natural areas.  Adding 32 high-speed
 trains per day will lead to further animal mortality, a factor which doesn’t seem to be
 addressed anywhere in the EIS.  Everywhere the rail bisects natural habitats in conservation
 lands (e.g., Jonathan Dickinson State Park, Hobe Sound National Wildlife Refuge, Savannas
 Preserve State Park, etc.) detailed studies should be done to determine animal movement
 corridors. Site-specific countermeasures (underpasses, vegetative buffers to alter bird flight
 pathways, embedded fencing to prevent gopher tortoise mortality, etc.) can then be designed
 to minimize impact.


Scrub jays, gopher tortoises, gopher frogs, wood storks, and others warrant protection.


It is no wonder that no wildlife crossings are planned in the north-south route. All Aboard
 Florida apparently hasn’t conducted the studies to know where such crossings are needed and
 what the design should be. 


Based on years of monitoring along major infrastructure corridors in Everglades National
 Park, we know wildlife crossings work. The Corps should not issue a permit until All Aboard
 Florida conducts studies that are intensive enough to submit plans for minimization of
 impacts to wildlife.


Sincerely,
Grey Perna
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From: James Kenyon
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train
Date: Sunday, November 23, 2014 4:59:40 PM


Dear Sir, Madam,
I run a 153 ft motor yacht for a living, and up till now have gone to Lauderdale Marine Center for my bi-annual
 maintenance. I spend upwards of 900,000 dollars per year using the facility, using local contractors twice per year.
It is my understanding that train traffic on the new river may increase drastically in the future due to more trains
 using the tracks. It is already bad enough, and difficult navigating the river with current delays.  It is very tricky
 getting up there and I am frequently delayed by train traffic as it is. 
I consider it a hazard now due to currents and congestion.  It is bearable now but if train traffic gets worse than it is
 now, I will most likely look to other facilities, perhaps up in Virginia, for my maintenance. 
I felt I had to voice my concerns because it is already a bad situation.  You will make it worse allowing more trains,
 and the local economy will lose my business.
Sincerely,
James Kenyon
Master, Motoryacht Argyll


Sent from my iPad
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From: Alice Ladomirak on behalf of seedsowerfl@att.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Tom Ladomirak
Subject: AAF should go along the CSX Rail Road from West Palm Beach to Orlando.
Date: Monday, October 20, 2014 9:35:57 PM


If  AAF thinks there is a need for service from West Palm Beach, Florida to Orlando,
 Florida they should consider following the Florida Turnpike or the CSX Rail Road
 right-a-way to lessen the impact on the Treasure Coast downtown areas and the
 Space Coast of Florida, or use elevated tracks so traffic can go under the rail traffic
 along the east coast of Florida.  Thank You. Thomas S. LADOMIRAK
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From: hopkinton1222@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Protest Comments
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 1:14:56 PM


December 1, 2014
 
Dear Sirs and Madam,
 
   I am writing in protest All Aboard Florida.  I am addressing ALL issues and the various ramifications of
 this money-oriented idea of disrupting 32 safe and sleepy communities with 2 more high speed trains
 with all their bells and whistles each hour of the day.  We all know who will benefit from such a wild idea
 and who will lose their way of life forever.
 
 
 
 
Mildred H. Cushing
Jupiter Island Resident
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From: Zita Cael
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:19:14 PM


All media coverage indicates AAF is an absolute.  The reality for private citizens along
 its route is diminished quality of life, and reduced property values.  AAF should be
 obliged to compensate the loss, especially those who suffer noise pollution,
 increased taxes, and zero access to the advertised service.  


Corporate interests are focused on freight and deep water ports in light of the
 Panama Canal improvements. The "tourism" angle is subterfuge.


Z. M. Cael
3010 Sherwood Blvd.
Delray Beach, FL 33445
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From: Harolyn Keeney
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Please deny the permit for All Aboard Florida & conduct a public meeting until detailed studies can be completed


 to determine animal movement corridors
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 8:43:04 AM


My Name: Harolyn Keeney


My Email: sokeen1@aol.com


My Address:


P O Box 493
Long Key Florida 33001


I’m speaking up for wildlife!


No retrofit of existing rails is proposed to prevent animal mortality along the entire 195-mile
 long north-south portion of the proposed All Aboard Florida rail project. The existing single-
rail track affects the movement of wildlife, particularly in natural areas.  Adding 32 high-speed
 trains per day will lead to further animal mortality, a factor which doesn’t seem to be
 addressed anywhere in the EIS.  Everywhere the rail bisects natural habitats in conservation
 lands (e.g., Jonathan Dickinson State Park, Hobe Sound National Wildlife Refuge, Savannas
 Preserve State Park, etc.) detailed studies should be done to determine animal movement
 corridors. Site-specific countermeasures (underpasses, vegetative buffers to alter bird flight
 pathways, embedded fencing to prevent gopher tortoise mortality, etc.) can then be designed
 to minimize impact.


Scrub jays, gopher tortoises, gopher frogs, wood storks, and others warrant protection.


It is no wonder that no wildlife crossings are planned in the north-south route. All Aboard
 Florida apparently hasn’t conducted the studies to know where such crossings are needed and
 what the design should be. 


Based on years of monitoring along major infrastructure corridors in Everglades National
 Park, we know wildlife crossings work. The Corps should not issue a permit until All Aboard
 Florida conducts studies that are intensive enough to submit plans for minimization of
 impacts to wildlife.


Sincerely,
Harolyn Keeney
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From: Dorothy Bernstein
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 2:08:49 PM


How many passengers are expected to ride trains ? Is it one
 passenger car or many cars. I do not understand a need to
 run 16 trains one way every day, there can not be than
 many passengers eager to go north/south every day all day.
Those between Miami and West Palm are not potential
 passengers?
 
Dorothy Bernstein
Delray Beach. 
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From: Schwab, Phil
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF support
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 2:41:42 PM
Attachments: image921aaf.gif@1d67700b.15a64771


AAF Support PS.pdf


Please see attached letter of support for All Aboard Florida.
 
Regards,
Phil Schwab


Phil Schwab, PE
Vice President
3125 W Commercial Blvd, Suite 130
Ft. Lauderdale, FL  33309
Phone: 954-236-7386 / Mobile: 954-593-0042
Phil.Schwab@rsandh.com


Visit our website at www.rsandh.com
Connect with RS&H on Facebook Twitter LinkedIn


__________
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October, 27 2014 
 
 
John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE  
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:  
 
I am writing this letter to express my strong support for the All Aboard Florida 
project. This necessary infrastructure project will improve mobility in Florida by 
reintroducing passenger rail along the existing Florida East Coast Railway corridor, 
creating thousands of jobs and generating millions in economic impacts. 
 
This is a tremendous opportunity for Florida to invest in infrastructure that will have 
immediate impacts as well as establish capacity and a vision for a sustainable future 
of transportation.  Many congested areas that have well established trips in this 
country find themselves struggling to establish such a transit system, whereas 
Florida can take advantage of much of the existing infrastructure and property to 
simply upgrade features that will make it a viable corridor now and into the future.  
This will allow for development to thrive in the areas that this connection can service.  
Florida’s roads are already some of the most congested in the country, and the 
expansion opportunities are extremely limited. As our population continues to grow, 
we must look toward alternative mobility options. The Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement says, “The Project would have the beneficial impact of removing 335,628 
auto vehicle trips per year from the regional roadway network in 2016 and 1.2 million 
vehicles in 2019.” 
 
There is no other infrastructure project that will change Florida’s landscape and 
economy and benefit the environment like All Aboard Florida. This intercity 
passenger rail system can become a new infrastructure backbone and a benefit to 
our state and a model for other states to follow.  
 
Sincerely,  



 
 
Phil Schwab 
Plantation, Florida 
 
 













From: joan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Protest
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:46:50 PM


I vehemently oppose All Aboard Florida’s proposed passenger rail corridor through the 
Treasure Coast.  It should be either along side 95 or along the CSX railway tracks in the 
middle of the state, and not disrupting the lives and livelihoods of so many people.  


Joan Schoettle
5804 Glen Eagle Way
Stuart, Florida 34997
joansschoettle@gmail.com
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From: Patricia Vafiades
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Monday, October 20, 2014 3:42:03 PM


Please reconsider the decision to allow trains to come through our quiet town and disrupt a
 well established community of Vero Beach. Thirty two trains a day????that is more then one
 an hour. We will hardly be able to ever know what quiet is again. There seems to be much
 inland property that could possibly be used and the ones who want this to be done have
 enough money to construct it. Why can't you use that instead of imposing on us who have
 lived a peaceful life in Vero. ...Vista Royale is right by the trains and it would be terrible to
 the residents to have to endure this...
You must consider us and many others this will affect in the future. 
Thank you and I would appreciate your consideration in this matter.
A Very concerned resident of Vista Royale.
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From: MABEL VOGEL
To: AAF_Comments_Reply
Subject: Please deny the permit for All Aboard Florida & conduct a public meeting until detailed studies can be completed


 to determine animal movement corridors
Date: Sunday, December 7, 2014 7:35:18 AM


My Name: MABEL VOGEL


My Email: MABVOG@AOL.COM


My Address:


6978 SE GOFHOUSE DR
HOBE SOUND, FL 33455


I’m speaking up for wildlife!


No retrofit of existing rails is proposed to prevent animal mortality along the entire 195-mile long north-south portion of the proposed All
 Aboard Florida rail project. The existing single-rail track affects the movement of wildlife, particularly in natural areas.  Adding 32 high-
speed trains per day will lead to further animal mortality, a factor which doesn’t seem to be addressed anywhere in the EIS.  Everywhere
 the rail bisects natural habitats in conservation lands (e.g., Jonathan Dickinson State Park, Hobe Sound National Wildlife Refuge,
 Savannas Preserve State Park, etc.) detailed studies should be done to determine animal movement corridors. Site-specific
 countermeasures (underpasses, vegetative buffers to alter bird flight pathways, embedded fencing to prevent gopher tortoise mortality,
 etc.) can then be designed to minimize impact.


Scrub jays, gopher tortoises, gopher frogs, wood storks, and others warrant protection.


It is no wonder that no wildlife crossings are planned in the north-south route. All Aboard Florida apparently hasn’t conducted the studies
 to know where such crossings are needed and what the design should be. 


Based on years of monitoring along major infrastructure corridors in Everglades National Park, we know wildlife crossings work. The
 Corps should not issue a permit until All Aboard Florida conducts studies that are intensive enough to submit plans for minimization of
 impacts to wildlife.


Sincerely,
MABEL VOGEL
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From: Patricia Noonan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 7:48:50 AM


The State of Florida and the federal government should not allow the railroad to RUIN
 FOREVER the smaller communities along the Treasure Coast. 


Without exaggeration, those trains would ruin the economies and the way of life in these
 areas. Access to the hospital would be delayed and our towns would be paralyzed. Please
 protect us!


Patricia Noonan
6401 se Inlet Way
Stuart, FL 34996


Sent from my iPad
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From: Lawrence Pius
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF terminal locations
Date: Saturday, September 20, 2014 8:20:55 AM


Your plan to not have any train stations in the treasure Coast area is totally beyond absurd.
  There should be, at the very least, a stop in the Ft. Pierce area to serve Stuart, Port Saint
 Lucie and Vero Beach.


Lawrence J. (Larry) Pius
542 NW Lambrusco Dr
Port Saint Lucie FL 34986
772-626-7840
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From: DARRELL BRAND
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Darrell Brand
Subject: All Aboard Florida Public Comments
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 12:17:00 PM


 


My name is Darrell Brand.  I am a 100 ton licensed Master Captain. I also represent a 93 slip 
Marina, the Palm Cove Yacht Club, which is located just west of the St. Lucie Railroad 
Bridge, Stuart, FL.  My wife and I (also USCG licensed) chose to live on the North Fork of the
 St. Lucie River because of its unique access to various waterways.  I have transited this bridge
 numerous times over the past several years.  The currents are swift and require single file 
passage by most vessels.   Currently - I have been delayed up to 50 minutes for some bridge 
closings.  With the addition of more freight and the 32-passenger trains/day, the ICW will 
essentially be shut down.  When the boats get stacked up – I can just imagine the bridge 
closing and stranding vessels at various points along the route.


 I waited to respond to your public request until I had a chance to review the EIS for All 
Aboard Florida.  The EIS is flawed and not accurate with its bridge closing figures.  The EIS 
is also not a true independent study. I am sure the details will emerge in the coming weeks as 
to who foot the bill for this one sided report.


The math does not add up.  This bridge is old, slow and single tracked.  The USCG is 
responsible for keeping the ICW open for traffic.  The existing railroad bridge will in the 
closed position well over 80% of the day.  This is unacceptable to all boaters and marine 
related industries that have chosen to make this area home.  To allow a for -profit company the
 ability to disrupt the quality of life, put businesses at risk of closing their doors and creating 
safety concerns goes well beyond their owned railroad “right of way”!  Times have changed – 
now is the time for serious review!


We have 232 homes in our Waterfront community. Our Real estate values will plummet as a 
result of this project.  Be prepared for litigation.  When Flagler built this railroad to bring 
people to South Florida - he certainly did not imagine  the growth that was going  to take 
place.  Florida is closing in on being the 3rd largest state in the Country.  I am 100 percent in 
favor of lowering our carbon footprint.  Just imagine all the wasted fuel and exhaust emissions
  that will be created by boats and cars waiting and idling at various points along the route.  An
 alternative route already exists in less populated areas.


Please recommend to “All Aboard Florida” to take their trains further to the West as they take 
tourists to Disney World!  This will be greatly appreciated by the hundreds of thousands of 
residents and taxpayers that call the Treasure Coast home.


 


Thank you,
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Darrell J. Brand


2392 SW Island Creek Trail


Palm City, FL 34990


darrellbrand@mac.com or 772-631-0937 mobile
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From: Vincent Pucci
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 2:20:28 PM


I am against this proposal, do u realize what this would do to Real Estate
 Values? No doubt none of your cronies live in the area of this LOUD NOISE
 or this wouldnt even be an issue. I hope that this proposal gets tied in Court
 for years. 


V Pucci Vista Royale
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From: Paula Fancher
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Please deny the permit for All Aboard Florida & conduct a public meeting until detailed studies can be completed


 to determine animal movement corridors
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 11:30:33 AM


My Name: Paula Fancher


My Email: kfancher@cfl.rr.com


My Address:


1200 Cimarron Circle NE
Palm Bay, Fl. 32905


I’m speaking up for wildlife!


No retrofit of existing rails is proposed to prevent animal mortality along the entire 195-mile
 long north-south portion of the proposed All Aboard Florida rail project. The existing single-
rail track affects the movement of wildlife, particularly in natural areas.  Adding 32 high-speed
 trains per day will lead to further animal mortality, a factor which doesn’t seem to be
 addressed anywhere in the EIS.  Everywhere the rail bisects natural habitats in conservation
 lands (e.g., Jonathan Dickinson State Park, Hobe Sound National Wildlife Refuge, Savannas
 Preserve State Park, etc.) detailed studies should be done to determine animal movement
 corridors. Site-specific countermeasures (underpasses, vegetative buffers to alter bird flight
 pathways, embedded fencing to prevent gopher tortoise mortality, etc.) can then be designed
 to minimize impact.


Scrub jays, gopher tortoises, gopher frogs, wood storks, and others warrant protection.


It is no wonder that no wildlife crossings are planned in the north-south route. All Aboard
 Florida apparently hasn’t conducted the studies to know where such crossings are needed and
 what the design should be. 


Based on years of monitoring along major infrastructure corridors in Everglades National
 Park, we know wildlife crossings work. The Corps should not issue a permit until All Aboard
 Florida conducts studies that are intensive enough to submit plans for minimization of
 impacts to wildlife.


Sincerely,
Paula Fancher
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From: Rich
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 1:35:32 PM


I live in Port St. Lucie and and do not want the train to go to be going by here many times a day as I live near some
 railroad tracks.
I think the idea is sound however move the tracks out of the city limits in Port St. Lucie and Fort Pierce. Moving the
 tracks east or west of the city limits would make everyone want to vote this in I realize it's an expense to do that but
 we all would be in favor of the train if you did not run right through our city 10 to 20 times a day inconveniencing
 the residence and the automobile drivers.


Sent from my iPhone
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From: Anne K. Stimmell
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF through Martin County
Date: Monday, September 29, 2014 5:11:23 PM


To Whom It May Concern:


I have skimmed the Env. Impact Report,  and correct me if I am wrong, but NO ONE has
 told us the truth yet about how SLOW the trains will have to go to take the 90 degree turn
 north, just 100-200 feet west of the Downtown Stuart Core RR bridge, and block our
 intersections. I did notice somewhere that the train's average speed would be slower
 through our county but that is AVERAGE. Just exactly HOW SLOW will the train have to
 go THROUGH STUART to navigate that turn? How much longer than average will OUR
 downtown crossings be closed to business and emergency traffic? And while we are on
 the subject, just how much longer will our downtown intersections be blocked by trains
 waiting their turn to pass over our 1 track RR Bridge?


There is no reason for these trains to pass though the core of downtown Stuart and slow
 down 2 major intersections that are within a mile of our hospital.  These trains offer us NO
 benefit, and in fact, will be detrimental.  They need to go west where there are far less lives
 to impact.


Thank you for your time and consideration,


Anne Krueger Stimmell
4th Generation resident of Stuart
Mother and Grandmother to Generations 5 and 6.
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From: Jerry Squillaro
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Rail Service Proposal
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 1:51:12 PM


Federal Railroad Administration


Gentlemen:


The All Aboard Florida proposal for passenger service between Miami and Orlando is a farce, 
a sham, a mockery, a disgrace, and an outright lie.   Why?  Simply because there has not been 
a passenger rail service anywhere in the USA that has made a profit in years.  And AAF will 
be no different, from that standpoint.   So, if there is no money in passenger service, what is 
AFF up to?


Again, quite simply, AAF wants increased rail service rights approval to carry freight from 
Miami to Orlando and beyond.  That’s where the money is.  With the widening of the Panama 
Canal, there will be an increased need to move the goods and merchandise from the boats 
inland to other U.S. cities.  But, AFF knows they would never get approval for increased 
freight service rights along the populated east coast corridor; so, they are asking for passenger 
service because that sounds better and reduces public objection.


But a bunch of lying money grabbers is misleading the public.  There is no need for increased 
passenger service between Miami and Orlando.  People wanting to go to Orlando just fly to 
the Orlando airport rather than the Miami airport.  So, where is the proof necessary to 
substantiate a daily passenger ridership that warrants 32 trains a day?  There is none.  If
 there were that many daily passengers, the airlines would be offering increased airline service 
between the two cities.  There just aren’t that many people who travel between those cities on 
a daily basis.  But, there certainly will be a need for that number of trains to carry freight to 
and from the port of Miami.


For the reasons given, AFF should NOT be allowed to bambozzle the public with their “bait 
and switch” proposal.  The AFF proposal MUST BE DENIED.


Jerry Squillaro
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From: Judy Fisher
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 12:07:01 PM


This proposal is just nuts!!!  Why would we as residents in Brevard County want to
 support such an idea?  The idea of such a large increase in train traffic is absurd...
 and the only areas to reap the benefits are on the tourist destination ends of the
 route.. we get nothing!!!  Demolition of a historic bridge spanning the St Sebastian
 River is not acceptable.. not all of Florida wants to be like Orlando or Miami...
 rural,safe, quiet areas are important to maintain.  What about the enviornmental
 impact...how closely is this being monitored?  And what is the damn hurry anyhow...
 unlike most countries in the world train travel here is limited and largely unpopular..
 are we building this so that foreign tourists can benefit by AAF?.... With the main
 concern being revenue for limited communities and total disregard for all others
 impacted by the increased rail traffic I see it as a no win situation for a large
 percentage of those who will be horribly affected.  Would love to know what the rail
 ridership projections are.  I am a fan of rail travel... when and if it is properly
 executed.. we in the US are terribly behind in this means of transportation!!  More
 homework needs to be done before a half baked idea is set moving forward at the
 expense of the citizens of the Space and Treasure Coast.. Leave our little GEM
 ALONE!!  Regards, Judy Frey
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From: Nancy Silverberg
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Please derail AAF
Date: Saturday, November 8, 2014 9:46:48 AM


Please don't ruin the ambiance of our beautiful downtown Jensen Beach with 32 more
 train crossings. It will be devastating to pedestrians, drivers, and boaters. Jim
 Silverberg
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From: Betty May
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 3:07:57 PM


I live in Rio Florida. We are already forced to wait 15,20 minutes during busy times of day waiting
 for the train to pass..  If you go ahead with your plans as they stand, we will have no means to
 leave Rio, or being lucky enough to get through, its misery getting back.  If the tracks went west
 out of West Palm Beach, it would eleviate a lot of the problems. Our railroad infrastructure is old
 and not in good shape. We had a train go off the track in Stuart.  You will be taking a large part of
 the heart of Stuart.  I'm sure the owners of  this new venture (the Disney boys) don't give a darn
 about us, but if this goes through, its going to cause a lot of misery.
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From: Barbara Layman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF train routing
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:21:13 AM


The direction and number of daily trains will end up causing
 irreparable harm and major problems for all the towns and
 adjoining areas from Jupiter all the way North past Melbourne
 where AAF plans to go.. Why purposely plan to incur the
 wrath of so many thousands of people..??


Why not plan to develop a monorail system that has been so
 successful and profitable in other parts of the world. Running
 these rails next to the Florida Turnpike makes much more
 sense..
Barbara Layman
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From: K R
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Railroad
Date: Monday, November 10, 2014 12:15:21 PM


Hello,


As taxpayers and citizens, We feel the All Aboard Florida project, if allowed, we be very detrimental to our life and
 property.   We use navigable waters at the St. Lucie waterway and Loxahatchee River and the proposed railroad
 will probably cost lives.  The Coast Guard cannot respond when the bridges are down.  


The project will lower property values near the railroad track right of way, and with all those trains running through
 established neighborhoods -  will lower the tax base.   What entity reimburses the citizens of all the municipalities
 and cities along the way for this lack of public revenue?


The tracks were not designed and built for high-speed rail.  Whatever engineering surveys are promulgated, I feel
 they are paid-for by the project and therefore biased and not telling the truth.


The only objection to using the CSX railroad system - which is the most direct route from the Southeast Florida
 population centers - to/from Orlando, is;  the proposal comes from the Florida East Coast railway company, which
 is borrowing Federal money for the project on their system!   So the citizens of the East Coast of Florida are forced
 to lower their lifestyle by the greed of an individual corporation.


These kind of corporate shenanigans without considering the public have happened before in America.   They will
 be followed by lawsuits,  fines, protests, and other public policies to prevent a company from harming citizens. 


Thank you for reading,
The Richardson's
Hobe Sound, FL
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From: Henry Baldinucci
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 4:47:25 PM


Have them place the tracts on a more direct route between miami and orlando and
 bypass vero beach.
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From: Nancy Silverberg
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Please derail aaf
Date: Saturday, November 8, 2014 9:50:51 AM


Please do not ruin the ambiance of our beautiful downtown Jensen Beach with 32
 more train crossings.  It will be devastating to pedestrians, drivers, and boaters.
  Please cancel or move AAF out west.


Sincerely,
James Silverberg



mailto:silverfysh1@yahoo.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: leticia goff
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train
Date: Saturday, September 20, 2014 8:50:14 AM


My vote is an absolute “NO “      Thank you
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From: Jason Dickinson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF will Ruin Stuart, FL
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:20:40 AM


AAF will ruin Stuart, Florida.  Stuart has a beautiful downtown area which is the heart of Stuart, and AAF will
 completely change this for the worse, against Martin County residents, with your decisions. When you build your
 train tracks from West Palm to Orlando, build it in west Martin County.  Stuart is not like Miami and other South
 Florida cities, in that we have figured out a way to be vibrant, alive, successful, safe and thriving while maintaining
 a peaceful, calm, fairly stress-free environment.  It has not been easy for Stuart and Martin County to do. We have
 had to say no to big businesses and high rise condos and other offers that bring big money. We have said no to big
 growth for the sake of a peaceful community.  Everything Stuart and Martin County have tried so hard to keep, will
 be gone, completely against our will. The biggest benefit to living in the Stuart area is it has resisted the noise that
 AAF would bring. To make it worse, AAF wants to bring the train directly through the heart of the best and biggest
 part of our city that we have tried so hard to keep great and grow in a wonderful manner.
Also, one of the main industries of Stuart, Martin Memorial Hospital, will suffer. I am concerned with the many
 stories how the ambulances will take longer to get to the hospital. The tracks are very close to the hospital so almost
 all ambulances will be affected. The age of residents and snowbirds in this town is above average to be kind, and
 ambulance timing is of great concern.
  Finally, have you looked at the train bridge that goes over the St Lucie River? It appears to be in horrible shape and
 creating more train traffic on that old rusty bridge seems like a terrible idea. Furthermore, one huge benefit to living
 in this area is affordable waterfront property. Many people will be "blocked" in, and not able to go outside of the
 north and south fork of the St Lucie river. The problem may not be the speed of your trains, it is the speed at which
 the train bridge on the St Lucie river goes up and down. It takes a long long time currently. Creating a back up of
 boats with the current ripping as it does there will be very unsafe. Go on a boat on a Saturday morning when the
 bridge is down and you will see.
The property value of the many many homes on that side of the train bridge will go down a lot with the train as that
 St Lucie train bridge will make boating and getting to the inlet, sandbar and restaurants almost impossible.
When you build your train tracks from West Palm to Orlando, build it in west Martin County, where it won't
 completey ruin the livelihoods, values, safety and environment of Stuart, Palm City, Jensen Beach and many other
 areas in, and outside of, Martin County.


Feel free to ask me any questions.


Jason Dickinson
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From: Susan Burgess
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Railway Plans for Treasure Coast
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:58:51 PM


Hi,


I am a 27 year resident of Stuart, Florida and I wish to register my opposition to All
 Aboard Florida's planned high speed passenger trains that will disrupt vehicular and
 marine traffic as often as 32 times per day.  In addition to the fact that there are
 ZERO benefits for us on the Treasure Coast, I am concerned that first responder and
 emergency personnel will not be able to navigate quickly enough due to the
 enormous increases in train traffic running through our downtown areas. In addition,
 the impact on our already challenged environment will be an added stressor to our
 ecosystem.


Instead, I urge the planners to seek a different route further west of our towns so that
 the impacts on traffic, emergency response times and also the environment will be
 decreased.


Sincerely,


Susan S. Burgess
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From: hamelrp@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 10:03:54 AM


we are completely opposed to your plans that will interfere with our life...the more we
 learn, the worse it gets..Dick and Adele Hamel



mailto:hamelrp@comcast.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Sue Q
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@DOT.Gov
Cc: Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: Please do not allow AAF to proceed in this location!
Date: Friday, November 28, 2014 2:28:13 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle and Governor Scott,


 


        I am literally sick with dismay over the prospect of All Aboard Florida in its currently
 planned location and refuse to believe that Florida East Coast Industries can force such an
 intrusion into our lives. This is such a critical time for the Federal Railroad Administration
 and Florida’s elected officials to act to stop this aberration NOW. Please do not allow this
 project to proceed in this location!


        This project is a railroad superhighway that will bisect two-thirds of Florida's beautiful
 east coast corridor, cutting off the millions who live along it from their towns and historic
 areas, from the Indian River Lagoon and from access to the ocean, for private profit! Every
 benefit cited by Florida East Coast Industries and other supporters, if true, would still exist
 using an alternate route to the west with less negative impact. To allow the proposed double
 track carrying 52 trains daily through our neighborhoods and along our coastline is truly
 tragic and the damage irreversible.


        I invite you to drive along Indian River Drive to see firsthand the amazing beauty there.
 To allow this railroad expansion here is like allowing a freeway to be built along the beach.
 It’s crazy, it’s dangerous, and FEC is the only profiteer.


        I am not alone in having worked and saved up for all of my adult life in order to come
 enjoy the beauty and tranquility of the Treasure Coast. If allowed to proceed, the potential
 cost of AAF will be on all the residents’ shoulders, just to save FEC some cost associated
 with alternate routes. Please stand up for the residents and our coastal environment and
 STOP All Aboard Florida in its currently planned location. The benefits and the thanks
 will be eternal.


 


Most sincerely,


 


Sue Quate


 


4240 Gator Trace Ave #E


Fort Pierce, FL 34982


772-801-5443
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From: Harold Lee
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Trains directed through the Treasure coast
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:24:52 PM


I am vigorously opposed to the proposed plan to direct the passenger trains through the cities
 between West Palm Beach and Cocoa, Florida. Even the freight trains should be limited to
 those that haul the freight destined for the East Coast communities.


Harold Lee  
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From: Rgibbons5343
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF will destroy Treasure Coast
Date: Monday, October 13, 2014 1:25:50 PM


Sirs,


My wife and I are opposed to All Aboard Florida (name should be "All About Freight").


AAF as planned, will destroy quality of life for thousands of us who live east of US 1
 and A1A:
* Endanger health & safety by delayed response times of First Responders: EMT's,
 Law Enforcement, Fire;
* Reduce/delay access to Hospitals & Medical services for residents of Treasure
 Coast;
* Increase noise and infrastructure vibrations on homes and businesses;
* Negatively impact Real Estate values and reduce Tourism revenues;
* Endanger maritime industries and boating activities.


All in all, AAF is a DISASTER and should be stopped "in it's tracks"!


We are not opposed to trains, but urge the route to go west of Florida Turnpike!


Sincerely,
Robert and Brenda Gibbons
Stuart FL 34997
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From: Alan Safir
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Safety Concerns
Date: Sunday, November 2, 2014 3:56:21 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle-
I am an 81 year old man.
Last week I was delayed at a railroad crossing at Frederick  Small Blvd. and  Route Alternate A1A in Jupiter. The
 train that passed by was 153 cars long.The lowering of the safety guards, the passing of the train and
the raising of the guards exceeded 7 minutes.The experience clearly brought home to me the danger of increasing
 emergency response probabilities to those who live east of Alternate A1A and require being
transported over the tracks west to the Jupiter Medical Center. Seconds do matter  and there are alternative routes for
 the railroad.
Thank you for your consideration.
Alan Safir
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From: rosemary diehl
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Wednesday, October 1, 2014 10:51:28 AM


Someone needs to think about the people that live in between the FEC tracks and the Tri-Rail
 tracks in regards to emergency situations.   I happen to live on a street with a significant
 elderly and unwell population.  The neighborhood is marginal.  It is important that we know
 that should a train be on each track there would be a way for police and EMT personnel to get
 to us.


Rosemary Diehl
957 29th Street


West Palm Beach, Florida 33407
561-452-7874
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From: Esther Guzman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Please do not let all aboard florida happen
Date: Wednesday, November 5, 2014 6:18:55 PM


John Winkle,
Federal Railroad Administration,
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E., Room W38-31,
Washington, DC 20590


Dear Mr. Winkle:
I am from Florida and I am not aboard all aboard Florida.  This is a terrible project, that will
 only bring chaos to Fort Pierce, the city where I reside.  I live in the barrier island and
 currently the freight trains cause traffic jams every time they pass. Since they are not very
 frequent, we live with the chaos. However, increasing the number of trains passing through
 Fort Pierce would make traffic unbearable.  Train crossings are a few feet apart, so the train
 would need to blow its whistle pretty much all the time it passed through our city. This would
 be unbearable.  Moreover, there is hardly space for the current tracks that exist for the freight
 trains.  I do not know where more tracks would be placed without harming the enviroment or
 leading to more traffic jams.  I understand that there are potential benefits for people in Miami
 and Orlando.  Where are the assessments of potential benefits to Fort Pierce?  There are no
 stations here and so we would only be victims of all the problems all aboard Florida will
 cause.  Where are the environmental assessments that show that this project would have no
 repercussions to Fort Pierce?  Because all I have seen are environmental assessments for
 Miami.  As I see it, All aboard Florida would bring no benefits to Fort Pierce, only problems.
 I strongly oppose this project and I strongly oppose any of the taxes I pay (Federal, State or
 Local) to support this absurd program. Please do not let All Aboard Florida happen.
thank you
Esther Guzman
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From: Richard Lemoi
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Trains in Sebastian ,
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:15:37 PM


I operate a cruise boat 7 days a week up the St.Sebastian River and building a new bridge over the St.Sebastian
 River would greatly interfere with my business of ecology tours. My tours are daily from 10:00 am until 4;00 pm.
 So by tying up the river with new bridge construction would hurt my business and probably put me out of business 
Respectfully submitted


Captain Dick Lemoi
River Queen Cruises


Sent from my iPhone.  Dick.
____________________________________________________________
Apple&#39;s Crazy New Gizmo
Forget the iPhone 6. Next hit Apple product leaked. &#40;see picture&#41;
http://thirdpartyoffers.juno.com/TGL3141/547f44f51a36244f36304st01duc
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From: Mark Waldbauer
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF will ruin Stuart
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:11:49 AM


I do not support AAF. These trains will make getting down town and to the beaches very difficult with the added
 trains not to mention slowing down boat traffic. It will also have a negative impact with Sailfish Park baseball fields
 being so close.
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From: Martinelli, Nick
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Support Letter From FLorida Delegation Members
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:02:07 PM
Attachments: 20141203163037371.pdf


Attached is a letter of support from members of the Florida delegation.  Thank you for your attention to this matter.


Nick Martinelli
Legislative Director
Congresswoman Corrine Brown (Fl-5)
nick.martinelli@mail.house.gov| 202-225-0123
2111 Rayburn House Office Building
Sign-up for Corrine's Corner at www.brown.house.gov
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From: Gale Baker
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Wednesday, October 8, 2014 8:30:04 AM
Attachments: AAF Response EIS .pdf


Here is the place to send your comments. Mentioning that the EIS is from FEC and not an
 impartial third party is important. AAF_comments@vhb.com 
I attach my response. I figured the last cache might be too big to include this one too. I think it
 is worth mentioning that 50 freight trains and 32 passenger trains will pretty much destroy our
 lives here on the Treasure Coast. 


*Have a Great Day as you Dance at dawn. Sing at sunset. Laugh in the moments
 between.*
*Gale Baker*
*www.neonqueens.com* <http://www.neonqueens.com>
*843-253-6211*
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Comments to All Aboard Florida Environmental Impact Statement provided September 19, 
2014. 
 
I noted that the EIS initially addresses South Florida with little concern for the negative impact 
of the towns and their residents along the Treasure Coast. 
 
I sincerely hope that the Federal Railroad Commission will agree that this fatal so called “fete 
accompli” will devastate the Treasure Coast in such a way that it cannot recover, economically 
or physically, and that they will deny Federal funds (supported by taxpayers) to this privately 
owned company.  All Aboard Florida could be quite a boon for West Palm Beach and Miami as 
well as Orlando in the movement of freight. However, for all those towns in between along the 
coast north of WPB and south of Orlando, it imposes monumental human and economic cost to 
Treasure Coast residents and businesses; and literally decimates Treasure Coast towns without 
one iota of benefit. And – it drains taxpayer’s dollars without adding revenue. 
 
1. 1.1-A1_2013-FONSI - Purpose and Need: AAF addresses a need to improve intercity 



transportation and decongest highways in South Florida with no reference to their proposed 
tracks from Orlando to Miami. Due diligence would have clearly resolved their assumption 
that there is a lack of rail transportation to these cities. The existing rail line AMTRAK from 
Orlando to the cities AAF wishes to service has little ridership and runs at a deficit.  TriRail 
also services the southern Florida area quite sufficiently.  



a. The EIS addresses specifically Miami, Fort Lauderdale and West Palm Beach 
connections, which are already in place with rail alternatives. It ignores the towns that 
will be negatively affected by a high speed train and increased freight traffic along the 
Treasure Coast.  



b. Many/most of the tourists who vacation in Orlando are not necessarily the same type 
of tourists with a desire to shop in West Palm Beach or hang out in South Beach. 
These folks generally are automobile travelers with several passengers (children) 
traveling together and not on separate paying tickets.  



c. AAF suggests that the construction of the project will provide jobs and improve the 
economy.  They are also likely aware that job creation for track construction is a 
transient thing and would only increase burden on infrastructure and taxpayers along 
the Treasure Coast without any long term benefits.  



2. 3.3-C_grade-Crossings: Martin County has 26 miles of track with 25 grade crossings; 10 are 
in the town of Stuart.  
County Length of Corridor (miles) Number of Crossings 
Brevard 42miles    55 crossings 
Indian River 21miles 30 crossings 
St Lucie 22miles   20 crossings 
Martin 26miles   25 crossings 
Palm Beach 18miles   26 crossings 



The already existing 18 trains of freight traffic [mostly occurring during evening and early 
morning hours when they are most effective in disrupting sleep], now increasingly double-
stacked and with considerably intensified noise and vibration. This number is projected to 
multiply substantially with the expansion of canal and Miami shipping.  A substantial  
increase of the already burdensome freight traffic could paralyze Treasure Coast Towns. 
Adding Passenger trains would potentially shut them down indefinitely for hours per day. 











This will impact our town of Stuart in the following ways. To mitigate the following 
problems, considerable attention should be put on diverting these tracks to alternate routes 
[even though FEC has determined they are not an option]. Federal tax funds should not be 
spent for this private project, which will decimate our Treasure Coast towns.  



a. Substantially increase delays for emergency vehicles, ambulances, fire department, 
and police vehicles needing immediate access to Martin Memorial Hospital North 
from west of the track; therefore endangering human life.  



b. Substantially increase delays for patients trying to access medical facilities along 
Osceola [including cancer patients going for radiation and chemotherapy] therefore 
endangering human life. 



c. Substantially increase delays at hurricane evacuation routes from the east; therefore 
endangering human life. 



d. Increase noise levels throughout wildlife sanctuaries located near railroad tracks, and 
bring unwanted death to animals crossing; therefore endangering wild life. 



e. Significantly delay access and parking to downtown businesses that already have to 
fight for their livelihood; therefore impacting local economy.  



f. Significantly delay access to theaters and galleries located on the east side of the 
tracks; therefore impacting both the economy and access to the arts.   



g. Significantly increase already extremely high noise levels along the route, including 
homes, businesses and downtown Stuart, deterring festival participation, therefore 
impacting the economy as well as access to cultural experience for young and 



old. 
h. Significantly impact boaters who must cross under railway tracks and use drawbridge 



access to open water, as well as businesses dependent on those boaters, therefore 
impacting the economy, recreation and quality of life. Reports from a significant 
number of boaters indicate that they would no longer use these recreational areas and 
would not make their usual stops here.   



i. The safety issues cited in the Palm Beach Post are monumental, especially with trains 
traveling through our town at speeds up to 110 MPH. It was noted that trains between 
NYC and Washington DC have NO vehicle/railroad crossings. According to RR 
Official Frank Frey, the company is trying to skirt the safety issues.  Please see 
http://www.palmbeachpost.com/news/business/federal-rail-official-blasts-all-aboard-
floridas-s/nfS39/  



j. Bridges and trains will be constantly at odds. The EIS does not address the time trains 
might stand in queue waiting for the drawbridges to open and close and how these 
stalled trains might further impact railway crossings while they block these crossings 
during their wait, further impacting all of the above problems caused by increased 
train traffic.       



k. Significantly impact home values along the FEC corridor. Real Estate sales and home 
values have already been affected negatively by the impending idea of more train 
traffic near and in some cases no more than 100 feet from homes in gated upscale 
communities.  Page 5-122 and 5-126 of the DEIS states the project would not 
displace residences or businesses and have no adverse effect on residential or 
commercial property. With property owners already trying to unload properties due to 
the project, that statement holds no validity.   











3. 4.1.3-C Navigational Report: Indicates a wait time of approximately 17.6 minutes of wait 
time for boats during train crossings at the St. Lucie River Crossing, while glossing over the 
actual impact of boating and boating businesses in the area, where at time several boats are 
stacked up waiting for trains to cross. I am confident the Coast Guard will have more on this. 
Please review their comments carefully.  Impact on businesses will be substantial. 



a. Table 2.2-3 indicates 746 out of 900 Martin County’s river marinas are affected by 
rail traffic, clearly showing the detriment of increased trains. The EIS indicates that 
the marine industry for the St. Lucie River was $523.7 million in December 2013. 
The EIS states St. Lucie River has 1,307 slips; over half are commercial.  Delayed 
boating will definitely impact these businesses and the economy.  I refer to the EIS 
informational table: 



b. “The St. Lucie River represents approximately 82.9% of the marine activity in Martin County and 
15.3% in St. Lucie County. Because the economic activity associated with the St. Lucie River is 
located in both Martin and St. Lucie Counties, the total economic value of this river is equivalent 
to 82.9% of the economic value of the marine industry in Martin County plus 15.3% of the 
economic value of the marine industry in St. Lucie County, resulting in a total economic value of 
$648.8 million. This total value is comprised of $481.3 million in direct expenditures, $79.4 
million in indirect effects, and $88.1 million in indirect effects.  This activity supports a total of 
6,420 jobs and $186.6 million in personal income (see Table 5.2-9).” 



c. Page 13 indicates a passenger train will speed through Martin County at 77 mph.  
That is a dangerous speed to project for the curved track through the downtown area 
of Stuart as well as other areas in St. Lucie County with dangerous curves.  



d. Item 2.2.4 indicates that FEC participated in more than 300 informational meetings 
beginning March 12, 2012. If that is true, it does not explain why many of the citizens 
up and down the Treasure Coast had no knowledge of this proposed project until this 
year. 



4. 4.2.4-A_Potentially contaminated sites [cannot be read without clearer map of the areas 
indicated. No road or highway signs].  



5. 4.3.3-A1_ Plant populations – I am unable to respond to this as I am not knowledgeable 
about the plant life, but would like to see it preserved.  



6. 4.2.2-A&B Minority and Poverty population graphs; I am sure this has to be in there – but 
wonder what effect it would have on our area unless it is to state that where there are 
minorities less concern might be given to inhabitants.  



7. 4.4.5-B3 Cultural Resources Proximal – EIS aerial view at page 76 shows how close the FEC 
railway is to the bedrooms of residents at the Stuart Yacht and Country Club [in some cases, 
no more than 100 feet or less] 



8. 4.4.6A Recreational page 5 shows how many parks and wild life refuges are affected by the 
railroad. Increased traffic could only make it less appealing.   



9. 5.2.2-A3. I believe you can see that the noise and vibration impacts are substantial and 
widespread throughout Martin County. I can attest to it with the lack of sleep from freights in 
the middle of the night and from the cracks in my walls from the vibrations. Does the FEC 
plan to compensate me for repairs?  



10. 5.2.2 – B page four needs to be reevaluated in its estimated impacts, from none to severe in 
many of the items.  



11. 5.2.2 – C I note there are no residential listing in the vibration impact studies.  
12. On page S-23 EIS states there will be no adverse effect on communities. This is patently not 



true.  











13. Draft EIS – page 3-11: With the perspective of increased freight trains and possibly no 
passenger trains to speak of, the CSX, I-95 and Florida Turnpike Alternatives are given a 
thumbs down by FEC. There is also a consideration they do not seem to mention, and that is 
shipping their freight by water.  



14. Projections of ridership do not take into consideration that tourism and the economy itself 
may be adversely affected in the next few years due to a number of things having nothing to 
do with travel by rail, plane or car.  



15. DEIS Page 5.50 indicates zero moderate to severe noise affects in the north-south section. 
Since noise effects are more than zero in both categories now, this is untrue.    



 
I am not knowledgeable enough to speak to some of the information contained in the EIS as to 
wildlife, farming etc. but am confident there are sufficient responders to do so.  
 
Thank you for your time. 
 
Gale Baker 
2832 SE Fairway West [at the Stuart Yacht and Country Club] 
Stuart, Florida  34997 
(843) 253-6211 
neongale@gmail.com  













From: Robert Puglisi
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Please dump this horrible train. It will destroy the Treasure Coast.
Date: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 8:13:44 PM
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From: Karl Thonnes
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Trains through Stuart
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 11:14:32 AM


Please scrap the plans to run 32 high speed trains through our city.
 It is insane for several obvious  reasons..
 
 
Thanks,
 
Karl Thonnes
 


Karl Thonnes/CEO
Whiting Construction, Inc.


3463 SW Deggeller Court, P.O. Drawer 1908


Palm City, FL 34990


karlthonnes@whitingconstruction.com


http://www.whitingconstruction.com/


(772) 223-1215 Office, (772) 283-5969 Fax
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From: Cheryl, Mike & Mikayla Lezovich
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF"s Proposal Poses Risk to Boaters
Date: Monday, November 3, 2014 8:36:29 AM


Dear Reader,


The proposal by All Aboard Florida purports to allow passenger trains to pass through Stuart,
 FL, for 20 minutes of every hour. This will affect not only road traffic but also boat traffic
 and put boaters at risk at the foot of the old Roosevelt Bridge. As sailboats, yachts and sport
 fishing boats prepare to head east from the St. Lucie River to pass through the drawbridge and
 railroad bridge, they must idle in a congested area where the flow of the river and the rising
 and falling tides meet head-on in a nearly uncontrollable torrent of water. If additional, longer
 trains are added to the mix, boat captains will have to maintain their position for extended
 lengths of time and put themselves, their vessels and their passengers at risk. Therefore, I am
 opposed to the AAF proposal.


Sincerely,


Cheryl Lezovich
S/V Happy Times
Sunset Bay Marina
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From: Erich Strong
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Support Letter
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 12:25:59 PM
Attachments: Support Letter - Erich.pdf


Dear Mr. Winkle,
 
I have been a railroad buff since I was child living in Boston in the 40s and 50s where I used public
 transportaion on the famous trolley cars that still exist today.  While a student at the University of
 florida in the mid 60s I was intrigued by the Mag-Lev trains in Japan and thought this system would
 be ideal for Florida.  The right of way was already there down the medians of I-10, I-95, I-4, I-75 and
 the Florida turnpike.  The Mag-Lev was the most practical due its speed and uninteruped line which
 did not cross any roads.  With this idea I proposed feeder to these tarins from the inner cities to and
 from a central city terminal.  I even discussed this idea with a Dr. Kornblatt at Princeton Univerity
 some 30 yaers ago which he thought was plausible.
 
Of cource when presenting this idea through the academia at the University of Florida in achitecture
 I was deemed insane and nearly laughed out of architecture.  Even with the idea of powering the
 magnets with photvoltaic panels along the above ground rail.
 
Well here it is coming back to some reality except the proposed rail system will use existing track
 lines and old technology by running across roads and with no feeders very much like the new Sun
 Rail in Orlando coming about through politicians who never studied this plan nor had any eperience
 at palnning such a system and is somewhat of a failure.
 
Do not let this happen.  Keep politicians or others who think of profit for themselves versus serving
 the idea to which it springs and that as a people mover for Floridians reducing airline traffic and
 safer vehicular roads.
 
Make it a Mag-Lev and make it for the State's future and indeed the country's not its past.
 
Thanks you
 
Erich B. Strong, Architect
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12-02-2014 
 
 
John Winkle 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE  
Room W38-311 
Washington, DC 20590 
 
Dear Mr. Winkle:  
 
I am writing this letter to express my strong support for the All Aboard Florida 
project. This necessary infrastructure project will improve mobility in Florida by 
reintroducing passenger rail along the existing Florida East Coast Railway corridor, 
creating thousands of jobs and generating millions in economic impacts. 
 
All Aboard Florida is beneficial for Florida’s 19 million residents and more than 95 
million tourists. Florida’s roads are already some of the most congested in the 
country, and the expansion opportunities are extremely limited. As our population 
continues to grow, we must look toward alternative mobility options. The Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement says, “The Project would have the beneficial 
impact of removing 335,628 auto vehicle trips per year from the regional roadway 
network in 2016 and 1.2 million vehicles in 2019.” 
 
There is no other infrastructure project will change Florida’s landscape and economy 
and benefit the environment like All Aboard Florida. This intercity passenger rail 
system will become a new infrastructure backbone and a benefit to our state.  
 
Sincerely,  
Erich B. Strong, Architect 
Longwood, Fl. 
 
 













From: Gwen Shefveland
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Date: Saturday, September 20, 2014 10:27:20 AM


NO TO ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
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From: Sandra Watson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Please preserve our community
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:52:18 AM


Dear John Winkle,


I am writing to express my grave concerns about the effects of the planned rail service on Stuart, Florida.  We have a
 quiet waterfront community that would be drastically altered by the traffic jams, noise, and vibration associated
 with an additional 30+ train crossings each day.  Boat traffic would dangerously clog because of the bridge
 openings for these crossings and emergency vehicles would be delayed, a serious concern due to the age of our
 population.


It's obvious that AAF is a cover for eventual freight service from the port of Miami.  Since passenger trains have not
 show financial viability in this country, why not give incentive to the company to relocate the rails through the
 sparsely populated middle of the state?


Please help us preserve our sane and healthy way of life.


Yours truly,  Sandra S. Watson, Ph.D.


Sent from my iPad
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From: hubank@msn.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Trains
Date: Saturday, November 29, 2014 3:33:09 PM


 BAD IDEA !!!   Going through small towns, over waterways and blocking local roads is a BAD
 IDEA.  You guys got to go with plan #2 using the westward route or follow the turnpike.  You
 have a chance to do this right by paying more upfront for the westward path. You will be held
 responsible for the damage done to our neighborhoods.   Make the right decision. Stay
 west......
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From: ray coffey
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Saturday, September 20, 2014 9:40:35 AM


This is bullshit, and a total waste of money. We do not need this service. What we need is
 highways going east to west in Florida. We have  Rt. 60, and  the ally to Naples, and that is it.
 Traffic from Miami to the Treasure coast will be trapped by these trains.  The is a hustle by land
 developers and others to get rich.  I will move out of the east coast of Florida when this happens. 
 Roads are the answer, not trains. Look at the usage of AM Track!
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From: Mary Ingui
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Train Environmental Impact Statement
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 4:43:27 PM


Citizens from the Treasure Coast and from the Space Coast are opposed to
 AAF's plan to build another track and run 32+ high speed trains through
 our area.  Please don't grant them a federal loan or authorize private activity
 bonds.  Not one cent of taxpayer money should be used for this project.


The environmental impact report left out Sebastian, Vero Beach, and other
 communities of the Treasure and Space Coasts.  How do you do that and
 think your report has validity?


This report did not study floodplain mitigation and did not use morning
 hours in assessing the effect on northbound and southbound traffic on
 roads near the crossings.  Missing in the evaluation is the Oslo Rd. Crossing
 in Indian River County as well.  Why will we be paying for the upkeep of all
 the crossings for a private company forever?


The whole project is a smokescreen for an increase in freight traffic.  AAF
 needs another track for this freight and is trying to sell it as a passenger
 line.  With more freight comes more hazards from accidents and chemical
 spills.


Another major concern is the delay of vital services--fire, ambulance--
because of the increase in the number of trains and their high speed.  The
 study does not address the issue of safety at all!


Why are the public comments NOT visible on the FRA website?


AAF has lied to the public about many of the details of this project and has
 failed to disclose 
other information such as projected ridership.  What other inaccuracies have
 they presented to you?


Sincerely,
Dr. Mary Jane Ingui



mailto:mji53@yahoo.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Domenica Labbate on behalf of Ed Fielding
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Martin County Comments - Part 3
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 3:59:52 PM
Attachments: MartinCountyComments3_AAF.pdf
Importance: High


Attached is the final segment of Martin County’s comments.
Thank you for your consideration.
 
  


"The comments and opinions expressed herein are those of the author of this message and may not reflect the policies of the Martin County Board
 of County Commissioners. Under Florida Law, email addresses are public records. If you do not want your email address released in response to a


 public records request do not send electronic mail to this entity. Instead, contact this office by phone or in writing." 


 Click here to subscribe to Martin County’s e-Newsletter



mailto:dlabbate@martin.fl.us

mailto:efieldin@martin.fl.us

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

http://www.martin.fl.us/portal/page?_pageid=356,4440075&_dad=portal&_schema=PORTAL

http://visitor.r20.constantcontact.com/manage/optin/ea?v=001WFINQJWcy-aY5xj2Ln30YQ%3D%3D

http://visitor.r20.constantcontact.com/manage/optin/ea?v=001WFINQJWcy-aY5xj2Ln30YQ%3D%3D






Big Picture
All Years



Year # points Families Adults Juveniles Total
Birds / 



Family
Juveniles / 



Family



2007 39 12 29 6 35 2.92 0.50



2008 44 15 36 10 46 3.07 0.67



2009 125 22 55 5 60 2.73 0.23



2010 74 16 40 13 53 3.31 0.81



2011 128 18 42 14 56 3.11 0.78



2012 128 16 33 4 38 2.17 0.24



2013 157 14 35 3 38 2.71 0.21



2014 167 16 33 11 44 2.75 0.69



Very wet winter



Very dry winter
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Big Picture
All Years



Year # points Families Adults Juveniles Total
Birds / 



Family
Juveniles / 



Family



2007 39 12 29 6 35 2.92 0.50



2008 44 15 36 10 46 3.07 0.67



2009 125 22 55 5 60 2.73 0.23



2010 74 16 40 13 53 3.31 0.81



2011 128 18 42 14 56 3.11 0.78



2012 128 16 33 4 38 2.17 0.24



2013 157 14 35 3 38 2.71 0.21



2014 167 17 33 11 44 2.58 0.65



Very wet winter



Very dry winter











Major Findings



• Good number of juveniles (11)!!!!!



• Best look at LORAN Tower birds yet!!!!!!



• More territory occupied than previous years 
(LORAN Tower and Pine Grove)!!!!!



• Some missing birds? Where do they go?



Year
Acres 
Surveyed



Acres 
Occupied 
by SJ



% Acres 
Occupied



2014 1109 478 43%
2013 994 358 36%
2012 949 298 31%
2011 939 364 39%
2010 758 288 38%
2009 796 308 39%
2008 196 178 91%
2007 119 119 100%
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Some jobs to do!



• Take picture of group!



• New traps (again)!



• Data entry
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Excerpted Close-Up of Figure A7 of Appendix 4.1.1-A Existing Land Use Maps 
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MARTIN COUNTY COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AREAS. 



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



Martin County has seven defined Community Redevelopment Areas (CRA’s). Five of the seven 
CRA’s abut or are bisected by the Florida East Coast (FEC) Railroad, on which the AAF project 
will run. The addition of passenger rail onto the existing primarily freight corridor will cause an 
increase in overall rail traffic. Therefore, the County and its CRA’s will be directly affected by 
increased rail traffic and the potential of more frequent closing of railroad crossings. This 
analysis looks at the potential impacts on the activities of populations within the CRA’s. 



The FEC Railroad passes through five CRA’s, these are (Fig F.I – F.V); 



I. Golden Gate CRA (1 crossing). 
II. Hobe Sound CRA (2 crossings). 



III. Port Salerno CRA (4 crossings). 
IV. Jensen Beach CRA (1 crossing). 
V. Rio CRA (1 crossing).  



This analysis considers the location of the railroad crossings within the CRA’s and the effect that 
additional rail traffic may have. Data sources are taken from The American Community Survey 
(ACS) using the Esri ‘Community Analyst’ Geographic information tool. The tool utilizes five year 
2008-2012 ACS estimates that were collected monthly from January 1, 2008 through December 
31, 2012. 



The analysis pulls out four main factors that will be used to measure and compare levels of 
activity/disadvantage within defined community areas to those experienced in the County as a 
whole. The four factors identified are: 



1. Travel to Work by Walking or Bicycle. 
2. Income to Poverty Level less than 1. 
3. Households (HH) with disabilities. 
4. Persons in receipt of Food Stamps. 



METHODOLOGY 
To provide a comparison for the analysis the four factors outlined above were first extracted on 
a County level.  It was then necessary to determine the most appropriate definition to 
determine the extent and boundaries of the comparison areas. 
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TABLE T.1 Population
Housing 



Units
Population 
% of County



Population 
% within 



Buffer



COUNTY WIDE 146497 78037
GOLDEN GATE CRA 2829 866 1.9%
HOBE SOUND CRA 3470 2153 2.4%
PORT SALERNO CRA 3551 1557 2.4%
JENSEN BEACH CRA 172 182 0.1%
RIO CRA 2204 1474 1.5%
COUNTY WIDE BUFFER* 11811 7121 8.1% 8.1%
GOLDEN GATE BUFFER* 284 79 0.2% 10.0%
HOBE SOUND BUFFER* 945 629 0.6% 27.2%
PORT SALERNO BUFFER* 1545 669 1.1% 43.5%
JENSEN BEACH BUFFER* 172 182 0.1% 100.0%
RIO CRA BUFFER* 1264 756 0.9% 57.4%



The areas selected for this analysis were defined by first setting out the likely range (distance) 
of impact of additional rail traffic. A number of independent studies and reports detail that the 
proximity to a railroad is correlated to certain impacts, both negative (closer to the rail line1) 
and positive (further from the rail line with a passenger stop2). As the proposed AAF project 
does not include passenger stops within Martin County, the analysis utilizes study findings 
related to the impact of additional railroad traffic without the benefit of passenger stops. 
Therefore, using study findings, we have defined a buffer of 1000ft either side of the rail line 
would be an appropriate measure. 



That buffer has then been extended through the unincorporated County along the line of the 
FEC railroad. Only the portions of the CRA’s that are within the buffer limits are extracted for 
comparative analysis.  



ANALYSIS 
Table T.1 shows the relative proportion of population within each CRA, and then within each 
CRA buffer. The County-wide Buffer contains approximately 8.1% of the County population. The 
population of the CRA areas contained within their respective Buffer range from 10% through 
to 100%, and as a whole some 36% of the population of the CRA’s are located within the Buffer 
as it passes through each CRA. From this we are able to confirm that there is a disproportionate 
representation of CRA population when compared to the Countywide Buffer. 



 



                                                           
1 The effect of freight railroad tracks and train activity on residential property values, Robert A. Simons & 
Abdellaziz El Jaouhari, 2004 
2Impacts Of Rail Transit On Property Values, Roderick B. Diaz, Booz ,Allen & Hamilton Inc. Mclean, VA  











 



 



When the four comparative factors are examined (Table T.2), within the County as a whole (County 
Wide), within each CRA and then within each respective Buffer area, some discernable differences 
appear. The majority of factors are above the datum level set for the County. Charts A through D show a 
graphic representation of the various factors. The most consistent factors are those which indicate a 
lower income level; the percentage of people claiming Food Stamps is 6.6% County Wide, this compares 
to high rates in each of the CRA Buffer areas (22.4% in Hobe Sound and 23.9% in Golden Gate). Apart 
from the Rio CRA Buffer and Port Salerno CRA Buffer area each CRA has a significantly higher percentage 
than County Wide (2.3%), that use walking or cycling to travel to work (Hobe Sound 15.1%, Jensen Beach 
13.3% and Golden Gate 11.3%). The lower end of the income to poverty level is higher in the majority of 
CRA Buffer Areas, but more significantly so in the Golden Gate CRA Buffer (45.1%) compared to County 
Wide (12.5%). Port Salerno CRA Buffer identifies that a high proportion of households with disability are 
affected (32.5%) compared to County Wide (25.6%). 



The potential impacts upon Residential property values have also been analyzed. The CRA functions on 
revenue that is generated by increases in property values to fund improvements that are aimed at 
curing blight and poor economic viability. Therefore any decrease in property values has a negative 
effect upon capital investment and economic revitalization of these areas. Table T-3 shows the number 
of residential properties that are affected in each CRA buffer area. Studies1 have shown that additional 
rail traffic can adversely affect property values between 5% and 7% within 750ft of a rail line. In this 
instance the analysis has used residential property within the 1000ft buffer strips in each CRA and has 
applied the lower depreciation rate of 5%.  



 



TABLE T.2
Walk/Cycle to 



Work



Population with 
Income to Poverty 



Level <1
Food Stamps



HH with 
Disability



COUNTY WIDE 2.3% 12.5% 6.6% 25.6%
GOLDEN GATE CRA 7.6% 38.0% 23.8% 20.5%
HOBE SOUND CRA 13.5% 11.7% 13.2% 28.8%
PORT SALERNO CRA 1.5% 22.2% 10.9% 33.5%
JENSEN BEACH CRA 13.3% 17.0% 6.8% 28.2%
RIO CRA 1.0% 8.4% 13.9% 24.3%
COUNTY WIDE BUFFER* 5.1% 14.6% 10.1% 28.7%
GOLDEN GATE BUFFER* 11.3% 45.1% 23.9% 22.5%
HOBE SOUND BUFFER* 15.1% 17.4% 22.4% 26.1%
PORT SALERNO BUFFER* 2.7% 17.6% 8.3% 32.5%
JENSEN BEACH BUFFER* 13.3% 17.0% 6.8% 28.2%
RIO CRA BUFFER* 1.1% 6.9% 17.8% 26.9%











 



 
 
The total potential impact of additional rail traffic may cause, at a minimum, an $28 million reduction in 
residential property values within the CRA buffer area. The effect on the county wide buffer is estimated 
at $90 million depreciation. The effect on Commercial property has not been analyzed. 
 
 
SUMMARY 
The effect of additional railroad traffic, noise and vibration is not easily quantified. However, the analysis 
of the County’s five affected Community Redevelopment Areas has revealed distinct characteristics that 
show a negative deviation and disproportionate representation when compared to a County wide 
datum. So whatever the effect it will be seen more readily to effect these disadvantaged areas than the 
County as a whole. 



Moreover, property values within the buffer areas may also be negatively affected. Any reduction of 
property values within a CRA compromise its ability to address the range of factors analyzed in this 
report and then, as a consequence, perpetuate and consolidate the disparity that has been identified. 



Additional study will need to be undertaken to assess the potential affect upon commercial property 
values and traffic/boat delays at the railroad crossing points including the railway bridge over the St. 
Lucie River between Stuart and Rio. 



 



  



T-3
Housing 



units
Average Value Total value 5% of Value



Golden Gate Buffer 80 $306,250 $24,500,000 $1,225,000
Hobe Sound Buffer 650 $375,174 $243,863,100 $12,193,155
Port Salerno Buffer 674 $185,863 $125,271,662 $6,263,583
Jensen Beach Buffer 189 $213,380 $40,328,820 $2,016,441
Rio Buffer 745 $178,255 $132,799,975 $6,639,999
Total 2338 $242,414 $566,763,557 $28,338,178











Chart A. Comparison of population % that walk or cycle to work



 



 



Chart B. Comparison of population % that has income to poverty level <1



 











Chart C. Comparison of households % with Disability



 



 



Chart D. Comparison of population % in receipt of Food Stamps



  











FIG. I. GOLDEN GATE CRA, RAILROAD CROSSINGS AND BUFFER 



 



 



  











FIG F.II. HOBE SOUND CRA, RAILROAD CROSSINGS AND BUFFER 



 



 



 



 



  











FIG. III. PORT SALERNO CRA, RAILROAD CROSSINGS AND BUFFER 



 



 



 



 



 



  











FIG. IV. JENSEN BEACH CRA, RAILROAD CROSSINGS AND BUFFER 



 



 



  











FIG. V. RIO CRA, RAILROAD CROSSINGS AND BUFFER 
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MEMORANDUM 
 



TO:  Lauren Milligan, Office of Intergovernmental Programs 



FROM: Dana Bryan, Bureau of Natural and Cultural Resources 



SUBJECT: All Aboard Florida Draft EIS – Division of Recreation and Parks Comments  



DATE:  November 4, 2014 
 
 
Division of Recreation and Parks (DRP) Comments on the Draft EIS Related to Savannas 



Preserve State Park (SPSP): 
 
Page 4-82, Sand Pine 
The document only briefly mentions the Sand Pine Scrub natural community.  DRP recommends 
that the document describe this community as a globally imperiled ecosystem (per Florida Natural 
Areas Inventory ranking system) with rare flora and fauna.  
 
Pages 4-84 – 4-88, Preserves, Wildlife Sanctuaries, and Wildlife Corridors 
SPSP is not included among the list of affected parks; however, the corridor passes along nine 
miles of the state park boundary.  The above-referenced Sand Pine Scrub natural community is 
located throughout the project corridor.  
 
Page 4-99, Table 4.3.6-3 
The table should include the Savannas mint (Dicerandra immaculata var. savannarum), a variety 
of Lakela’s mint and also listed as federally endangered.  A population of this species formerly 
occurred in the railroad corridor and known populations occur very close to the corridor. 
 
Page 4-100, Affected Environment 
Statement:  “Plant species for which known populations do not occur within the Project Study 
Area include: fragrant prickly apple, Lakela’s mint, beach jacquemontia, sand lace, scrub plum, and 
clasping warea.” 
 
Comment:  DRP notes above that fragrant prickly apple cactus is found within the project corridor.  
Savannas mint (a federally endangered variety of Lakela’s mint) was formerly found within the 
project study area and remaining populations are very near the project study area.  It should also be 
noted that disturbances within the Sand Pine Scrub ecosystem can allow further intrusion of exotic 
invasive plants.  Specifically, Natal grass, cogon grass, and Brazilian pepper are widespread along 
the disturbed railroad right-of-way near SPSP.  This intrusion by exotic species further imperils and 
alters the habitat needed for many of these threatened and endangered species. 
 
Page 5-98, North-South Corridor 
Statement:  “All construction activities proposed for the N‐S Corridor would occur within 
previously disturbed areas in the FECR Corridor and would not impact natural communities. 
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Limited wildlife habitat exists within the N‐S Corridor although field surveys indicate some 
utilization of disturbed habitats.” 
 
Comment:  DRP notes that some areas near SPSP have wildlife habitat.  The potential for impacts 
to natural communities exists through direct or indirect habitat loss and disturbance.  DRP 
encourages minimization and avoidance measures related to impacts adjacent to the state park.  
 
Page 5-110, Threatened and Endangered Species 
Statement:  “The USACE, a cooperating agency with respect to this EIS, is the lead federal agency 
with ESA Section 7 responsibilities for the Project. As described below, the USACE has evaluated 
the effects of the Project on federally listed species and determined that the Project would not 
jeopardize any listed species or modify any designated critical habitat. The USACE has made 
determinations of “no effect” or “no adverse effect” for each of the listed species within the Project 
Area. The agencies charged with administering the ESA, the US Fish & Wildlife Service 
(USFWS), and the NOAA‐NMFS, have concurred with these determinations (Appendix 5.3.6‐B). 



The ESA authorizes the determination and listing of species as Endangered or Threatened and 
prohibits unauthorized taking, possession, sale, and transport of endangered species. Section 7 of 
the Act requires federal agencies to ensure that any action authorized, funded, or carried out by a 
federal agency is not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of listed species or to modify their 
critical habitat...” 
 
Comment:  DRP advises that the project will occur within or directly adjacent to habitat occupied 
by the federally listed fragrant prickly apple cactus (Harissia fragrans).  Other plant species such as 
the federally listed Savannas mint (Dicerandra immaculata var. savannarum) occur in the project 
area as well.  Florida scrub-jay populations utilize the railroad corridor and adjacent conservation 
lands at SPSP and Jonathan Dickinson State Park.  DRP requests additional information as to how 
impacts to these species will be avoided or minimized. 
 
Page 5-119, Indirect and Secondary Impacts 
Statement:  “Based on these analyses, the Project would not have an adverse indirect effect on 
federal or state‐listed species.” 
 
Comment:  DRP notes that the studies listed do show that road corridors have adverse effects on 
health and reproductive success of federally endangered avian species.  
 
Page 5-121, Section 7 Consultation and Draft Findings 
Statement:  “May effect, but is not likely to adversely impact the Florida scrub‐jay. Habitat 
documented to be used by this species is outside of the proposed work area.” 
 
Comment:  DRP notes that Florida scrub-jays are seen flying across the proposed project area in 
the area of SPSP.  In addition, Florida scrub-jays are commonly observed foraging on the edge of 
the existing railway corridor in this area. 
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Page 7-10, Threatened and Endangered Species and Other Protected Species 
Statement:  “None of the alternatives considered for this analysis would be expected to result in 
significant adverse impacts to protected species or protected species habitat. However, AAF is 
committed to these measures to address any significant, unmitigated impacts that may arise as a 
result of the Project.” 
 
Comment:  DRP looks forward to working with AAF to ensure potential impacts to protected plant 
species found within the vicinity of SPSP are minimized or avoided. 
 
Other Comments:  DRP reports that multiple listed plant and animal species reside in the areas 
that parallel the FEC corridor adjacent to SPSP.  These species include:  Florida scrub-jay, gopher 
tortoise, indigo snake, Florida mouse, prickly apple cactus, Savannas mint, large-flowered 
rosemary, and possibly others.  Potential impacts to imperiled species within the park may result 
from three main avenues.  First, impacts in the footprint of the development area may remove 
habitat needed for the imperiled species found within this corridor.  Two plants in particular, the 
prickly apple cactus and the Savannas mint, contain the majority of their current population within 
close range of the FEC corridor.  Secondly, impacts caused by proposed development may cause 
disturbance in the Sand Pine Scrub that will allow the intrusion of exotic invasive species.  Thirdly, 
access into these areas for resource management activities such as prescribed burning and exotic 
plant and animal removal may be hindered, impacting management of the imperiled species.  
Disrupted access would also affect wildfire response and increase undesirable fuel loading at the 
urban interface. 
 
In addition, DRP would encourage AAF to maintain the integrity of any impacted gopher tortoise 
populations adjacent to SPSP by relocating tortoises on-site. 
 
 
DRP Comments Related to Jonathan Dickinson State Park (JDSP): 
 
Page S-15, Threatened and Endangered Species 
DRP notes that it is likely that perforated reindeer lichen (Cladonia perforata) occurs in the right-
of-way. 
 
Page 4-85, Preserves, Wildlife Sanctuaries, and Wildlife Corridors 
DRP notes that within the descriptions of natural areas, a list of federally or state-listed species is 
typically included and recommends that one be included for JDSP. 
 
Page 4-100, Table 4.3.6-5 
Curtiss’ milkweed (Asclepias curtissi) occurs in the area, but appears to be omitted from the table. 
 
Page 5-102, Introduction of Invasive Species  
Natal grass (Rhynchelytrum repens) has been a significant problem in disturbed areas of scrub 
adjacent to the project area and should be noted in the document at both JDSP and SPSP.  In 
addition, showy rattlebox (Crotalaria spectabilis) and Guinea grass (Panicum maximum) are both 
very problematic at JDSP.  DRP requests additional mitigative/preventative measures be outlined in 
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the document.  An introduction of a new exotic species or increase in distribution or abundance of 
existing species would result in a decrease in the quality of habitat for several listed scrub species. 
 
Page 5-118, Table 5.3.6-3  (This comment applies to all the tables for alternatives that impact 
threatened and endangered species.) 
Staff indicates that if impacts to eastern indigo snakes are likely within the N-S Corridor, there is 
also a high likelihood that other species utilizing similar habitats will be impacted, such as the 
Florida scrub-jay, gopher tortoise, gopher frog, Florida pine snake, Florida mouse, etc.  It is unclear 
why the acreages for these species differ in the table.  At JDSP, all these animals use the corridor 
area periodically.  For example, gopher frogs are likely to cross back and forth across the tracks in 
the JDSP project area, traveling from the scrub to access breeding wetlands to the west. 
 
Page 5-147, North-South Corridor  
DRP notes that closing SE Jonathan Dickinson Way during upgrades to the crossing would have 
significant impacts.  This is a one-way-in and one-way-out road.  Emergency vehicles, campers, 
resident park staff, and other visitors could be stranded in the western part of the park during 
closures.  Temporary or permanent closure of this road as stated would not be acceptable.  In 
addition, closing the park drive would have financial impacts on the local economy. 
 
Page 5-148   
Please note that the GIS shapefile depicting the state park boundary on this map is no longer 
current.  This could be rectified with an updated boundary map. 
 
Page 7-10, Threatened and Endangered Species and Other Protected Species 
Clarification is needed regarding Florida scrub-jay impacts near JDSP.  Is there going to be 
expansion of the railroad track footprint?  DRP notes that any expansion (particularly in certain 
areas) would likely result in impacts to Florida scrub-jay habitat. 
 
Page 7-13, Gopher Tortoise Mitigation Measures 
The DRP would encourage AAF to maintain the integrity of any impacted gopher tortoise 
populations adjacent to JDSP by relocating tortoises on-site. 
 
Appendices  
Only the plans for Alternative A for the N-S Corridor have been provided.  All plans should 
indicate whether management access would be impeded and park staff could plan accordingly.  
 
It is unclear whether fences would be erected along the entire right-of-way corridor in JDSP.  
Fencing may have some negative consequences on wildlife access and movement, which would 
need to be addressed. 
 
Does the plan to expand the use of the right-of-way mean that there will be no communication 
tower near the former LORAN Tower site? 
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DRP Office of Greenways and Trails Comments: 
 
All Aboard Florida is a large linear rail project transecting eight counties in Southeast and Central 
Eastern Florida.  This evaluation covers the Ecological Greenways Network (EGN) and Florida 
Greenways and Trails System (FGTS), for which the Office of Greenways and Trails is responsible.  
The EGN is based on a scale of one to six, with one being the highest priority, and is meant to 
support connectivity between natural areas.  While the EGN is meant to guide acquisition and 
planning projects, it should not be used as the only measure to determine project acquisitions.  The 
FGTS Network is a statewide effort to establish a regionally connected system of greenways and 
trails through a priority network, based on opportunity corridors. 
 
The FGTS Plan identifies a priority and opportunity corridor along the entire length of the All 
Aboard Florida corridor.  Due consideration should be given to locating a rail-with-trail, shared-use 
path along the railroad corridor.  A shared-use path would help to close gaps between trails in all 
counties.  If the corridor is developed with such a path, significant gaps in trail would be closed 
between Miami and Orlando.  Along the coastal portion of this corridor lies the East Coast 
Greenway (ECG), a national effort to connect bicycle facilities from the Florida Keys Overseas 
Heritage Trail to Maine.  With the development of this railroad, significant gaps along the ECG 
would be closed and bicycle users who arrive in Miami and ride north on a portion of the ECG 
could have a multi-modal return trip option.  Finally, the Railroad Corridor will cross the Florida 
National Scenic Trail’s (FNST) Priority Corridor in Orange County.  The FNST is a federally and 
state-recognized trail due to its length and exhaustive support network of citizen support 
organizations and volunteers. 
 
The EGN is identified along sections of the project in a limited number of counties.  In Martin 
County, the corridor would transect the EGN Corridor in level two linkages.  In Brevard, the 
railroad corridor will transect level one, two and six of the EGN.  In Orange County, levels one and 
two will also be transected by significant portions of the railroad corridor.  Because of the 
encroachment into these linkages, especially in Brevard and Orange counties, special consideration 
should be given to mitigate impacts on natural areas and wildlife. 
 
An example of a large-scale transportation project of similar magnitude is the Suncoast Parkway.  
This project allowed the construction of a multi-use path alongside a portion of a high-speed toll 
road system.  However, if the multi-use path is not built along the railroad corridor, the railroad bed 
itself may continue to serve as a rails-to-trail project in the future, with due consideration from 
interested parties.  
 
 
DRP Office of Park Planning Comments: 
 
Regarding noise/vibration: 
Several areas of the state parks along the corridor are shown within the “Moderate Impact Noise” 
areas, including shop/residence areas.  DRP requests that best management practices to minimize 
noise impacts be incorporated into the project as much as possible. 











Recovery Plan Status: Revision (May 18, 1999)



Geographic Coverage: Rangewide



Cladonia perforata is a member of the family
Cladoniaceae, commonly called the reindeer lichens.
Unlike the more common and widely distributed



species of the Cladoniaceae with which it occurs, C.
perforata is restricted to the high, well-drained sands of
rosemary scrub in Florida. Cladonia perforata was listed as
endangered because of the significant loss of scrub habitat in
Florida. This species is known to occur on approximately 27
sites in Florida; all but two sites are in the South Florida
Ecosystem. Sixteen of the sites are protected, and others are
proposed for acquisition in the future.



This account represents a revision of the existing
recovery plan for the Florida perforate cladonia (FWS 1996).



Description 



Cladonia perforata is easily recognized in the field by the
conspicuous holes or perforations below each dichotomous
branch point and its wide, smooth, yellowish gray-green
branches.



Unlike other fruticose lichens whose branches develop
from the primary or vegetative body, the branches of
members of Cladonia and Cladina are developmentally
derived from spore-producing structures called apothecia,
present as colored, expanded tips of fertile branches. These
specialized, hollow branches are called podetia and are
structurally characteristic of this group. Cladonia perforata
differs from other fruticose terrestrial Cladoniaceae in
several podetial characters, including color, shape and
texture, in addition to having specific habitat requirements.
Cladonia perforata has rather wide (up to 6 mm), pale
yellowish gray-green podetia, punctuated in the axils by 1
to 1.5 mm perforations. The branching pattern is complex
and consists of roughly subequal dichotomies near the tips
and, more commonly, sympodia (unequal branchings with
the smaller branch deflected to one side) below (Evans
1952), resulting in a more-or-less compressed tuft. Its outer
surface is mostly uniformly smooth. Individual podetia are
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Federal Status: Endangered (April 27, 1993)



Critical Habitat: None Designated



Florida Status: Threatened



Figure 1. County distribution of Florida perforate
cladonia.
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typically 4 to 6 cm long (Evans 1952), although specimens of up to 8 cm across
and several cm high have been observed (R. Yahr, Archbold Biological Station,
personal communication 1995). No primary thallus is known. The oldest parts
of the podetia degenerate, leaving no means of determining ages. No studies of
growth rates in C. perforata have been completed. In boreal areas, growth
studies of Cladonia species suggest that one branching occurs each year
(Thomson 1967); however, in more tropical areas, more than one branching per
year may be possible. Cladonia perforata is suspected to reproduce only by
vegetative fragmentation; no spore-producing organs (apothecia) have been
described (Thomson 1967). 



Cladonia uncialis is a closely related and similar-looking species,
although its occurrence in Florida is disputed by Moore (1968). Its podetia are
wide and perforate, though not at every dichotomy, and are glossy with
greenish areolae (Evans 1952). The other fruticose, terrestrial species of
Cladonia and Cladina which commonly co-occur with C. perforata can easily
be distinguished from it. Although Cladonia leporina may sometimes have
small perforations in the podetia and is occasionally confused with C.
perforata, C. leporina is a darker yellow-green color, has narrower podetia
with rough surfaces and can often be found with conspicuous red apothecia.
Cladonia pachycladodes is similar in color to C. perforata but is more of a
light bluish-grey color and has finer branches, drooping at the tips. Cladonia
subsetacea, Cladina evansii, and Cladina subtenuis all have much narrower,
filiform podetia, usually less than 1mm wide.



Taxonomy



The Cladoniaceae is represented in Florida by the two large, widespread, and
closely related genera Cladonia and Cladina. Moore (1968) considers this
conspicuous and diverse group to be one of the most important in the Florida
lichen flora, represented by a total of 33 species, three of which are endemic to
the state. George Llano first collected C. perforata Evans in 1945 from Santa
Rosa Island, Florida, and in 1952, Alexander Evans described the species from
this type (Buckley and Hendrickson 1988). Both Llano�s and Evans�
collections of C. perforata were purportedly from Escambia County, but
Wilhelm and Burkhalter (1990) determined the actual locality to be in
Okaloosa County. No other names have been applied to the species.



Distribution



In northern biomes such as boreal forests and the tundra, members of Cladonia
and Cladina form continuous mats which cover the ground and provide important
forage for caribou and reindeer. In temperate and subtropical regions, open rock
outcrops or patches of bare ground or sand provide habitat for reindeer lichens
(Thomson, 1967). Florida scrub, which is characterized in part by persistent, open
patches of sand, supports a relatively rich assemblage of these terrestrial lichens.
Up to eight species of reindeer lichens commonly occur in Florida scrub. C.
perforata is the most unique member of the scrub-lichen community, by virtue of
its restricted and unusual disjunct distribution and overall global rarity.
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In 1991, the Florida Natural Areas Inventory surveyed 111 sites
throughout central and coastal Florida to determine the status of C. perforata.
A total of only 12 sites were located, six of which were at Archbold Biological
Station (FWS 1993). Two additional sites were later located at Archbold
Biological Station (R. Yahr, Archbold Biological Station, personal
communication 1995). With one Eglin Air Force Base site in Okaloosa
County, and several other more recently discovered south-central and coastal
Florida locations, approximately 27 sites for C. perforata are currently known
from four disjunct geographic regions; the counties within these regions are
shown in Figure 1. The farthest and most disjunct region, supporting the only
remaining North Florida site, is defined by Santa Rosa Island in Okaloosa
County. This region is about 644 km northwest of the next closest region.
Central Florida�s Lake Wales Ridge supports the bulk of the known sites for
C. perforata. South-coastal Martin and Palm Beach counties support three
sites, and southwest Florida�s Manatee County has one disjunct site for this
lichen (K. DeLaney, Environmental Research Consultants, Inc., personal
communication 1995).



The type locality, which was reported from Escambia County on the west
side of Santa Rosa Island, was likely reported in error according to Wilhelm
and Burkhalter (1990), who rediscovered C. perforata on the eastern end of
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Florida perforate cladonia.
Original drawing by Rebecca
Yahr.











the island. The western part of the island has scrub that should be surveyed.
The current patchy distribution of C. perforata, represented by the fragmented
scrubs on high white-sand ridges of central Florida may reflect all or only part
of its historic range.



Habitat



Several of the fruticose, terrestrial Cladonia and Cladina species form a
conspicuous and characteristic part of Florida�s white sand scrub communities
(Moore 1968). Typical habitat for C. perforata is found on the high sand dune
ridges of Florida�s peninsula, including the Atlantic Coastal and the Lake Wales
Ridges. In these areas C. perforata is restricted to the highest, xeric white sands
in sand pine scrub, typically in the rosemary phase (Abrahamson et al. 1984).
Such rosemary scrubs, frequently referred to as �rosemary balds,� are particularly
well-drained and structurally open. Specific aspects of C. perforata microhabitat
require further investigation and, presently, can only be roughly generalized with
the following associated plant species: scrub oaks (Quercus inopina, Q. geminata,
Q. myrtifolia), which are clumped and scattered throughout, sand pine (Pinus
clausa), which dominates the tree-layer (although the canopy may be sparse or
absent), and Florida rosemary (Ceratiola ericoides), which dominates the shrub
layer. Cladonia perforata typically occurs in open patches of sand between shrubs
in areas with sparse or no herbaceous cover. 



In Highlands and Polk counties on the Lake Wales Ridge, C. perforata occurs
at relatively higher elevations than surrounding areas, on excessively well-
drained, nutrient-poor, white sands of the St. Lucie series, with pH ranging from
5.0 to 6.0 (Buckley and Hendrickson 1988, R. Yahr, personal communication
1995). At Archbold Biological Station, C. perforata occurs in the most xeric
microsites even within rosemary scrub (E. Menges, Archbold Biological Station,
personal communication 1995). A small site in xeric scrubby flatwoods on Lake
Wales Ridge SF (formerly Lake Arbuckle SF) was recently discovered  (R. Yahr,
Archbold Biological Station, personal communication 1998). Other Lake Wales
Ridge SF sites are on open rosemary scrubs or under dense sand pine in rosemary
scrub. In the coastal scrubs of Jonathan Dickinson State Park in Martin County, C.
perforata is reported from open areas in oak-dominated sand pine scrub and
scrubby flatwoods. The Okaloosa County sites are on undifferentiated coastal
beach sands in white-sand scrub; C. perforata was collected from an Okaloosa
County site dominated by rosemary and �downslope into margins of gallberry
swales� (Johnson and Blythe 1986; collection deposited at Archbold Biological
Station). 



Reproduction



Reproduction in the Cladoniaceae is typically by means of sexually produced
spores or dispersal of vegetative fragments, either via soredia (microscopic
clumps of algal cells surrounded by fungal threads which emerge from the lichen
surface as a powder) or simple fragmentation (Thomson 1967). However, neither
spore-producing structures nor soredia are known from Cladonia perforata
(Thomson 1967). Presumably, the main form of reproduction is via vegetative
fragmentation. 
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Relationship to Other Species



Cladonia perforata is a habitat-specialist, usually restricted to openings in very
xeric sites. It can occur in monospecific mats or in mixed-species mats with
Cladonia leporina, Cladonia prostrata, Cladonia pachycladodes, Cladina
evansii, Cladonia subsetacea, and/or Cladina subtenuis. However, these other
co-occurring Cladonia and Cladina species appear to be less restricted to
rosemary scrub and can also be found in lower, less well-drained communities
like scrubby flatwoods and flatwoods, in addition to other xeric upland habitats
such as sandhills, from which C. perforata is notably lacking. 



In addition to the more common reindeer lichen species that co-occur with
C. perforata, associated vascular plant species may include Serenoa repens,
Sabal etonia, Lyonia ferruginea, L. fruticosa, Bumelia tenax, Asimina obovata,
Persea humilis, Licania michauxii, Hypericum cumulicola, Polygonella
basiramia, Opuntia humifusa, Lechea cernua, and Selaginella arenicola
(Buckley and Hendrickson 1988). Cladonia perforata occurs most commonly
with Florida rosemary and sand pine, typically in patches of bare sand with
other Cladonia and Cladina species, sometimes forming mixed-species tangled
clumps. It can, however, occasionally occur in dense, long-unburned sand pine
scrub on a mat of pine needles, as observed at the southernmost portion of
Archbold Biological Station, on an adjacent privately owned parcel, and under
dense sand pines on the Lake Wales Ridge SF (R. Yahr, Archbold Biological
Station, personal communication 1995). However, Menges and Kohfeldt
(1995) found that C. perforata decreases in dominance in sites that have gone
unburned for more than 20 years. This decrease in dominance on unburned
sites may be a result of a combination of factors that influence microhabitat,
such as decreased insulation or increased litter accumulation.



Status and Trends



The loss of scrub habitat is the primary reason C. perforata is listed as
endangered (58 FR 25754). Less than 15 percent of the historic distribution of
scrub habitat persisted as of 1992 (FWS 1992), and land conversion to citrus
and residential development continues to diminish scrub habitat almost daily.
As with all species restricted to the developable upland landscape, including
species of the scrubs of the Lake Wales Ridge, nearby parallel central ridges,
and the Atlantic Coastal Ridge, habitat loss is the most critical concern.



In addition to habitat loss, C. perforata is also threatened by trampling, off-
road vehicles, hurricane washover, and improper land management (Buckley
and Hendrickson 1986, R. Yahr, Archbold Biological Station, personal
communication 1995). Sixteen of the 27 known sites for C. perforata occur on
dedicated conservation lands and are protected. In Highlands County eight
sites are protected on Archbold Biological Station and one site is protected at
the Lake Apthorpe Preserve (managed cooperatively by The Nature
Conservancy and GFC). In Polk County, two sites on the Lake Wales Ridge SF
were discovered by R. Yahr in 1996 (C. Weekley, DACS, personal
communication 1998). In Martin County, one site occurs at Jonathan Dickinson
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SP. There are three protected sites in Palm Beach County: two at the Jupiter
Inlet tract, owned and managed by the BLM, and one recently discovered site
on the Jupiter Ridge Natural Area (Steve Farnsworth, Palm Beach County
DERM, personal communication 1998). A 1997 survey revealed
approximately 5,000 lichen fragments on this site. The Okaloosa County site,
on Eglin Air Force Base, occurs on a beach with restricted vehicular access,
but completely open to foot traffic. In addition to the already-protected sites
for C. perforata, the Trout Lake site in Polk County is proposed for inclusion
in the State�s Preservation 2000 program. Other potential sites for protection
include several privately held properties in Highlands County.



A low proportion of all known sites support large areas of C. perforata. At
only two of the Archbold Biological Station sites is this lichen very abundant,
making up the dominant ground cover in most of the site with densely crowded
and overlapping thalli. Abundant stands are also reported from the site at
Jonathan Dickinson SP and from the east end of Santa Rosa Island.



Despite the conservation status of these sites, populations of this lichen may
be extremely limited in areal extent and, therefore, subject to significant losses
from local events. For example, two former Okaloosa County sites supported
only small fragments of C. perforata prior to Hurricane Opal, which severely
impacted Santa Rosa Island in October 1995. One estimate suggested that more
than half of the potential habitat of C. perforata on the east end of the island was
negatively affected by the storm, with large areas swept clean of all ground
lichens or inundated with salt water (R. Yahr, Archbold Biological Station,
personal communication 1995). At Archbold Biological Station, C. perforata
occurs on eight of more than 100 discrete, available habitat patches (rosemary
balds). Five of these eight sites were partially burned in a prescribed fire in
1993, but in each, the lichen persisted in unburned patches, although almost
certainly in lower numbers.



Throughout its distribution, C. perforata is considered as rare. It has a
limited areal extent and its management is further complicated by its limited
reproduction and dispersal capability.



Management



Florida scrub has historically experienced variable fire frequencies and patchy
high-intensity fires (Myers 1990). Scrub plant communities are therefore fire-
adapted, and recover relatively quickly (Abrahamson 1984). In sand pine and
rosemary scrub, however, recovery of dominant species is slower than in oak-
dominated scrubs (Johnson et al. 1986) and open spaces between shrubs persist
longer. In fire-maintained systems, low-fuel, bare sand patches may serve as
refugia from fire for C. perforata and other lichen species which cannot survive
fire. These refugia provide a local source for recolonization and population
recovery. 



While patch-level dynamics on a long time-scale, including local extirpation
and recolonization events, are probably important in the persistence of C.
perforata in the fire-maintained landscape, improper management may threaten
the species at the site level. Due to C. perforata�s  presumed slow growth and
observed slow recolonization (Menges and Kohfeldt 1995), land managers should
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avoid complete burns in large areas supporting C. perforata. Such fires likely
reduce the possibility of recolonization from unburned patches within sites or
from nearby sites. Additionally, complete lack of fire is also detrimental to the
species. Fire suppression creates closed canopies and causes microsite
characteristics to change, possibly encouraging complete burns when a fire does
occur.



Management recommendations for C. perforata should provide for fire-return
intervals long enough to restore vigorous lichen growth and to allow regeneration
of mature shrub layers, since reburning rosemary scrub too frequently can deplete
its soil seed banks (Johnson 1982, Gibson and Menges 1994). Archbold
Biological Station�s Fire Management Plan recommends a 20 to 60 year fire
interval for rosemary scrub, which is designed to allow recovery of shrub canopy
while maintaining the endemic-rich open sand patches (Hawkes and Menges
1996). These factors must also be balanced with caution regarding the build-up of
litter and other ground fuels over very long intervals which may contribute to
homogeneous burns. Perhaps more frequent burns in adjacent habitats may serve
to occasionally burn small areas of rosemary and reduce fuels enough to prevent
large, complete fires. Spatially patchy fires leave unburned areas within a burned
matrix from which species of Cladonia may recolonize, and without which, C.
perforata may be threatened with local extinctions.



Cladonia perforata population dynamics have, to date, only been inferred
from observations of occupied sites. Menges and Kohfeldt (1995) found that C.
perforata and four other terrestrial Cladoniaceae species respond to burning by
slow recolonization (within four years) and, later, by steady increases in
dominance up to 20 years post fire. However, in contrast to the more common
Cladonia and Cladina species which continue to increase in dominance post
fire for at least 60 years, Menges and Kohfeldt (1995) found that C. perforata
increases in dominance only until an intermediate post fire time of about 20
years, and then decreases in dominance again. Until population trends are
studied, it is probably important to provide a mosaic of times-since-fire in the
landscape and to encourage patchy burns if fuels have become continuous due
to long-unburned conditions. Because C. perforata, like other lichens, cannot
survive fire and likely can recolonize sites slowly and from local sources, such
as unburned patches within sites, it is important to avoid complete burns in
sites which support this species. Although C. perforata is characteristically
found in open sand gaps between shrubs, it can, apparently, persist in long-
unburned sites (probably for more than 50 years) under a dense sand pine
canopy (R. Yahr, Archbold Biological Station, personal communication 1995).
Conducting a mosaic of burns over long time frames would, therefore, be an
appropriate management goal for this species. 



In some cases, however, prescribed fire may be infeasible due to the
proximity of residential development or due to high fuel buildup which could
lead to local extirpations. In these instances,  it is possible that C. perforata
would  respond well to mechanical clearings adjacent to occupied patches.
Evidence of this is noted by the recolonization of some areas disturbed by off-
road vehicles with a dense cover of C. perforata (R. Yahr, Archbold Biological
Station,  personal communication 1995). Research on the effects of various
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management regimes on C. perforata based on such observations may be
useful in the recovery of the species.



Recent patchy burns in rosemary scrub at Archbold Biological Station and
the Lake Apthorpe Preserve may be successful in promoting the persistence of
this species, creating or re-opening new bare sand patches adjacent to
occupied, unburned areas. A monitoring project in several sites was instituted
in the winter of 1996-97 by Archbold Biological Station to investigate the rate
and mode of post-fire recolonization in the peninsular region of C.   perforata�s
range; compare natural recolonization of C. perforata with establishment via
transplantations into unoccupied suitable habitat and with previously occupied,
hand-cleared sites; and to test hypotheses regarding dispersal limitations for C.
perforata�s persistence and growth in several transplant sites. 



Management of C. perforata should include protection of all sites from
vehicle or heavy foot traffic and promoting fire management planning at sites
where fire is an important part of that site�s ecology. Because each site has a
unique set of circumstances, appropriate management plans should be tailored
to accommodate these. Unpredictable events, like hurricanes and wildfires, are
best mediated by having a large number of protected sites, which provide local
sources for natural recolonization and population recovery. It may be possible
to reintroduce C. perforata into severely damaged sites, if impacts have been so
severe that the nearby natural population has not been able to recolonize the site.



Little is known about the life history and ecology of C. perforata. This
causes concern regarding its  recolonization potential, since relatively large,
heavy fragments may not disperse far or fast. Additionally, indeterminate
branching structures which vegetatively fragment lead to problems in
estimating demographic trends. Counts of individual fragments are infeasible
and probably not informative, since individuals cannot be defined. Some
estimate of areal coverage may be the best way to describe the population size
and spread.



A review of current ecological and management research on the genus may
yield valuable suggestions for applied management of C. perforata. Studies of
boreal forest terrestrial Cladonia species biology and ecology, for example,
may offer useful information for management of Florida�s terrestrial lichen
communities.
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Species-level Recovery Actions



S1. Determine current distribution of C. perforata. This species� known distribution is scattered
from the panhandle area of Florida south to Martin and Palm Beach counties in South Florida
with large areas having no individuals.  A thorough survey is needed to determine the
distribution for this species.



S1.1. Conduct surveys for additional populations of C. perforata in South Florida.



S1.1.1. Survey scrub and high pine habitat for C. perforata in Osceola,
Hardee, and Hendry counties. Adequate survey work has not been
performed off the Lake Wales Ridge. Sites on private property cannot be
protected without survey knowledge. 



S1.1.2. Continue surveys in Polk and Highlands counties. The Lake Wales
Ridge has been well surveyed, though new sites are still being found.
This species by nature is hard to identify and dispersed sparsely. Survey
work should continue for this species.



S1.1.3. Continue surveys on protected lands. New sites for listed species are still
being found on protected lands. This survey work should be continued to
catalog all existing protected sites.



Recovery for the
Florida Perforate Cladonia
Cladonia perforata Evans



Recovery Objective: R ECLASSIFY to threatened.



Recovery Criteria



Cladonia perforata may be reclassified from endangered to threatened when: enough demographic data are
available to determine the appropriate numbers of self-sustaining populations and sites needed to assure 20
to 90 percent probability of persistence for 100 years; when these sites, within the historic range of C.
perforata, are adequately protected from further habitat loss, degradation, and fragmentation; when these
sites are managed to maintain the rosemary phase of xeric oak scrub communities to support C. perforata;
and when monitoring programs demonstrate that these sites support the appropriate numbers of self-
sustaining populations, and those populations are stable throughout the historic range of the species.



This recovery objective is an interim goal because of the limited data on the biology, ecology, and
management needs of this species.  The recovery objective will be reassessed annually based on new
research, management, and monitoring information.  Reclassification criteria may be refined if new
information identifies new ways of re-establishing populations of this species to expand its distribution
within its historic range.
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S1.2. Maintain distribution of known populations and suitable habitat in GIS
database. Use GIS to map existing populations and to assess the species� status and
trends over time.  The database should contain information on locations, population
areas and cover, and status. This information should also be used for project review
and in land acquisition activities. 



S2. Protect and enhance existing populations. Much of the native xeric uplands on the Lake
Wales Ridge and surrounding counties have been converted to agriculture or urban
development. The remaining habitat is fragmented into small parcels and in many cases,
isolated.  For this reason, existing populations are in need of protection from a variety of threats.  



S2.1. Protect populations on private land through acquisition, conservation easements,
or agreements with landowners.  



S2.2. Protect populations on public lands. Develop management guidelines that allow for
a fire regime that includes a mosaic of successional stages.  



S2.3. Prepare post-hurricane restoration plans for the southeast Florida counties.  



S2.4. Enforce available protective measures. Use local, State and Federal regulations to
protect this species from overcollecting and damage from off-road vehicle use.
Regulations should also be used to protect xeric vegetative communities where C.
perforata lives.  



S2.4.1. Initiate section 7 consultations when Federal activities may affect this
species. In particular, it will be important to consult with the Florida DOT
and the Federal Highway Administration to protect occupied habitat of C.
perforata from further fragmentation and the secondary effects of road
construction.



S2.4.2. Enforce take and trade prohibitions. This species is protected by take
provisions of the ESA (including its prohibition against removing and
reducing to possession any endangered plant from areas under Federal
jurisdiction; maliciously damaging or destroying any such species on any
such area; or removing, cutting, or digging up any such species), by the
Preservation of Native Flora of Florida Act, and by the Florida rules
regarding removal of plants from State lands. 



S2.5. Initiate ex situ conservation of C. perforata. Ex situ collections can preserve genetic
diversity, prevent loss of the species, and determine ecological characteristics and
habitat management needs. These collections may be instrumental in the recovery of
C. perforata, although lichens are known to be quite difficult to culture. The efforts of
organizations like the Center for Plant Conservation of the Missouri Botanical
Gardens, which collect, store, and maintain the germ plasm of rare species should
continue to be supported. Emphasis should be placed on culturing techniques rather
than trying to maintain living symbioses.



S3. Conduct research on life history characteristics of C. perforata. Much of the basic biology
and ecology of this species remains poorly understood. To effectively recover this species more
specific biological information is needed.  



S3.1. Continue research to determine demographic information, such as numbers of
sites and populations, numbers of individuals in a population, recruitment,
dispersal, growth, survival, and mortality.
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S3.2. Continue research to better understand the mechanisms of establishment of C.
perforata, the effects of translocations of fragments, and the effects of fire on
survival.



S3.3. Once demographic data are known, conduct population viability and risk
assessment analysis to determine the spatial distribution needed to ensure
persistence of the species.  



S3.4. Conduct research to assess management requirements of C. perforata. Determine
which natural populations can be stabilized or increased by habitat management.
Surveys, research, and monitoring will provide information on the localities of C.
perforata sites, and on the factors contributing to any declines at each site.  Site-
specific management guidelines should be provided to land managers.  



S4. Monitor existing populations of C. perforata.  



S4.1. Monitor to detect changes in demographic characteristics, such as reproduction,
recruitment, growth, dispersal, survival, and mortality. Also monitor for
herbivory, disease and injury.



S4.2. Monitor the effects of various land management actions on C. perforata. Assess
any changes in demographic characteristics of C. perforata in response to land
management activities, such as prescribed fire, exotic plant control, etc.



S4.3. Develop a quantitative description of the population structure of C. perforata.
This description will provide a baseline for monitoring population dynamics in
response to natural environmental changes and management treatments. Data recorded
should include morphology, survivorship, mortality, and reproduction for individual
plants. Data about each plant�s (or fragment�s)  microsite (vegetation cover, litter
depth, substrate, and closest neighbors) should also be included.



S5. Provide public information about C. perforata. It is important for the recovery of this species
that governmental agencies, conservation organizations such as the Florida Native Plant Society,
and private landowners be appropriately informed about this species. Care is needed, though, to
avoid revealing specific locality information about where C. perforata is found.



Public outreach efforts must also continue to address the increasing concern that horticultural
demand for this and other rare species may not benefit conservation of threatened and
endangered species. Public education should identify that commercial production and
horticultural uses of endangered species provide little benefit to species, since the recovery of C.
perforata and other rare species requires a self-sustaining, secure, number of natural populations.  



S6. Establish delisting criteria. Once reclassification is achieved, research and monitoring results
may provide data necessary to develop delisting criteria.



Habitat-level Recovery Actions
H1. Prevent degradation of existing habitat. Extensive habitat loss, degradation, and



fragmentation have already occurred throughout the range of this species. Both
urbanization and fire suppression have decreased the available habitat. To date, there are 15
protected sites for C. perforata in South Florida.



H1.1. Secure habitat through acquisition, landowner agreements, and conservation
easements. Little xeric scrub habitat is remaining for this species; any method of
securing in situ protected populations should be sought.  











H1.2. Manage and enhance habitat. Manage habitat to maintain C. perforata populations
by preventing damage from off-road vehicle use and overcollection, and by
providing proper management of habitat including prescribed fire.  



H1.2.1. Conduct prescribed burns. Fire is a necessary and integral
characteristic of the scrub community. A variable interval in fire return
and in season is important to mimic the natural fire regime. The scrub
landscape is naturally made up of islands of suitable and unsuitable
habitat. To repeat this landscape pattern, sites should be burned as a
mosaic when possible. 



H1.2.2. Control and eliminate exotic and invasive plants and animals. Exotic
plant and animal species are not yet a major threat in this species habitat
as compared to other communities in South Florida. However, in isolated
areas, exotic species are becoming established. Without control,
exotic/invasive plants may become a threat to the survival and recovery
of C. perforata.  



H2. Restore areas to suitable habitat. Native habitats that have been disturbed or that have
experienced a long history of fire suppression may be good candidates for future reserves.  



H2.1. Restore natural fire regime. Long periods without fire can change the species
composition and the ability of the site to carry fire. Rehabilitation of a site may be a
lengthy process, but with fewer and fewer sites remaining, these sites may become
more valuable for future recovery.  



H2.2. Enhance sites with native plant species. Because of logging or long periods
without fire, certain native plant species that were present historically may now be
absent from the natural composition of the community. These species can be
reintroduced if natural colonization is not possible.  



H3. Conduct habitat-level research projects. Study the response of C. perforata to various land
management practices, such as prescribed fire regimes, vegetative thinning, and control of
exotic/invasive vegetation. Although recently studied, questions still exist on management
reactions.



H4. Monitor habitat/ecological processes. Monitor the effects of land management actions, such
as prescribed fire, exotic plant control, etc., on the habitats where C. perforata occurs.  



H5. Provide public information about scrub and its unique biota. Educational efforts,
especially those conducted by Archbold Biological Station, have been successful. Without
these successful efforts, the Lake Wales Ridge NWR would not have been created. The State�s
system of biological preserves depends for its funding and future success on a broad base of
public understanding and support. In addition to past and ongoing educational efforts by The
Nature Conservancy, Bok Tower Gardens, and Archbold Biological Station, future efforts by
these organizations, the Florida Park Service, the Florida Native Plant Society and local
garden clubs play crucial roles in increasing public appreciation of scrub, high pineland
vegetation, and their plant species.
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0Wood storks (Mycteria americana) are one of two
species of storks that breed in North America. This
large, long-legged inhabitant of marshes, cypress



swamps, and mangrove swamps reaches the northern limit
of its breeding range in the southeastern U.S., where it
breeds in colonies with great egrets, snowy egrets, white
ibises, and many other species. The unique feeding method
of the wood stork gives it specialized habitat requirements;
the habitats on which wood storks depend have been
disrupted by changes in the distribution, timing, and
quantity of water flows in South Florida. The population
declines that accompanied this disruption led to its listing
as an endangered species and continue to threaten the
recovery of this species in the U.S.



This account represents South Florida�s contribution to
the rangewide recovery plan for the wood stork (FWS
1997).



Description



The wood stork is a large, long-legged wading bird, with a
body length (head to tail) of 85 to 115 cm and a wingspan
of 150 to 165 cm. Their plumage is white, except for
iridescent black primary and secondary feathers and a short
black tail. On adult wood storks, the rough scaly skin of the
head and neck is unfeathered and blackish in color. Their
legs are dark with dull pink toes. The bill color is blackish.
Male and female wood storks are similar in appearance,
although male wood storks tend to be larger, have longer
wingspans and weigh more.



Immature storks, up to the age of about 3 years, differ
from adults in that their bills are yellowish or straw colored
and they exhibit varying amounts of dusky feathering on
the head and neck. During courtship and the early nesting
season, adults have pale salmon coloring under the wings,
fluffy undertail coverts that are longer than the tail, and
toes that brighten to a vivid pink.
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Federal Status: Endangered (Feb. 28, 1984)



Critical Habitat: None Designated



Florida Status: Endangered



Figure 1. Florida distribution of the wood stork.
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In the field, wood storks are distinctive among North American wading
birds due to their long, heavy bills, black primary and secondary feathers, and
black tails. Few other North American wading birds, except sandhill cranes
(Grus canadensis), whooping cranes (Grus canadensis americana), white ibises
(Eudocimus albus), and roseate spoonbills (Ajaia ajaja) fly with their necks
and legs extended. Wood storks can be distinguished from sandhill cranes by
their white plumage; they can be distinguished from whooping cranes by their
size (the body of wood storks are 89 to115 cm while whooping cranes are 127
to151 cm), black secondary feathers, and black tail feathers. White ibises and
wood storks both have black flight feathers on the wing tips. However, the wood
stork is easily distinguished by its black head and its heavy bill. The roseate
spoonbill is characteristically pinkish in color and has a spoonbill. At large
distances, soaring white pelicans (Pelecanus erythrorhynchos) and storks
appear similar; both soar in flocks at great heights and have similar color
patterns.



Taxonomy



The wood stork is one of 17 species of true storks (Ciconiidae) in the world. The
wood stork is one of three stork species found in the western hemisphere and is
the only one that breeds north of Mexico (Ogden 1990). The wood stork has no
described subspecies, races, or distinctive subpopulations (Palmer 1962).



Distribution



Breeding populations of the wood stork occur from northern Argentina, eastern
Peru, and western Ecuador north to Central America, Mexico, Cuba,
Hispaniola, and the U.S. (AOU 1983). In the U.S., wood storks historically
nested in all coastal states between Texas and South Carolina (Wayne 1910,
Bent 1926, Howell 1932, Oberholser 1938, Dusi and Dusi 1968, Cone and Hall
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Figure 2. Breeding distribution of the wood stork in the United States (FWS 1996).











1970, Oberholser and Kincaid 1974). Currently, wood storks breed in Florida,
Georgia, and coastal South Carolina (Figures 1 and 2). Post breeding storks
from Florida, Georgia, and South Carolina disperse occasionally as far north as
North Carolina and as far west as Mississippi and Alabama.



In the U.S., the post breeding dispersal of the wood stork is extensive, with
annual variation. The wood stork has been reported both as a casual and regular
visitor, ranging from southern California and southern Arizona, north to
northern California, southern Idaho, Montana, Colorado, Nebraska,
southeastern South Dakota, Missouri, Illinois, southern Michigan, and
southern Ontario, Canada; from the Gulf of Mexico north to Arkansas and
western Tennessee; and along the Atlantic coast to Maine, southern New
Brunswick, Canada, and New York, south to its breeding range in Florida,
Georgia, and South Carolina. It is suspected that most wood storks sighted in
Arkansas, Louisiana, Texas, and points farther west are birds that have
dispersed from colonies in Mexico (FWS 1997). Some of the sightings in this
region may also be wood storks dispersing from southeastern U.S. breeding
colonies, but the amount of overlap or interchange between populations in the
southeastern U.S. and Mexico is unknown.



In South Florida, breeding colonies of the wood stork occur in Broward,
Charlotte, Collier, Miami-Dade, Hardee, Indian River, Lee, Monroe, Osceola,
Palm Beach, Polk, St. Lucie, and Sarasota counties. Wood storks have also nested
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Wood stork.
Original photograph by Brian
Toland.











in Martin County, and at one time or another, in every county in South Florida. It
is believed that storks nesting in north Florida, Georgia, and South Carolina move
south during the winter months (December through February). Bancroft et al
(1992) have shown that the number of storks feeding in the three WCA�s of the
central and northern Everglades varied greatly among winters, ranging from a low
of 1,233 birds in a high-water year to 7,874 birds in a low-water year. In most of
the study years, 1985 to 1989, the total number of storks in the WCA�s increased
substantially between December and January, and dropped off sharply after
March. In some years, the inland marshes of the Everglades have supported the
majority (55 percent) of the U.S. population of wood storks (FWS 1997).



Habitat



The wood stork is primarily associated with freshwater and estuarine habitats for
nesting, roosting, and foraging. Wood storks typically construct their nests in
medium to tall trees that occur in stands located either in swamps or on islands
surrounded by relatively broad expanses of open water (Palmer 1962, Rodgers et
al. 1996, Ogden 1991). Historically, wood storks in South Florida established
breeding colonies primarily in large stands of bald cypress (Taxodium distichum)
and red mangrove (Rhizophora mangle). The large, historic Everglades NP
nesting colonies were in estuarine zones. These estuarine zones are also an
important feeding habitat for the nesting birds. In one study of wood stork nesting
throughout Florida, which was conducted prior to the 1960s, more than half of all
wood stork nests were located in large bald cypress stands, 13 percent were
located in red mangrove, eight percent in partially harvested bald cypress stands,
six percent in dead oaks (Quercus spp.), and five percent in small pond cypress (T.
distichum var. nutans) (Palmer 1962). Wood storks have also been observed
constructing their nests in custard (pond) apple (Annona glabra), black gum
(Nyssa biflora), buttonwood (Conocarpus erectus), black mangrove (Avicenna
germinans), strangler fig (Ficus aurea), and southern willow (Salix carolina).
Coastal nest sites occur in red mangroves and, occasionally, Brazilian pepper
(Schinus terebinthifolius), cactus (Opuntia stricta), and Australian pine
(Casuarina equisetifolia).



During the nonbreeding season or while foraging, wood storks occur in a
wide variety of wetland habitats. Typical foraging sites for the wood stork include
freshwater marshes and stock ponds, shallow, seasonally flooded roadside or
agricultural ditches, narrow tidal creeks or shallow tidal pools, managed
impoundments, and depressions in cypress heads and swamp sloughs. Because of
their specialized feeding behavior, wood storks forage most effectively in
shallow-water areas with highly concentrated prey (Ogden et al. 1978, Browder
1984, Coulter 1987). In South Florida, low, dry-season water levels are often
necessary to concentrate fish to densities suitable for effective foraging by wood
storks (Kahl 1964, Kushlan et al. 1975). As a result, wood storks will forage in
many different shallow wetland depressions where fish become concentrated,
either due to local reproduction by fishes, or as a consequence of seasonal drying. 



The loss or degradation of wetlands in central and South Florida is one of the
principal threats to the wood stork. Nearly half of the Everglades has been drained
for agriculture and urban development (Davis and Ogden 1994). The Everglades
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Agricultural Area (EAA) alone eliminated 802,900 ha of the original Everglades,
and the urban areas in Miami-Dade, Broward and Palm Beach counties have
contributed to the loss of spatial extent of wood stork habitat. Everglades NP has
preserved only about one-fifth of the original extent of the Everglades, and areas
of remaining marsh outside of the Everglades NP have been dissected into
impoundments of varying depths.



The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers� (COE) Central and Southern Florida
(C&SF) Project encompasses 4,660,000 ha from Orlando to Florida Bay and
includes about 1,600 km each of canals and levees, 150 water control structures,
and 16 major pump stations. This system has disrupted the volume, timing, and
direction of fresh water flowing through the Everglades. The natural sheet flow
pattern under which the Everglades evolved since about 5,000 years ago has not
existed for about 75 years (Leach et al. 1972, Klein et al. 1974). The diversion
of natural sheet flow to canals, the loss of fresh water to seepage and to pumping
to tidal waters, and the extraction of fresh water for irrigation and urban water
supply has led to saltwater intrusion in coastal counties from St. Lucie County on
the east coast to Sarasota County on the west coast.



Although the major drainage works completed the conversion of wetlands to
agriculture in the EAA by about 1963, loss of wetlands continues to the present
at a slower, but significant rate. In the entire State of Florida between the mid-
1970s to the mid-1980s, 105,000 ha of wetlands (including marine and estuarine
offshore habitats) were lost; we do not have an estimate for freshwater wetlands
in central and south Florida (Hefner et al. 1994).



Behavior



Courtship
Mating occurs after a period of highly ritualized courtship displays at the nest site
(Kahl 1972). As a female bird approaches, male birds establish themselves at
potential nest sites and perform ritualized preening behavior. Rival males will
extend their necks, grab their opponents� bills, and clatter their bills loudly a few
times. Females respond by bill gaping and a spread-winged balancing posture.
Females will be turned away initially, but after repeated approaches, will respond
by swaying their heads, preening, or playing with nearby twigs (Kahl 1972).
During copulation, males loudly clatter their bills. Mated pairs greet each other
with exaggerated, mutual up-down head movements and hissing calls.



Reproduction
Wood storks tend to use the same colony sites over many years, as long as the
sites remain undisturbed and sufficient feeding habitat remains in the
surrounding wetlands. Site turnover rates for the colonies in South Carolina are
very low at 0.17 colonies per year. Current year colonies have an 89 percent
likelihood of remaining active in consecutive years. However, many of these
South Carolina colonies are relatively recent.



Traditional wetland nesting sites may be abandoned by storks once local or
regional drainage schemes remove surface water from beneath the colony trees.
Maintaining adequate water levels to protect nests from predation is a critical
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factor affecting production of a colony. The lowered water levels allow nest
access by raccoons and other land-based predators. As a result of such drainages
and predation, many storks have shifted colony sites from natural to managed or
impounded wetlands. The percentage of wood storks that nested in either altered
wetlands (former natural wetlands with impounded water levels) or artificial
wetlands (former upland sites with impounded water) in central and north Florida
colonies increased from about 10 percent in 1960 to between 60 and 82 percent
between 1976 and 1986.



Wood storks are seasonally monogamous, probably forming a new pair bond
every season. Three and 4-year-old birds have been documented to breed, but the
average age of first breeding is unknown. Once wood storks reach sexual
maturity they are assumed to nest every year; there are no data on whether they
breed for the remainder of their life or whether the interval between breeding
attempts changes as they age (FWS 1997).



Wood storks construct their nests in trees that are usually standing in water
or in trees that are on dry land if the land is a small island surrounded by water.
The nest are large rigid structures usually found in the forks of large branches or
limbs. Storks may add guano to the nest to stabilize the twigs. (Rodgers et al.
1988). The nest may be constructed in branches that are only a meter above the
water or in the tops of tall trees. They construct their nests out of sticks, with a
lining of finer material. Their nests are flat platforms, up to 1 m in diameter, and
are maintained by the adult storks throughout the breeding season. Although both
adults maintain the nest, the male wood stork usually brings nest material to the
female after they complete their courtship (Palmer 1962).



The date on which wood storks begin nesting varies geographically. In
Florida, wood storks lay eggs as early as October and as late as June (Rodgers
1990). In general, earlier nesting occurs in the southern portion of the state
(below 27°N). Storks nesting in the Everglades and Big Cypress basins, under
pre-drainage conditions (1930s to 1940s), formed colonies between November
and January (December in most years) regardless of annual rainfall and water
level conditions (Ogden 1994 and 1998). In response to deteriorating habitat
conditions in South Florida, wood storks in these two regions have delayed the
initiation of nesting, approximately two months, to February or March in most
years since the 1970s. This shift in the timing of nesting is believed to be
responsible for the increased frequencies of nest failures and colony
abandonment in these regions over the last 20 years; colonies that start after
January in South Florida risk having young in the nests when May-June rains
flood marshes and disperse fish.



Female wood storks lay a single clutch of eggs per breeding season.
However, they will lay a second clutch if their nests fail early in the breeding
season (M. Coulter 1996). Wood storks lay two to five (usually three) eggs
depending on environmental conditions; presumably larger clutch size in some
years are responses to favorable water levels and food resources. Once an egg has
been laid in a nest, one member of the breeding pair never leaves the nest
unguarded. Both parents are responsible for incubation and foraging (Palmer
1962). Incubation takes approximately 28 days, and begins after the first one or
two eggs are laid; therefore egg-hatching is asynchronous.



Younger, smaller chicks are often the first to die during times of food stress
(FWS 1997). It takes about 9 weeks for the young to fledge; once they fledge, the
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young stay at the nest for an additional 3 to 4 weeks to be fed by their parents.
Parents feed the young nestlings by regurgitating whole fish into the bottom of
the nest; parents feed the young three to 10 or more times per day. Larger
nestlings are fed directly bill to bill. Feedings tend to be more frequent when
young are small. Ogden et al. (1978) reported that only one to two feedings per
day, per nest, have been recorded in South Florida colonies when adults were
forced to fly great distances to locate prey. Kahl (1964) calculated that an average
wood stork family (two adults and two nestlings) requires 201 kg (443 lbs) of fish
during a breeding season, and that a colony of 6,000 nests therefore requires
1,206,000 kg of fish during the breeding season. A similar calculation for a
typical Everglades NP or Corkscrew Swamp colony with 200 nests would
require 40, 200 kg (88,600 lbs) of fish during the breeding season.



The production of wood stork colonies varies considerably between years
and locations, apparently in response to differences in food availability; colonies
that are limited by food resources may fledge an average of 0.5 to 1.0 young per
active nest; colonies that are not limited by food resources may fledge between
2.0 and 3.0 young per active nest (Ogden 1996a).



Foraging
Wood storks use a specialized feeding behavior called tactolocation, or grope
feeding. A foraging wood stork wades through the water with its beak
immersed and partially open (7 to 8 cm). When it touches a prey item, a wood
stork snaps its mandibles shut, raises its head, and swallows what it has caught
(Kahl 1964). Regularly, storks will stir the water with their feet, a behavior
which appears to startle hiding prey (Rand 1956, Kahl 1964, Kushlan 1979).
Tactolocation allows storks to feed at night and use water that is turbid or
densely vegetated. However, the prey must be concentrated in relatively high
densities for wood storks to forage effectively. The natural hydrologic regime
in South Florida involves seasonal flooding of extensive areas of the flat, low-
lying peninsula, followed by drying events which confine water to ponds and
sloughs. Fish populations reach high numbers during the wet season, but
become concentrated into smaller areas as drying occurs. Consumers, such as
the wood stork, are able to exploit high concentrations of fish in drying pools
and sloughs. In the pre-drainage Everglades, the dry season of South Florida
provided wood storks with ideal foraging conditions by concentrating prey
species in gator holes and other drainages in the Everglades basin. In coastal
areas, the tidal cycle strongly influences use of saltwater habitats by wood
storks. The relatively great tidal amplitudes characteristic of coastal marshes in
northeast Florida, Georgia, and South Carolina serve to concentrate prey.
similarly to the seasonal drawdowns found in freshwater systems (FWS 1997).



Storks forage in a wide variety of shallow wetlands, wherever prey reach
high enough densities, and in water that is shallow and open enough for the
birds to be successful in their hunting efforts (Ogden et al. 1978, Browder
1984, Coulter 1987). Good feeding conditions usually occur in relatively calm
water, where depths are between 10 and 25 cm, and where the water column is
uncluttered by dense patches of aquatic vegetation (Coulter and Bryan 1993).
In South Florida, dropping water levels are often necessary to concentrate fish
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to suitable densities (Kahl 1964, Kushlan et al. 1975). In east-central Georgia,
where stork prey is almost twice as large as the prey in Florida, wood storks
feed where prey densities are significantly lower than foraging sites in Florida
(Coulter 1992, Coulter and Bryan 1993, Depkin et al. 1992). Typical foraging
sites throughout the wood stork�s range include freshwater marshes and stock
ponds, shallow, seasonally flooded roadside or agricultural ditches, narrow
tidal creeks or shallow tidal pools, managed impoundments, and depressions in
cypress heads and swamp sloughs. Almost any shallow wetland depression that
concentrates fish, either through local reproduction or the consequences of area
drying, may be used as feeding habitat.



Wood storks feed almost entirely on fish between 2 and 25 cm in length
(Kahl 1964, Ogden et al. 1976, Coulter 1987). In South Florida, Ogden et al.
(1976) found that certain fish species were taken preferentially. Mosquito fish
(Gambusia affinis) were under represented in the diet in proportion to
abundance, whereas, flagfish (Jordanella floridae), sailfin mollies (Poecilia
latipinna), marsh killifish (Fundulus confluentus), yellow bullheads (Ictalurus
natalis), and sunfish (Centrarchidae) were over represented. Wood storks also
occasionally consume crustaceans, amphibians, reptiles, mammals, birds, and
arthropods. Fish densities at stork foraging sites varied from 15.6
individuals/m2 in east-central Georgia to 40 individuals/m2 in South Florida
(Ogden et al.1978, Depkin et al. 1992).



Because wood storks rely on concentrated food sources which are patchily
distributed over large areas, they need to be able to find new feeding grounds
with minimal energy expenditure. Wood storks have soaring abilities that allow
them to reach high altitudes and many kilometers without the energy
expenditure of wing-flapping. A recent study suggested that soaring flight by
storks can be accomplished at one-tenth the energetic cost of flapping flight
(Bryan and Coulter 1995). The long distances they travel, however, shortens
the time available to wood storks for feeding and reduces the number of times
an adult stork can return to its nest to feed young (Kahl 1964). During the
breeding season, feeding areas proximal to wood stork breeding colonies may
play an important role in chick survival and provide enhanced opportunities for
newly fledged birds to learn effective feeding skills.



Movements
During the non-breeding season (the summer to fall rainy season in South
Florida), juvenile wood storks from South Florida colonies have been located
throughout the Florida peninsula, southern Georgia, coastal South Carolina,
central Alabama, and east-central Mississippi (Ogden 1996a). Additionally,
marked individuals from a colony in east-central Georgia were found in the
central Everglades during the winter. This information suggests that the
southeastern population of wood storks is a single population that responds to
changing environmental conditions through temporal relocation. Rodgers�
(1996) data analysis of genetic variation in wood stork populations in South
Florida, central Florida, north Florida, Georgia, and South Carolina support this
evaluation.
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Relationship to Other Species



Although the majority of nesting by the southeastern wood stork population no
longer occurs in South Florida, the wetlands of the Everglades remain as
important feeding areas for large numbers of storks during the dry season
(winter-spring) (Bancroft et al. 1992). Wood storks may nest with many other
wading bird species including white ibis (Eudocimus albus), tricolored herons
(Hydranassa tricolor), snowy egrets (Egretta thula), great egrets (Casmerodius
albus), great blue herons (Ardea herodias), little blue herons (Egretta caerulea),
and cattle egrets (Bubulcus ibis).



Suitable foraging habitat for the wood stork occurs in a specific band of the
hydrologic and vegetative gradient of South Florida�s landscape (see preceding
discussions on foraging habitat and foraging behavior). Wood storks share that
landscape with other species that occupy different (adjacent) positions along the
same hydrologic and vegetative gradients. The endangered snail kite
(Rostrhamus sociabilis plumbeus) is a nomadic species which moves throughout
the South Florida landscape in response to changing habitat conditions. Optimal
foraging conditions for the snail kite include areas of variable water depth that
support apple snails. Conditions that provide good foraging habitat for the snail
kite are too deep to provide optimal foraging conditions for the wood stork. The
Cape Sable seaside sparrow (Ammodramus maritimus mirabilis) is another
endangered species that utilizes the South Florida landscape and whose breeding
success is dependent on hydrologic conditions that differ from those of the wood
stork and the snail kite. The Cape Sable seaside sparrow requires short-
hydroperiod dry marl prairie communities that are dominated by muhly grass
(Muhlenbergia filipes) for their nesting cycle.



Historically, the large spatial extent and diverse environmental conditions of
the South Florida landscape provided the different habitat requirements of these
species (Davis and Ogden 1994). In the past century, draining and clearing
activities dramatically reduced the spatial extent of the South Florida Everglades.
At the same time, humans began to control the timing, distribution, and volumes
of water in the South Florida landscape. These practices have resulted in a
reduced diversity of environmental conditions and a resultant loss of
heterogeneity in the South Florida landscape. The combination of reduced spatial
extent and reduced landscape diversity now causes the environmental needs of
these species to �conflict� in the current, less-diverse, managed landscape.



Status and Trends



The wood stork appears to be experiencing human population pressure
throughout its entire New World range. Although specific information on the
status and trends of breeding colonies is not available throughout its range,
information that has been collected on specific colonies suggests that breeding
and foraging habitats of the wood stork are declining in area and quality.
Mexico listed its breeding population of the wood stork as endangered in 1991
because of dramatic population declines. The size of the most important
breeding colonies for the wood stork in Mexico, which are located in the
Usumacinta and Grijalva River Deltas in the states of Tabasco and Campeche, had
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declined from 10,000 to 15,000 pairs in 1979 (Luthin 1987) to 3,000 to 3,500 pairs
by 1990. Ogden et al. (1988) report 6,000-8,000 pairs as the range from 1971 to
1979. The wood stork is considered an endangered species in Belize where all
colonies that were identified in the 1970s had disappeared by the late 1980s
(Luthin 1987). Only one stable breeding colony is known to exist in Costa Rica;
elsewhere in Central America, its status is unknown. Wood storks in South
America face similar threats; in Cienaga de Zapatosa (Colombia), wood storks are
threatened by pollution in the Rio Magdalena; in the Santa Rosa wetlands of
Machalilla NP (Ecuador), wood storks may be affected by the construction of an
oil terminal. The enormous wood stork rookeries in the Pantanal (primarily in
Brazil), which is the world�s largest wetland, are threatened by expanding
agriculture, water pollution, and a massive project to drain, dike, and channelize
this massive wetland ecosystem (Alho et al. 1988).



The U.S. population of the wood stork was listed as endangered in 1984
because it had declined by more than 75 percent since the 1930s (49 FR 7335). At
the time, the FWS believed that the U.S. breeding population would be extirpated
by the turn of the century if it continued to decline at the same rate. The original



listing recognized the relationship between the
declining wood stork population, the loss of
suitable foraging habitat, and colony nesting
failures, particularly in the breeding colonies in
South Florida where human actions have reduced
wetland areas by about 35 percent (Ogden and
Nesbitt 1979).



We are uncertain about the size of the U.S.
breeding population of wood storks before the
statewide surveys of the late 1950s. Published
and unpublished estimates of the size of the U.S.
breeding population of wood storks prior to the
statewide surveys are contradictory. For example,
Allen (in Palmer 1962) wrote that the number of
breeding wood storks in Florida exceeded
150,000 individuals during the 1930s. However,



Ogden et al. (1978) believed this number was an overestimate resulting from an
inflated estimate of the Lane River colony. Ogden (1978, 1996a) concluded that
the wood stork population in the 1930s was probably less than 100,000
individuals, or between 15,000 and 25,000 pairs. More recent survey data
provided by FWS (1997) in the wood stork recovery plan give a U.S. breeding
population of 4,073 nests in 1991, 4,084 nests in 1992, 6,729 nests in 1993, 5,768
nests in 1994, and 7,853 nests in 1995 (Table 1). These data suggest that the
breeding population of wood storks is increasing although the number of nests per
year varies considerably. The next regionwide census of the wood stork
population is scheduled for completion in 1999.



Since the 1960s, the wood stork population has shown a substantial decline in
southern Florida and a substantial increase in northern Florida, Georgia, and South
Carolina (Ogden et al. 1987). The number of pairs nesting in the traditional colony
sites located in the Everglades and Big Cypress regions of southern Florida
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declined from 8,500 pairs in 1961 to fewer than 500
pairs from 1987 through 1995. During the same
years, the number nesting in Georgia increased from
4 pairs in 1965 to 1,501 pairs in 1995, and the number
nesting in South Carolina increased from 11 pairs in
1981 to 829 pairs in 1995.



Between 1957 and 1960, the Florida and
National Audubon Societies conducted a series of
statewide aerial wood stork surveys of all known or
suspected stork nesting colonies. In 1974, Florida
statewide aerial surveys were initiated and repeated,
annually, until 1986 (Ogden and Nesbitt 1979,
Ogden and Patty 1981). In 1959, 14 breeding
colonies in Florida supported an estimated 7,657
pairs of wood storks ; in 1960, 15 breeding colonies
supported 10,060 breeding pairs; in 1975, 15
breeding colonies supported 5,382 breeding pairs;
and in 1976, 17 breeding colonies supported 5,110
breeding pairs. More recent data provided in the
wood stork recovery plan (FWS 1997) give a Florida
breeding population of 2,327 pairs in 1991, 4,823
pairs in 1993, 3,588 pairs in 1994, and 5,523
breeding pairs in 1995. Twenty-one breeding
colonies were present in 1991, 28 breeding colonies
were present in 1993, 26 in 1994, and 30 in 1995.
Data collections in 1992 did not include north and
central Florida populations and are not included for
comparisons.



The South Florida Ecosystem�s contribution to
the Florida population of wood storks is presented in
Table 1. On the average the South Florida
subpopulation represents 53 percent of the Florida
population and 34 percent of the southeastern U.S.
population. These data show a nesting population of
1,339 nests in 1991, 2,546 nests in 1993, 2,015
nests in 1994, and 2,639 nests in 1995.



The historical data and the recovery goals in the
wood stork recovery plan reference the South Florida
population as the Big Cypress Basin system and the
Everglades Basin system. These two basins account
for, on the average, between 30 to 37 percent of the
South Florida Ecosystem sub-population. Table 2



provides a breakdown of the wood stork colonies listed in the recovery plan by
general basin boundaries. Based on this general categorization of the colonies,
four South Florida Ecosystem colony groupings are identified. These are the
Central Florida East Coast colonies, the Everglades and Big Cypress (ECB) basin
colonies, the Central Florida West Coast colonies, and the Central Florida
colonies.
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Historical data on colony locations identify the Everglades basin colonies
and the Corkscrew colonies as the primary nesting locations for wood storks in
South Florida (Ogden and Nesbitt 1979). In the late 1950s and early 1960s, wood
storks nesting in the Everglades basin accounted for 12 percent [1,000 out of
8,609 nests (two-year average)] of the Florida population. The 1991 to 1995
survey data reveal that the Everglades basin colonies represents on the average,
3 percent [129 out of 4,065 nests (four-year average)] of the Florida population.
In the late 1950s and early 1960s data, the Corkscrew colonies accounted for 51
percent [4,350 out of 8,609 nests (two-year average)]. The survey data also show
that the Corkscrew colonies represent on the average, 12 percent [510 out of
4,065 nests (four-year average)] of the Florida population. More recent data
provided by Ogden (1998) on three-year averages on nesting pairs of wood
storks in the Everglades Basin (Loxahatchee NWR, WCAs 2 and 3, and
mainland Everglades NP) show 343 pairs for the 1994 to 1996 average, 283 pairs
for the 1995 to 1997 average, and 228 pairs for the 1996 to 1998 average. These
averages are higher than the three-year average for the base years, 1986 to 1995.
The base year averages were a low of 130 pairs and a high of 294 pairs. In the
1998 nesting year, only 25 pairs of wood storks were recorded nesting in ENP.



Rodgers et al. (1995) pointed out shortcomings in the aerial surveys used to
generate population estimates for storks in Florida, Georgia, and South Carolina.
Rodger�s study compared ground surveys of wood stork colonies with aerial
surveys of the same colonies. The variability of the aerial estimates was very
large. For example, an approximately 95 percent confidence interval for the 1993
Florida statewide nesting population was 3,807 to 12,653 nests. The aerial count
was 4,262 nests. The greatest variability occurred in large colonies with a high
proportion of other white-plumage nesting birds. The FWS acknowledges the
limitations involved in relying on aerial surveys for developing population
estimates. However, over the long-term, aerial surveys are the most cost-effective
method for estimating population trends. Ground surveys, while providing
greater individual colony accuracy, are more time consuming and expensive on
a regionwide basis. Rodgers recommended the incorporation of ground counts at
selected colonies, training observers in presurvey flights, and replicating counts
for each colony as actions to minimize variability in aerial surveys.



Historically, wood storks were recorded nesting in all coastal states between
Texas and South Carolina (Ogden et al. 1987, FWS 1997); however, the largest
colonies were located in South Florida. Since the 1960s, the decline in the U.S.
population size of wood storks has been accompanied by a change in the size and
distribution of their breeding colonies. Since the 1970s, the number of wood
storks breeding in South Florida has substantially decreased. In north Florida,
Georgia, and South Carolina the number of breeding wood storks has
significantly increased (Ogden et al. 1987). From 1958 to 1960, 80 to 88 percent
of wood stork nesting pairs were located at six sites in South Florida. Surveys
from 1976 showed a decline to 68 percent, with a further decline to 13 percent in
1986. Since the late 1970s, a majority of wood storks have nested in central and
north Florida, and an increasing number have nested in coastal colonies in
Georgia and South Carolina. Between 1965 and 1995, the number of wood storks
nesting in Georgia increased from four pairs to 1,501 pairs; between 1981 and
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1995, the number of wood storks nesting in South Carolina increased from 11
pairs to 829 pairs. Since the 1970s, associated with this shift to the north, the U.S.
southeast wood stork population appears to be gradually increasing, from a low
of 3,000 to 4,000 pairs in the late 1970s, to over 7,800 pairs in the mid-1990s.



From 1991 through 1995, the FWS coordinated a systematic multi-state
survey of wood stork nesting colonies. The results of these surveys suggest that,
on average, from 1991 to 1995, approximately 35 percent of the total nesting
effort in the southeast U.S. occurred in South Florida (Table 1). Historically,
South Florida supported greater than 70 percent of the total nesting effort in the
southeast U.S.; if these data are indicative of the ability of degraded South
Florida ecosystems to support wood stork nesting, then South Florida ecosystems
are functioning at approximately 50 percent of their previous capabilities.



Both 1992 and 1995 were years with high nesting effort. In 1995, nesting
effort in South Florida improved from the previous two years, most likely in
response to improved foraging conditions as a result of a rapid dry-down
following the high-water years. In Everglades NP, Big Cypress National
Preserve, Corkscrew National Sanctuary, and Florida Panther NWR, there were
a total of approximately 996 nesting pairs. The North Port Charlotte nesting
colony, which is north of the Corkscrew National Sanctuary had a breeding
population of 500 nest pairs.



Since the 1970s, wood storks have also shifted their nest sites to areas that
are artificial impoundments or where islands have been created by dredging
activities (Ogden 1991). The percentage of nests in artificial habitats in central
and north Florida has increased from approximately 10 percent of all nesting
pairs in 1959 to 1960 to 60 to 82 percent between 1976 and 1986 (Ogden 1991).
Nests in these artificially impounded sites often support exotic species such as
Brazilian pepper (Schinus terebinthifolius) or Australian Pine (Casuarina spp.).
Ogden (1996a) has suggested that the use of these artificial wetlands indicates
that wood storks are not finding suitable conditions within natural nesting habitat
or that they are finding better conditions at the artificial wetlands.



The 1960s and 1970s were a period of transition for wood storks breeding in
South Florida. The most significant change was a delay in the timing of colony
formation, from November and December in most years prior to the 1970s, to a
pattern of colony formation between January and March. During the late 1970s,
delayed colony formation by wood storks became the norm (Ogden 1994).
Historically, wood storks formed colonies in November and December and
concentrated the majority of their feeding efforts within the estuaries at the time
of traditional colony formation (J. Ogden, SFWMD, personal communication
1996b).



The November/December feeding efforts appear to historically correspond
to the annual mullet runs that occur on both of Florida�s coastal systems. Before
spawning, which usually peaks from November through January, large schools
and concentrations of mullet form in the estuarine habitat (J. Cato, et al. 1976).
During low tide, these large schools of mullet, which are concentrated in the
shallow estuarine bays and mud flats, provide a concentrated food source for the
wood stork during the early nesting cycle.



By the time the young of the year were ready to fledge and begin foraging
independently, the dry season in South Florida was well underway and fish were
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being concentrated in the interior freshwater sloughs, making feeding easy.
Presently, wood storks in South Florida appear to be initiating nesting in response
to the drying of the interior marshes in February to April; by the time the young
fledge and begin foraging on their own, the wet season is underway, water levels
in the interior marshes are rising, and many young starve. Such a change suggests
that the estuarine habitats no longer provide suitable foraging conditions during
the early dry season months, November to January.



The reproductive success of storks requires habitats that provide high
concentrations of certain size-classes of fish, over a 125 to 150 day breeding
cycle. Because seasonal and annual rainfall patterns are so variable in South
Florida, the quantity of these foraging habitats also varies among years (J.
Ogden, SFWMD, personal communication 1998). As a result, wood storks
probably have always had highly variable reproductive success throughout their
history, a phenomenon that is mitigated by the relatively long life spans of adult
storks. Nevertheless, most authors agree that the decline of the U.S. wood stork
population far exceeds the range of historic variability in total population size,
and is correlated with water management activities in South Florida (Palmer
1962, Frederick 1993, Ogden 1996). During wet years, current water
management practices prevent the formation of shallow pools that concentrate
the fish on which wood stork forage. During dry years, current water
management practices overdrain the freshwater sloughs, reduce freshwater flows
into the mainland estuaries and reduce their ability to produce the fish on which
wood storks forage.



As a result of these water management practices, wood storks in South
Florida have experienced increased frequencies of nest failure. For example, in
1962, 1978, and 1983, wood storks in Everglades NP did not initiate nesting. In
1990, all nestlings in the Cuthbert Lake colony starved. In 1995, none of 250
nestlings survived in the Paurotis Pond colony. In the 1998 nesting year, only 25
pairs of wood storks were recorded nesting in ENP.



The threat of mercury contamination in the Everglades food web and its
impact on the success of wood storks in South Florida is not clearly understood.
Researchers have suggested that declines in wading bird populations may be
partially a result of mercury toxicity (Frederick and Spalding 1994, Sundlof et al.
1994). In 1991, mercury contamination was documented in a wood stork carcass
found in the Big Cypress basin (Facemire and Chlebowski 1991). The average
mercury contents in the liver and feathers of the wood stork were 10.1 and 9.93
mg mercury per kg weight, respectively. The report concluded that, although the
documented levels were generally less than those noted in the literature for fish-
eating birds from mercury-contaminated freshwater systems, they were, most
likely, sufficient to cause an adverse effect to the population. More recently,
Beyer et al. (1997) found mercury concentrations in the livers of four wood
storks collected in South Florida that were higher than the concentrations
reported in seven other species of wading birds from South Florida. Frederick
and Spalding (1994) reviewed the current knowledge on mercury contamination
in wading birds, and concluded:



In light of work that has been done in other species, it is not
unreasonable to assume that high concentrations of mercury found
recently in Everglades wading birds could result in the sublethal
effects of reduced foraging and courtship ability. Each of these
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symptoms could result in reduced breeding effort and success and
could be a powerful factor in explaining the reduced reproduction
observed in the Everglades. The current state of knowledge on the
effects of specific concentrations of mercury on wading bird
behavior and survival is nonexistent.



Clearly much more specific research needs to be conducted on the levels
of mercury in wood storks in the Everglades and the effects of these levels on
the population. Potential impacts from contaminants need to be reconsidered in
light of recent findings concerning the amount of mercury present in the
Everglades ecosystem and the discovery of severe impacts of DDT/DDE-based
estrogen-mimicking compounds on wildlife in a large Florida wetland
(Guillette et al. 1994). The Science Sub-Group of the Interagency Task Force
on the South Florida Ecosystem has acknowledged this in the section of their
report dealing with threatened and endangered species. For the wood stork, the
report calls for �a detailed study of the effects of mercury, other toxins, and
parasites on the survivorship and reproductive success of wood storks�
(Science Sub-Group, 1996).



Prognosis of the U.S. wood stork population between 1996 and 2020 is
partially dependent on the success of the overall South Florida Ecosystem
restoration effort. The freshwater flows need to be restored to more closely
mimic the pre-drainage system; it is believed that by restoring the quantity,
quality, timing, and distribution of flows in the remaining Everglades wetlands
that the prey base so critical to wood storks during the breeding season will be
recovered in both the estuarine and freshwater systems. Although we have lost
approximately 35 percent of the original foraging grounds and the quality of
much of the remaining wetlands has become degraded as foraging habitats, if
our efforts to restore the South Florida Ecosystem are successful, we will re-
create a system with heterogeneity and inherent variability, which should
provide the prey base necessary to restore the wood stork in South Florida.



Management



South Florida has been severely degraded by the C&SF Project, which
encompasses 4,660,000 ha from Orlando to Florida Bay and includes about
1,600 km each of canals and levees, 150 water control structures, and 16 major
pump stations. This system has disrupted the natural volume, timing, quality
and distribution of surface and ground water throughout South Florida. In
recognition of the detrimental effects that this flood control system has had on
the ecosystems in South Florida, numerous hydrologic projects, whose
purposes are to aid in the restoration of South Florida�s ecosystems, while
maintaining flood control, are in varying stages of planning and
implementation.



The 1992 Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) authorized the
Kissimmee River and the Kissimmee River Headwaters Revitalization Project.
In 1994, a Project Cooperative Agreement between the COE and the local
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sponsor, the SFWMD, combined the two authorized projects into one project,
the Kissimmee River, Florida Project. The purpose of the project is to provide
the flows necessary to restore the Kissimmee River ecosystem. We have the
ability to increase the spatial extent and quality of foraging habitat available to
wood storks by returning the natural functions to the Kissimmee River basin.



The C-111 and Modified Water Deliveries Projects were congressionally
authorized in 1994 and 1990, respectively. The purpose of these two projects is
to begin the process of restoring freshwater flows into Everglades NP. This will
be accomplished by modifying the structures, canals and levees that deliver
water to Everglades NP, and by changing the operational schedules. The future
breeding success of the wood stork in Everglades NP is closely tied to the
success or failure of these two projects. While other aspects of the overall
Everglades restoration will be necessary to re-establish pre-drainage-like
flows, these two projects will set the precedent for the restoration of South
Florida, including the restoration of the prey base available to breeding wood
storks in the southern Everglades.



The Experimental Program of Water Deliveries to Everglades NP was
authorized in 1983; its purpose is to provide a vehicle to field-test water
delivery methods into ENP. Each iterative test builds on the results of the
previous tests and is aimed at furthering the goal of restoring, to the extent
practicable, the ecological integrity of the native fauna and flora within
Everglades NP, including Florida Bay. As operational flexibility increases with
the completion of the Modified Water Deliveries, C-111, and other restoration
projects, the ability to implement an operational plan that optimizes ecological
restoration will substantially increase, and with it, our ability to recover the
wood stork in South Florida.



Water supply and water delivery programs are also addressing habitat
degradation of wood stork nesting and foraging areas in the Big Cypress basin
and in the Corkscew Regional Ecosystem Watershed. The hydrologic
restoration of Southern Golden Gate Estates, a 113 square miles rehydration
project being jointly designed by the SFWMD and the Corps of Engineers, will
provide surface storage and aquifer recharge and water quality enhancement in
the Big Cypress Basin.



WRDA further authorized a comprehensive review of the Central and
Southern Florida Project. The purpose of the review is to develop a
comprehensive plan to restore, preserve, and protect the South Florida
ecosystem. This is to be accomplished through the restoration of more natural
flows to the southwest coastal areas, including the Big Cypress basin, and
through the Everglades NP to Florida Bay. The WRDA of 1996 accelerated this
process and calls for a plan to be sent to Congress for authorization by
September 30, 1999. This project, in combination with previously authorized
projects, should result in the enhancement of nesting and foraging habitat that
is necessary for the recovery of the wood stork subpopulations in South
Florida.



In addition to hydrologic restoration projects, the State of Florida
administers land acquisition programs that may enhance opportunities to
restore wood storks in South Florida. The Save Our Rivers program identifies
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lands of environmental significance and prioritizes their acquisition. Of these
lands identified, the Model Lands and Pennsuco wetlands in Miami-Dade
County, the Golden Gate Estate wetlands in Collier County, and CREW
wetlands in Lee and Collier counties are of significance to the wood stork for
foraging. Public acquisition of these lands will increase our ability to manage
them in an ecologically-sensitive fashion. The Conservation and Recreation
Lands Acquisition program is an additional program that may provide some
opportunities for wood stork recovery in South Florida, and should be
acknowledged and incorporated into long-term planning efforts. Nesting
habitat should be protected from disturbance and human alteration through
purchase into the public lands system, easements, partnerships and private
landowner/government assistance and agreements. Watersheds supporting
natural nesting habitat should remain unaltered, or be restored to function as a
natural system if previously altered.



Lands can be purchased by Federal agencies through section 104 of the
Everglades NP Protection and Expansion Act of 1989 (P.L. 101-229) and
section 390 of the Federal Agriculture Improvement and Reform Act of 1996
(P.L. 104-127).



The Everglades NP Protection and Expansion Act of 1989 authorized the
purchase of lands to be added to the park that encompass approximately 44,379
ha within northeast Shark River Slough (NESS) and the East Everglades. The
purchase of these lands and the hydrological improvements to these lands are
critical to restoring ecosystem productivity in the southern Everglades and
maintaining adequate freshwater inflow to the downstream estuaries along the
Gulf of Mexico and Florida Bay. The purchase of these lands is necessary to
limit further habitat destruction outside former boundaries and to restore
natural water flow patterns that are critical to the long-term viability of the
park.



Section 390 of the Federal Agriculture Improvement and Reform Act of
1996, referred to as Farm Bill 390, provides two distinct funding programs for
land acquisition to support restoration of the Everglades. The first program
provided $200,000,000 to the Secretary of the Interior to conduct restoration
activities in the Everglades Ecosystem in South Florida, including acquisition
of real property and interests in real property and resource protection and
resource maintenance activities. An additional $100,000,000 is available under
the Farm Bill 390 authorization from the sale of Federal surplus lands to
purchase lands necessary for the Everglades restoration efforts.



The Corkscrew colony in Collier County continues to occasionally
produce large numbers of young in South Florida (Table 2). The acquisition or
preservation of this colony�s habitat and recovery of more natural
hydropatterns within the foraging grounds surrounding this colony, are critical
to the recovery of wood storks in South Florida. Wood storks nesting at
Corkscrew now show a similar pattern of delayed nesting in many years.
Private lands initiatives, conservation easements, and mitigation banking
should all be considered as viable opportunities for managing these lands.



Ogden (1990) developed a set of management guidelines for the FWS on
wood stork nesting, feeding, and roosting habitats. The guidelines recommend
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buffer zones that may be necessary to reduce human disturbance of storks in
feeding and roosting habitats. These efforts have substantially contributed to the
protection of stork habitat, particularly where new developments have been
proposed in areas used by storks. The buffer zones recommended in the
management guidelines are larger than those recommended by Rodgers and
Smith (1995) in their analysis. At the time the guidelines were developed, little
empirical data were available on the response of wood storks to human
activities. Rodgers and Smith analyzed only three types of human activities:
walking, canoeing, and a small motorboat with two persons. They did not
evaluate responses to other activities such as construction or aircraft. The
current guidelines recommend buffer zones to protect colonies from many kinds
of activities including human disturbance. Rodgers and Smith, (1997) study of
human disturbance to foraging and loafing waterbirds recommends a buffer of
about 100 meters.



An understanding of the relationships between storks and water conditions
in the Everglades has provided a basis for restoration planning for the region.
Wood storks have been recommended by the Science Sub-Group of the South
Florida Ecosystem Restoration Task Force as a species to be used for
measuring the success of the overall South Florida Ecosystem restoration.
Everglades NP and SFWMD staff have used a 64-year record of stork nesting
in the Everglades basin (1932-1995) for this purpose. The C-111 Project,
Modified Water Deliveries Project, the Experimental Program of Water
Deliveries to Everglades NP, and the regional water management plans being
developed for the EAA, the Big Cypress basin and the CREW should
eventually result in much improved habitat conditions for storks in South
Florida. It is currently assumed, as a part of the restoration planning, that the
recovery of increased volumes of freshwater flows through the Everglades
marshes and into the estuaries of Florida Bay will increase primary and
secondary production in these regions.



Regional surveys of nesting colonies conducted from 1957 through 1961,
and again in the mid-1970s, have been essential for locating important habitats,
and for understanding the threats to the southeastern population of storks. These
surveys were the first to measure the status of the regional population of storks,
and have been used to measure responses by nesting storks to water management
practices in the Everglades region. Over the 5 years from 1991 to 1995, the FWS
coordinated a systematic multi-state survey of stork nesting colonies (L. Finger,
FWS, personal communication 1996). The census continued through the 1995
nesting season. After a 5-year hiatus where financial efforts were directed
towards research, a new series of censuses began again in the year 1999.



Stangel et al. (1990) employed starch gel electrophoretic techniques to
examine genetic variation in Florida wood stork colonies. This study did not
indicate significant allozyme differences within or between colonies. In 1994,
a genetics study incorporating DNA microsatellites of breeding storks in
Florida, Georgia, and South Carolina was initiated to further investigate the
geographic and genetic origins of wood stork colonies in the three states. By
assessing the degree of genetic interrelatedness among wood stork colonies,
vital information may be obtained concerning population movements, allowing
us to determine whether the increase in numbers of storks breeding in the



Page 4-410



WOOD STORK Multi-Species Recovery Plan for South Florida











northern portion of their range is the result of high productivity in those
colonies, increased immigration from Florida colonies, or both. However, the
increase in the size and number of �northern� colonies almost certainly
occurred too rapidly to be explained by local recruitment.



An effort should be made to place transmitters on juvenile wood storks in
South Florida. This will help us to identify critical foraging grounds and gain
insight into post-fledging survivorship.



A Wetlands-Wood Stork Summit was held on October 13-14, 1994 in
Georgia. The Georgia Conservancy and Zoo Atlanta convened this summit to
initiate a coordinated regionwide effort in wetlands education focusing on the
wood stork. The initiative would be comprised of both an education and a
research component. A grant proposal was submitted in early 1995 requesting
support for this effort.



The informal Wood Stork Management Group, formed 3 years ago by the
Georgia Conservancy and more recently hosted by the FWS, should continue
to meet annually as a means for reviewing trends and assessing the influences
of Everglades restoration projects relative to patterns by total stork populations
in the Southeast.
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Species-level Recovery Actions



S1. Determine the distribution and status of wood storks in South Florida. All evidence
suggests that the wood stork population in the southeast U.S. is a single population, with
individuals moving throughout the landscape in response to habitat conditions; the recovery
of wood storks depends on the success of the birds throughout their range. Historically, South
Florida supported greater than 70 percent of the nesting wood storks in the Southeast. Recent
nesting populations in South Florida average around 10 to 13 percent with the major nesting
occurring at the Corkscrew colony. More recent data provided by Ogden (1997) also present
evidence that South Florida provides winter foraging grounds for many of the recently
developed northern breeding colonies in north Florida, Georgia, and South Carolina. The
restoration and enhancement of the South Florida foraging habitat is important to the overall



Recovery for the
Wood Stork
Mycteria americana



Recovery Objective: R ECLASSIFY to threatened, then delist.



South Florida Contribution: The former Science Subgroup (now Science Coordination Team)
of the South Florida Ecosystem Restoration Task Force and Working Group prepared a set of
recommendations for success measures for the South Florida Ecosystem restoration program.
Included in these recommendations are targets for the recovery of nesting wading birds in the
Everglades basin (WCAs and ENP). The Science Subgroup�s measure of success for the wood
stork is a breeding population between 1,500 to 2,500 pairs. The goal for wood stork recovery in
South Florida is to support 2,500 nesting pairs in the Everglades and Big Cypress Basin systems
and to support, as a South Florida Ecosystem component, 35 percent (3,500 nesting pairs) of the
southeast United States recovery and delisting nesting population of 10,000 pairs.



Recovery Criteria



South Florida will contribute to the recovery of the total population, if the wood stork foraging and nesting
habitat in the Everglades watershed is restored and/or enhanced as a result of the modified water storage and
delivery programs being developed by the SFWMD and the COE. The recovery criteria as identified in the
wood stork recovery plan, for the Everglades and Big Cypress Basin is a population of 2,500 nesting pairs.
The recovery criteria for the South Florida Ecosystem populations, which also includes nesting colonies in
coastal counties in central Florida and nesting colonies in the Kissimmee Basin, is 35 percent (3,500 nesting
pairs) of the total recovery population of 10,000 pairs. 
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recovery of the wood stork population and the reversal of the decreasing nesting trends in
South Florida. Distribution must be monitored into the future to determine wood stork
response to Everglades restoration activities.



S1.1. Conduct wood stork annual nesting surveys within the Everglades and Big
Cypress Basins and the east and west coast populations. The health and
productivity of colonies must be known to evaluate the status and recovery of the
wood stork. Long-term wading bird nesting data in South Florida suggest that the
number of pairs of birds initiating nesting in a given year is a better indicator of
ecosystem health than is nesting success. The number of pairs of wood storks
attempting to breed in South Florida should be monitored annually to determine
wood stork response to ecosystem conditions in South Florida. Conducting annual
nesting surveys within these basins will provide information on annual nesting
patterns for wood storks in South Florida and will allow us to best respond with the
appropriate management strategies for the species. Much could be learned about
wood stork ecology in the Everglades by detailed review of the multi-year
systematic reconnaissance flight data. Detailed evaluation of these data is necessary.



S1.2. Locate foraging and roosting habitat. Wood storks take several years to mature to
breeding age. The survival of birds during these years is critical. Research that gains
a better understanding of where non-breeding birds go in Florida needs to be
conducted. Research on what habitats are critical to their survival and what factors
may be limiting their survival is also necessary. Identifying important foraging and
roosting habitat is critical to the recovery of the wood stork. Recent studies along the
Georgia and South Carolina coast have provided valuable information on roosting
and foraging behavior (Bryan and Coulter 1995); additional work of this sort is
needed in South Florida.



S1.3. Develop standardized census procedures for wood storks nesting in South
Florida. Systematic nesting survey protocol should be developed for both the
Everglades and Big Cypress basins. This protocol will allow for comparison
between years and between basins.



S2. Protect and enhance wood storks in the South Florida Ecosystem through provisions of
section 7 of the ESA. The majority of management activities to protect and enhance wood
storks in the South Florida ecoregion must occur at an ecosystem level (see habitat-level
recovery actions), not a species-specific level; wood storks respond to changing environmental
conditions by integrating habitat conditions over a large geographic area and therefore will be
more affected by large-scale management practices. However, the review of Federal water
management practices through section 7 consultations is one vehicle whose implementation will
be imperative to the survival and recovery of the wood stork. Much of the landscape utilized by
wood storks in South Florida is subject to Federal and State water management practices; water
management of the COE�s C&SF project is critical to the survival and recovery of the wood
stork. The FWS needs to provide conservation recommendations to enhance habitat conditions
for the wood stork throughout the C&SF project. Specific guidance should include operational
schedules (water regulation) for Lake Okeechobee, the WCAs, Everglades NP, and Big Cypress
National Preserve. The Kissimmee River basin also supports important colonies of wood storks.
The water management goals of the Kissimmee River basin may affect foraging and nesting
success in these colonies. Proposed land management actions on these restoration lands need to
be examined in relation to wood stork habitat requirements.











S3. Conduct research on the biology and life history of wood storks. Recovery efforts for
wood storks will be more effective with a complete understanding of population biology,
movement patterns, foraging ecology and behavior, the importance of roost sites, and the
possible impacts of contaminants on South Florida wood storks. To date, information on
nesting patterns and the number of wood storks initiating nesting in South Florida has been
collected for some regions in some years. Additional information is needed on wood stork
demographics and movement patterns between the colonies and foraging and roosting sites.



S3.1. Determine the productivity of wood storks nesting in South Florida. To estimate
the productivity of wood storks, the number of fledged young per nest and the
number of fledged young per successful nest must be determined for the major
nesting colonies in South Florida during the same breeding cycle.



S3.2. Determine survivorship of wood storks in South Florida. This parameter is one
of the least understood, and research on this topic may provide more new insights
into population dynamics than any other effort. We need to determine survivorship
of fledged young to adulthood to better gauge what amount of productivity is
required to maintain or increase wood storks nesting in South Florida. This might be
accomplished through a massive multi-year leg banding (or wing tagging) effort in
multiple colonies, radio-instrumenting a certain number of birds (with mortality
sensors) or possibly by surveys during the non-breeding season to determine the
adult:sub-adult ratio.



S3.3. Determine the age structure of the wood stork population in the southeast U.S.
This information will be necessary to determine whether the population is
sustainable and can be delisted.



S3.4. Determine the movement patterns of South Florida wood stork fledglings and
post-breeding South Florida adult wood storks. Movement patterns will provide
information on behavior, habitat utilization, and potential critical foraging areas. The
survival of fledgling wood storks is dependent on their ability to find suitable
foraging areas when they first begin to forage independently. If fledglings must
travel great distances to forage, their survival may be hampered. Additionally,
understanding the movement patterns of adult wood storks after they complete
breeding will answer questions such as: 1) Do adult wood storks �help� fledglings
to find suitable foraging sites, and 2) Are there foraging sites within a �critical�
distance from breeding colonies in South Florida, or do adult storks, upon
completion of breeding, move out of South Florida?



S3.5. Determine foraging ecology and behavior of wood storks. The number of wood
storks nesting in South Florida has greatly declined. Information on foraging by
wood storks in South Florida needs to be completed to determine the inter-
dependence of successful nesting by wood storks in South Florida and the
availability of suitable foraging sites. Information from the systematic
reconnaissance flights should provide information on foraging distribution for
multiple years and should help to answer some questions on the foraging ecology of
the wood stork, but additional work must be completed to understand the
characteristics of the forage base that are necessary to provide functional wood stork
foraging habitat in South Florida.
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S3.5.1. Re-evaluate wood stork foraging studies in Everglades NP. Studies on
the forage base available and utilized by storks in Everglades NP were
done in the 1970s. A comparative study should be completed to determine
if changes have occurred in the prey base available to wood storks. This
issue should again be addressed since this ecosystem is vital to recovery
goals, is important as a wintering area for all storks, and has recently been
documented to have problems with mercury contamination (Sundlof et al.
1994).



S3.5.2. Conduct studies on the prey base available in areas identified as
critical foraging sites during the breeding season. We need to collect
information on the prey base available to wood storks at foraging areas
receiving high use during the breeding season. This information should
be compared to identical information collected at sites not utilized by
wood storks during the same time period.



S3.5.3. Determine foraging requirements of wood storks during the non-
breeding season. Research concerning the foraging ecology of this
species should also examine foraging requirements during the wintering
or non-breeding period. In some years, the inland marshes of the
Everglades have supported the majority of the U.S. population of wood
storks. During the non-breeding seasons in 1985 to 1989, up to 55 percent
of the entire U.S. population may have relied on the WCAs (which
comprise only a portion of the Everglades system) to meet their foraging
requirements (Bancroft et al. 1992). Understanding the processes that
determine whether storks in the non-breeding season are concentrated on
a small area of habitat or dispersed throughout their entire winter range
will provide management flexibility and decrease the likelihood of
negative impacts to a large proportion of the population during a single
season.



S3.5.4. Continue studies on wood stork nocturnal foraging activities.
Preliminary studies by Bryan (1995) indicate that storks in South Carolina
and Georgia are active nighttime feeders. The prevalence of nocturnal
foraging activities by this species needs to be studied both seasonally and
geographically in South Florida. Nocturnal feeding may be more important
for wood storks feeding in tidal marshes than in freshwater marshes, but, if
nocturnal feeding by wood storks is significant, regulatory decisions may
need to reflect this information to protect wood stork foraging grounds
from disturbance �around the clock�.



S3.6. Determine the importance of wood stork roost sites. Recent surveys of the
Georgia and South Carolina coast documented the presence of a large number of stork
roost sites, but only a limited number of roosts were inhabited repeatedly by numerous
storks. Research concerning the function and use of such sites and habitats in South
Florida is needed. If important roost sites are identified in South Florida, protective
measures should be developed. These studies could also assess foraging habitats
utilized from these sites, thus providing important information about the non-breeding
season.











S3.7. Determine the impacts of contaminants on wood storks in South Florida.
Potential impacts from contaminants need to be reconsidered in light of recent
findings concerning the amount of mercury present in the Everglades Ecosystem and
the discovery of severe impacts of DDT/DDE-based estrogen-mimicking
compounds on wildlife in a large Florida wetland (Guillette et al. 1994).



S3.7.1. Conduct mercury studies on wood storks in South Florida. Studies
should be conducted in the South Florida E cosystem to document effects
of mercury on wood storks.



S3.7.2. Conduct contaminant studies on wood storks throughout the region.
Develop baseline contaminant information from a variety of colony sites
throughout the region to determine if further studies are needed.



S3.8. Complete models for the wood stork population. Population viability assessment
and risk analysis models should be performed for the wood stork population once the
necessary information is acquired. Once completed, the relative importance of the
South Florida Ecosystem, and the ability of the wood stork to successfully breed in
South Florida, should be determined.



S3.9. Develop models of wood stork colony dynamics in South Florida wetlands.
These models are needed as planning tools for improved ecosystem restoration
programs. Potentially one important ecological model for the Everglades is a wood
stork population dynamics model that is a part of the �Across-Trophic-Level System
Simulation� (ATLSS) set of models being developed by the South Florida/Caribbean
Field Station of the USGS, BRD.



S4. Monitor wood storks in South Florida. Annual nesting and foraging surveys should be
completed for wood storks in South Florida. These surveys will provide the information
necessary to monitor the success of ecosystem and species-specific recovery actions. Surveys
should be performed on an annual basis within both the Everglades and Big Cypress basins
until the species is delisted.



S4.1. Conduct long-term monitoring of the number of wood storks initiating nesting
in South Florida, as described by tasks 1.1. and 1.2.



S4.2. Organize systematic censuses of wood stork foraging habitat in the Big Cypress
region, comparable to existing censuses (systematic reconnaissance flights) in the
Everglades basin. The fact that declines in nesting effort and delays in timing of
colony formation have shown similar trends in the Big Cypress basin have been well
documented in the Everglades basin suggests that the Big Cypress colonies are dealing
with similar kinds of habitat deterioration on the foraging grounds. The location and
relative importance of stork foraging grounds in the Big Cypress basin are much less
known, and should be determined as a basis for developing protection strategies in this
region; this survey would provide the information necessary to monitor the success of
both ecosystem and species-specific recovery actions.



S4.3. Continue foraging surveys in the Water Conservation Areas and Everglades
NP. This information is necessary to follow the trends of wood storks in South
Florida and should be continued until the species is delisted.



S4.4. Initiate and continue demographic surveys, such as colony surveys to determine
productivity; additionally, studies to determine survivorship should be continued until
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enough data have been collected to determine wood stork rates of growth, reproduction,
and survival. This information will be critical to determine whether or not the species
can be delisted.



S5. Increase public awareness. Wood storks are an indicator species of the Everglades
Ecosystem; the health of the Everglades can be measured by the ability of the wood stork to
successfully breed in the Everglades. The Maine coastal seabird colony restoration program
uses the puffin as its symbol. The wood stork is a symbol of the health of the Everglades and
Big Cypress basins and could be used as a barometer of the success of Everglades restoration
projects.



S5.1. Increase awareness and appreciation of wood storks through educational
materials. Wood storks utilize a variety of wetland habitats and have been identified
as an indicator species for the Everglades. Additionally, they are visually unique and
generate interest from the general public. Make the wood stork a symbol of the
Everglades through the use of environmental education materials and programs.



S5.1.1. Develop and distribute educational materials. Currently, there are
several brochures, videos, and educational packets available that focus on
wood storks. This information needs to be kept up to date. New
educational material should be developed to increase the awareness of a
larger audience.



S5.1.2. Develop information for private landowners. Wood storks breeding in
the Corkscrew Swamp and in the northern and central Big Cypress basin
in South Florida forage in surrounding wetlands, many of which are on
private lands. Material explaining wood stork ecology and suggesting
management practices benefiting storks should be distributed to private
landowners.



S5.1.3. Develop educational materials for schools. Since wood storks occur in
Florida, Georgia and South Carolina, it would be cost-effective to
develop educational materials that could be used in schools in all three
states.



S5.1.4. Develop material for policy makers and elected officials. The wood
stork should be included as part of a larger effort to inform and educate
South Florida policy makers and elected officials of the importance of
maintaining and protecting wetland habitats throughout the Big Cypress
and Everglades basins.



S5.2. Provide opportunities for the public to view wood storks in captivity.
Maintaining wood storks in captivity should be for the sole purpose of public
education, awareness, and research to enhance survival of the species. Currently,
there are nearly two dozen American wood storks in captivity in North American
zoos and related facilities.



S5.2.1. Maintain captive populations for the purpose of education,
awareness, and research. FWS draft policy on controlled propagation
sanctions captive propagation of listed species when recommended in an
approved recovery plan and supported by an approved genetics
management plan. Captive propagation of wood storks is not considered
necessary for the purpose of supplementing wild populations through
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reintroduction programs. Captive breeding and rearing efforts will not be
made for this purpose. However, good captive management of wood
storks may result in reproduction. The resulting progeny may be used to
supplement other captive populations under approval of the FWS. If
available space within captive facilities becomes saturated, further
production of offspring should be prevented within the scope of laws
governing captive endangered wildlife.



S5.2.2. Develop policy on rescue, rehabilitation and release of injured wood
storks. The FWS, in conjunction with the American Zoological
Association, should develop a policy for dealing with wood storks that are
rescued from the wild. Adult wood storks are not as frequently received by
licensed wildlife rehabilitators as other wetland bird species. Opportunities
for rescue may most likely occur when field personnel are in the colonies
and witness distress. This may be as a result of nest abandonment when
food sources become scarce or when chicks fall out of the nest for reasons
such as adult bird interactions or wind storms. Where possible, field
personnel should return downed chicks to the nest. When replacement is
not viable, the usual protocols for triage and rehabilitation should be
followed in placement with a licensed wildlife rehabilitator.



Habitat-level Recovery Actions



H1. Prevent degradation of existing wood stork habitat in South Florida through
identification and protection. At a minimum, for continued survival of the U.S. population,
currently occupied nesting, foraging, and roosting habitat in South Florida must be protected
from further loss or degradation. Watersheds supporting natural nesting habitat should remain
unaltered, or be restored to function as a natural system if previously altered.



H1.1. Create distribution maps of important wood stork colony, foraging, and
roosting sites in South Florida for protection and restoration. Important colony
sites have been identified for the WCAs and Everglades NP. However, colony sites
in the Big Cypress basin are not as well known. Very little is known about roosting
sites in South Florida. Identifying all important colony sites, roosting sites, and
foraging habitat is critical to the recovery of the wood stork. A GIS database should
be developed from data collected by colony, roosting, and foraging surveys, as
delineated by species-specific tasks S1.1 and S1.3; a GIS database will aid recovery
biologists in targeting areas in need of protection, restoration, or management, and
will allow managers and private landowners to more efficiently protect and manage
these lands for wood storks.



H1.2. Prioritize habitats that need protection. Develop a prioritization scheme to focus
protection and restoration efforts on colonies and feeding sites with the greatest
degree of threat. Efforts should be made to identify important foraging and roost
sites associated with high priority colonies.



H1.3. Work with private landowners to protect habitat. Conservation agencies need to
recognize the significant contributions that private landowners can make for the
protection of wood storks. For example, many of the foraging grounds utilized by
storks breeding at the Corkscrew colony in South Florida are in private ownership











and are threatened by conversion to citrus farming; the future success of this colony
is dependent on maintaining viable foraging habitat within the region.



H1.3.1. Inform landowners. Inform all landowners having critical foraging and
roost sites (as defined in task H1.2.) on their properties. Encourage
compliance with existing regulatory mechanisms (see task H1.6.).



H1.3.2. Provide assistance and support to landowners in managing their
property for the benefit of wood storks. Assistance can be in the form
of written material explaining best management practices, site visits,
local recognition, tax and/or monetary incentives. State and Federal
agencies should work with private landowners in an effort to incorporate
wood stork feeding habitat into current management practices.



H1.3.3. Develop management plans for private lands. Conservation agencies
should assist landowners in developing specific management plans for
their properties. These management plans should adequately protect sites
yet be flexible enough to respond to the changing needs of the landowner.
The success or failure of management prescriptions for nesting, roosting,
and foraging areas should be clearly documented and reported.



H1.4. Protect sites from disturbance. The FWS developed habitat management
guidelines for wood storks (Ogden 1990) in an effort to reduce disturbance to colony
sites. These management guidelines discuss various types of activities known to
disturb nesting wood storks. Additionally, certain types of habitat management
activities can adversely impact colony sites. Cypress logging is a potential threat to
some colonies. Human disturbance causes wood storks to leave nests, exposing eggs
to predation and exposure. Posting or other appropriate protection may provide some
benefit to storks nesting or foraging within the Big Cypress and Everglades basins.



H1.5. Use existing regulatory mechanisms to protect foraging habitat in South
Florida. The central and northern Big Cypress basin historically supported large
numbers of nesting wood storks. Presently, much of this historic range is being
converted to citrus and pasture for cattle grazing. Coordinated efforts should also be
used to seize opportunities to provide enhanced feeding areas through the mitigation
process.



H1.5.1. Review Federal actions for impacts to wood storks. Wetlands are
altered for mining, agriculture, and residential purposes. Permitting
authority over such activities is held by local governments, agencies in
the State of Florida (DEP, SFWMD) and the Federal government (COE,
EPA). Important feeding areas should be included as a category of waters
for which the FWS receives COE pre-discharge notification pursuant to
section 404 of the Clean Water Act. section 7 of the Endangered Species
Act requires that all Federal agencies ensure that their actions are not
likely to jeopardize the continued existence of any listed species or
destroy or modify their critical habitat. Federal agencies conducting
actions that may affect the continued existence of wood storks must
consult with the Service. 



H1.5.2. Encourage conservation of wood stork habitat in conservation plans.
Section 10(a) (1)(B) of the Endangered Species Act provides for
incidental take permits that have the potential to contribute to the
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conservation of listed species. If appropriate, applicants should be
encouraged to consider conservation of wood stork habitat when
preparing Habitat Conservation Plans.



H2. Restore and enhance habitat. A prerequisite for the recovery of wood storks in the
southeastern United States is the restoration and enhancement of suitable habitat throughout
the mosaic of habitat types used by this species. Historically, South Florida supported greater
than 70 percent of the nesting by wood storks in the Southeast. The deterioration of the
Everglades and Big Cypress basins has resulted in decreased nesting by wood storks in South
Florida and increased nesting in northern Florida, Georgia, and South Carolina.



H2.1. Restore the South Florida Ecosystem. Recover traditional Everglades and Big
Cypress colony locations. The water delivery formula and schedules developed by
the Experimental Water Deliveries Program, the structural modifications to canals
and levees proposed for ecosystem restoration of Everglades NP through the
Modified Water Deliveries and C-111 Projects, and the regional Everglades
restoration planning process (C&SF Restudy) conducted by the COE, should
address the recovery of the ecological processes that made it possible for the pre-
drainage Everglades basin to support large numbers of storks and other wading
birds. These ecological processes were made possible by the large spatial scale of the
pre-drainage Everglades, the strong between-year variation in surface water patterns,
and the strong flows of surface water into the estuaries.



H2.1.1. Reevaluate the effectiveness of all authorized projects on restoring
habitat in the Everglades basin. The Southern Everglades Restoration
Alliance (SERA), a group of cooperating agencies, was created to
oversee the implementation of authorized ecosystem restoration projects
associated with the C&SF Project. SERA is presently re-evaluating
projects in the southern Everglades for their effectiveness in ecosystem
restoration. The FWS should be involved in project evaluations, and
should determine whether recovery efforts will improve habitat
conditions for the wood stork. If any authorized projects are found to lack
the necessary components (including the appropriate operational
schedules and regulatory components) to increase the ability of the wood
stork to successfully nest or forage in South Florida, the FWS should help
in the development of alternative designs that maximize ecosystem
benefit.



H2.1.2. Develop operational criteria that re-establish hydropatterns of the
pre-drainage system. Operational schedules will be the most important
component of Everglades restoration efforts. Operational schedules must
truly balance the needs for flood protection with those of the Everglades
ecosystem.



H2.1.3. Restore the timing of nesting by wood storks in the southern
Everglades through ecosystem restoration measures. Develop a
restoration plan that includes the necessary addition or removal of
structures, levees, and canals, to restore hydropatterns throughout the
Everglades system; depths, period of inundation and sheetflow patterns
should more closely match those of the pre-drainage system.
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H2.1.4. Provide feedback for adaptive restoration planning. Monitor stork
colony patterns during implementation and testing of future efforts to
improve hydrologic conditions. Use information on the location, timing,
size and success of stork colonies in the Everglades and Big Cypress
basins to evaluate ecological responses to the restoration programs and as
a basis for designing future iterations in the restoration process.



H2.1.5. Analyze and report on existing record of stork colony patterns in the
Everglades basin, including the effects of initial restoration programs on
the ecological recovery of Everglades NP. A report should be completed
that incorporates all stork colony data from the Everglades basin and
which assesses the impacts of past and current restoration programs, such
as the Experimental Program of Water Deliveries to Everglades NP, on
wood stork and wading bird colony patterns in Everglades NP; this report
should be used to evaluate restoration efforts to date, and to improve
future restoration programs.



H2.2. Protect and enhance wood stork foraging habitat in private ownership in South
Florida through partnership agreements. Historically, South Florida supported
greater than 70 percent of the wood stork nesting effort in the southeast U.S.; the
number of wood storks nesting in South Florida has been reduced to a fraction of the
historic number. Every effort should be made to protect and enhance that portion of
the population that continues to breed and winter in South Florida. For example, the
Corkscrew Swamp colony has consistently supported a significant number of
nesting wood storks in South Florida. Many of the surrounding wetlands used for
foraging by wood storks in this colony are in private ownership and are in danger of
being converted to other land uses, such as citrus farming. Protecting these wetlands
will be critical to protect the Corkscrew colony and help to preserve wood stork
colonies in South Florida.



H2.3. Acquire land identified as important habitat for wood storks in South Florida.
Federal and State conservation agencies and private conservation organizations should
continue efforts to acquire important habitat utilized by wood storks in South Florida.
Initial land acquisition efforts should be carefully targeted to sites having the greatest
potential for maintaining storks over time. Large, stable colonies that are in immediate
threat from disturbance either through direct threat to the colony site or through a loss
of surrounding foraging habitat, should be of highest priority. Priority should also be
given to larger colonies with a history of annual use, sites most in need of management,
and colony sites where alternate habitat is not available.



H3. Conduct research on the critical habitat components necessary to trigger successful
nesting by wood storks in South Florida. We do not know what specific habitat
characteristics are necessary to trigger nesting by wood storks in South Florida. Wood storks
could be responding to a suite of habitat characteristics such as water depth, photoperiod,
rainfall patterns, prey densities, etc. Projects should be completed that will help to identify
some of these habitat characteristics.



H3.1. Determine the densities, species composition and size classes of fishes necessary
to result in successful nesting by wood storks in South Florida. Use information
gathered in task S3.5 (species-level) to establish study locations. Water management
practices may have resulted in fish populations that no longer represent �natural�
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populations. This information may aid us in developing the appropriate operational
criteria for the Everglades restoration. It will also establish a baseline from which to
compare the effects of ecosystem restoration activities.



H3.2. Determine the effects of natural and human-caused hydrologic events on the
ecology of the prey base utilized by wood storks in South Florida. This
information can be used to determine the optimal operational schedules for South
Florida�s public lands.



H3.3. Determine if reduced freshwater flows into the northern Florida Bay mainland
estuaries, as a result of the South Dade Conveyance System and the
Experimental Program of Water Deliveries to Everglades NP, have caused
wood storks to delay nesting in South Florida. These mainland estuaries
historically provided important early dry season foraging habitat; reduced freshwater
flows may have significantly altered available prey base.



H4. Monitor the status of areas identified as important wood stork habitat in South Florida.
Monitor habitats identified by task H1.1. annually to determine whether changes are occurring
in response to management actions. For example, habitats likely to be affected by hydrologic
restoration projects should be monitored to determine impacts, both beneficial and adverse, on
wood storks. The appropriate management decisions need to be considered, discussed, and
implemented if adverse impacts are detected.



H5. Increase public awareness about wood storks as an indicator of the health of the
Everglades Ecosystem. Educational materials should be developed that identify the
importance of the wood stork as an indicator of the health of the Everglades Ecosystem. This
information will be key to gain the necessary public support for the restoration of the
Everglades. The wood stork is a highly visible component of the Everglades and is perfect to
serve as an indicator species to the public.
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From: Leslie Walton
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Please protect our water resources and wetlands - please hold a public hearing to review all the facts
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 1:30:56 PM


My Name: Leslie Walton


My Email: liemidlsis2@gmail.com


My Address:


1720 45th Ave, Vero Beach, FL 32966


Dear Mr. Phillips,


Three weeks ago the residents of Florida overwhelmingly approved Amendment 1, which
 seeks to protect our water resources for 20 years. Now All Aboard Florida seeks to
 immediately undermine the wishes of the voters by requesting your permission to allow 32
 trains to roar through our precious wetlands every day. 


You must call for a public hearing on this request. Voters who approved Amendment 1 should
 not be disenfranchised by a company that cavalierly claims they will do no environmental
 damage to our wetlands. That is simply not true.


The Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) is filled with what we used to call
 sweeping unsupported generalities. The DEIS simply dismisses potentially negative impacts
 of AAF by saying they will "mitigate" the situation. What is unclear is how are they going to
 prevent the destruction of hundreds of acres of wetlands. How will the various wildlife
 species and even the water itself survive some 50+ passenger and freight trains a day?


Ever since All Aboard Florida announced their intentions they have consciously avoided
 transparency wherever possible. They hide behind their "private company" banner to avoid
 answering questions and they use misleading facts to quiet resident concerns. They even said
 at the outset that they would not provide sealed corridors and only relented when the
 Government said they had to.


The public has a right to challenge All Aboard Florida's plans to threaten our wetlands,
 particularly when voters in the entire state have spoken in defense of our water resources. A
 public hearing is the proper venue. Please schedule such hearings in all areas affected by All
 Aboard Florida's plans.


Thank you for your consideration.


Sincerely,
Leslie Walton
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From: Hollis Cavner
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Trains
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:19:18 AM


I wanted to comment about the proposed addition of 32 new trains per day coming thru Tequesta and Jupiter.
As a business owner who owns a building very close to the tracks I am very concerned about the noise level of 32
 additional trains per day whether they are passenger or freight.
This will impact my resale value dramatically according to the top commercial realtors in town.
Second as a homeowner in Jupiter the congestion caused on Indiantown
 And Center street will be a nightmare trying to get to the interstate or anywhere else West of the tracks.
Third as a boater who fishes the Loxahatchee  all the time the back up at the bridge is horrible now so what is it
 going to be like when the train company  pulls this crap.
Hollis Cavner
758 N highway us 1
Tequesta
Sent from my iPhone
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From: Ed Martin
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 9:53:23 AM


Please do not allow All Aboard Florida to proceed.  It will not pass through highly populated
 areas like Boston, D.C. or New York.  It will bisect tiny towns along the Treasure Coast of
 Florida and disrupt this last bastion of the unspoiled territory.  Fly commuter plans from
 existing airports on a regular basis.  Why the big push to get from Orlando to Miami?  We
 already have in place I75, I95 and the Turnpike.  Leave the existing rail line for freight as
 intended.  That traffic will increase significantly when the Panama Canal widening is
 completed.  If you must have a fast passenger train, place it along the turnpike where people
 can embark and disembark at more locations.  Let Disney help pay for it.  Soon we will have
 self driving cars which I believe will make passenger trains obsolete.  Trains will be used to
 haul freight not people at least in this part of Florida.  Please think this one through.  It will
 effect lots of people and as we know AMTRAK is having a tough go.  Who will want to sit on a
 train with screaming kids waiting to see Mickey Mouse or listen to people yack on their cell
 phones ad infinitum when one can take his or her own car with peace and quiet and have it
 drive itself?  This is not the future, it is happening now and will be operational soon.  People
 are becoming more reclusive due to all the electronic gadgets at our disposal.  Save your
 money and make do with what is already in place and functioning adequately for a couple
 more years.  The future is not what it used to be.  AAF will be obsolete before it is completed.
 
Ed Martin
Fort Pierce, FL
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From: Bill Ingui
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Train Environmental Impact Statement
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:45:17 PM


Consider the impact on the lives of a population that is comprised of more than half elderly, who would be in need
 of doctors or access to medical treatment at the local clinics and hospitals, ALL found across the tracks that run
 along U.S. 1, the location where All Aboard Florida plans to run more than 30 high speed trains. 


Granting a federal loan or authorizing private activity bonds would be a sign that those in a position to do the most
 for the citizens along the Space and Treasure Coast, will have failed to provide "for the general welfare," as per the
 Preamble to the United States Constitution.


What was conveniently removed or perhaps never entered, was the impact statement for the stretch of rail that
 covered Vero Beach, Sebastian and any community along this 100 miles stretch.  If the citizens of these
 communities are being heard, the quiet elderly and the parents with small children, then the impact statement would
 have provided much more in detailing the weaknesses of the plan to use a single route answer to a supposed need to
 transport people and freight up-and down- the state of Florida.  On the other hand, the impact statements have been
 crafted to assure everyone that all would gain from this rail system and that there are no down-sides to the plan. 
 Any representative who accepts that statement as complete has been sadly duped and are failing their constituents
 by not asked more questions AND seeking a different mid-state / I-95 route.


The US 1 corridor is also home to hundreds of businesses, including Publix, Home Depot and Walmart, that will
 effectively lose business with thousands of its patrons choosing not to visit the stores or who would be forced to
 change their shopping patterns due to the potential of dangerous crossings.


From any simple evaluation of the impact statement prepared by the AAF consortium, the public comments and
 issues without answers has been surgically removed to make the presentation look pristine and utterly supported by
 the people.  Are you willing to take a chance on the lives and businesses of these people and their community by
 failing to demand full disclosure?


I would greatly appreciate a response to my inquiry,


Regards,
Bill Ingui
Citizen of Sebastian / JHS Educator of Civics at Sebastian Charter JHS
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From: Domenica Labbate
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Martin County Comments on AAF
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 3:56:25 PM
Attachments: 141202_FRA_AAF_Ltr.pdf


MartinCountyComments_AAF.pdf
Importance: High


Attached is Martin County’s letter and comments on the DEIS for All Aboard Florida. 
 Because of the size of the file, the comments will be sent in three emails.
Thank you,
Domenica Labbate
Martin County Board of County Commissioners
Executive Aide – District II
772.288.5421
 
 
  


"The comments and opinions expressed herein are those of the author of this message and may not reflect the policies of the Martin County Board
 of County Commissioners. Under Florida Law, email addresses are public records. If you do not want your email address released in response to a


 public records request do not send electronic mail to this entity. Instead, contact this office by phone or in writing." 


 Click here to subscribe to Martin County’s e-Newsletter
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Martin County Comments on the  
Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the  



All Aboard Florida Passenger Rail Project 



Summary of Additional Information Needed to Complete Evaluation and Comments 



1. Provide detailed information of the operation schedule and freight train staging areas so that 
impacts to traffic, air quality, businesses, public safety and emergency response can be 
evaluated.  



2. Provide 90% construction plans in order to complete the evaluation of impacts.  The 30% plans 
only show the crossings; there is no information provided between the crossings and the 
consultant has indicated that major changes are being made to 30% plans.   



3. Provide detailed information on sealed corridor improvements, i.e. fencing and landscaping. 



4. Provide mapping of trauma center locations and analysis of response and transport times. 



5. Additional information is needed for crossings to determine if the new profile grade line of the 
rail crossings will impact the connecting roadways and require regrading or plateauing the 
intersections.  



6. Provide further analysis of air quality degradation that will occur by the nearly 285% increase in 
delays at the 28 rail crossings.   



7. Provide further analysis of the intersection Level of Service at the SR-714 (SE Monterey Road) 
crossing. The DEIS does not look at the impacts to the intersection of SE Monterey Road and 
US-1 / SE Federal Highway. The DEIS also did not use the correct traffic volumes on SE 
Monterey Road. 



8. Commit to staging locations that do not block grade crossings if second track is not provided 
across the St. Lucie River. 



9. Provide Hurricane Evacuation Plan for St. Lucie River Bridge operation.  Many vessels depend 
on the protected water west of the railroad bridge for safe harbor during hurricanes. The bridge 
is locked in the down position when wind speeds reach 35 mph.  



10. Provide data on the number of allisions (navigation term – boat impacting a fixed object) that 
occur each year on the St. Lucie River Rail Bridge and Fender system. 



11. Request an assessment from Florida Fish and Wildlife Commission (FWC) on navigation hazards 
presented by the current structure and operation of the railroad bridge, as well as impact from 
increased closings in response to increased freight trains through the area.  



12. Identify preserved rare and unique upland areas (scrub).  



13. Provide discrete or site-specific information, surveys, evaluations and potential impacts to state 
listed animal and plant species.  



14. Provide impact avoidance/mitigation measures for any listed animal and plant species known to 
occur in the project area.  



15. Provide information on historic and cultural resources and include impact avoidance/mitigation 
measures. 
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16. Identify and analyze impacts to small business owners in Martin County, particularly within the 
CRA’s.  



17. Identify and provide mitigation measures for impacts to labor force mobility, particularly on 
residents who walk or bike to work.  



18. Identify and provide mitigation measures for impacts to disabled population in Martin County. 



19. Identify and provide mitigation measures for impacts to the limited English speaking population 
in the Golden Gate CRA.   



20. Identify and provide mitigation measures for the impacts of increased noise and vibration on 
elderly residents in Martin County.  



21. Identify and provide mitigation measures for impacts to minority populations in Martin County. 



22. Identify and provide mitigation measures for impacts to poverty populations in Martin County. 



23.  Identify and analyze economic impact on businesses and residents on the Okeechobee 
Waterway from Stuart to Ft. Myers.  



24. Provide St. Lucie River Bridge inspection reports and assurance that the bridge is safe for 
potential ridership of the proposed All Aboard Florida project and the citizens of Martin County.  
On November 12, 2014, the Martin County Attorney’s Office made a request to FRA under the 
Freedom of Information Act for copies of all inspection reports or other data concerning the St. 
Lucie River railroad bridge.  The request included both inspections done by or on behalf of 
Florida East Coast Railroad or any of its subsidiaries or by any other entity.  To date there has 
been no response to this request. A formal request for the inspection reports was also 
submitted to Florida East Coast Railroad through their legal counsel. 



25. Prepare a Supplemental DEIS that meets the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPS) and the 
Federal Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA).  The Supplemental DEIS should be prepared by 
a consultant who is competitively and independently selected and be based on data that is 
independently verified. 



26. Analyze the effects of climate change on the proposed project.  When the St. Lucie River Rail 
Bridge is closed, it comes within 7’ of the surface of the water.  USDOT “Policy Statement on 
Climate Change Adaption” requires USDOT to use “best-available science” and apply “risk 
management methods and tools” in assessing and planning for climate change. 



27. Provide an Alternatives Analysis for the North-South corridor that meets the requirements of 
the Code of Federal Regulations, (40 CFR, Section 1502.14).  All reasonable alternatives need to 
be explored and objectively evaluated.  The DEIS short circuited the alternatives analysis by 
narrowly defining the “purpose and need” as an intercity rail service that is “sustainable as a 
private enterprise”.  The economics of the proposed project then screened out all other 
available routes. 
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Summary of Recommendations for Public Benefit or Mitigation Measures to Offset Impacts 



1. Replace Railroad Bridge over St. Lucie River with span that has a minimum 80-foot horizontal 
clearance between fenders, double tracks and quicker cycle time.   



2. Provide Bicycle/Pedestrian facilities at all crossings.  



3. Provide at least one northbound and one southbound stop daily at a location within Martin 
County.  Annually evaluate feasibility of adding additional daily stops. 



4. Provide Supplemental Comment Period to review the 90% construction plans after they are 
released. 



5. Provide formal pedestrian crossings where there is historic and heavy foot traffic across the rail 
between crossings. 



6. Provide full, four quadrant gates and vehicle presence detection systems at all crossings so that 
locomotive engineers will have enough advanced warning to stop train before they reach the 
crossing. 



7. Provide Vessel Detection System at St. Lucie River Railroad Bridge. 



8. Provide advanced preemption at all signalized intersections. 



9. Renegotiate all grade crossing Agreements.  The 30% plans indicate that AAF will need 
easements for equipment located outside the FEC right-of-way. 



10. Provide rail corridor fencing, strategically placed wildlife crossing culverts/tunnels, and specific 
monitoring studies. 



11. Monitor the project corridor to provide assurances to the public that the mitigation actions 
implemented will adequately offset the actual project impacts that occur.  Monitoring should 
include impacts to listed plant and animal species; historic and cultural resources; disabled 
populations; small business owners; limited English speaking populations; elderly populations; 
minority populations and poverty populations.   



12. Provide grade separated crossing at key locations for emergency access and transport. 



13. Provide a bridge tender at the St. Lucie River Bridge to coordinate openings with the Dixie 
Highway (Old Roosevelt Bridge) and provide predictable hourly openings with a minimum safe 
vessel transit time of 15 minutes every hour.  The 15 minute safe vessel transit time shall not 
include the time it takes for the railroad bridge to be locked open or to be locked down. 
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Martin County Technical Review of the  
Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the 



All Aboard Florida Passenger Rail Project 
 



General Comments on Document and Process 



1. South Florida should not be included in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS).  
Phase I from West Palm Beach to Miami has already received a Finding of No Significant Impact 
(FONSI). The benefits to South Florida should not be utilized to mitigate the negative impacts to 
the Treasure Coast. 



2. The DEIS is based on data that was provided by All Aboard Florida (AAF). Martin County was 
never contacted about providing accurate data that the County has available. 



3. Conflicting data is presented in the Summary, the DEIS and the Appendix that does not match 
substantiated data collected by County. 



4. Some of the documents in the Appendix do not identify the source.  



5. Use of an average speed in the DEIS of 76.96 miles per hour through Martin County is 
misleading.  The speed through Hobe Sound, Salerno, Golden Gate and Jensen is 110 mph.  The 
average speed was calculated by factoring in the lower speeds north of downtown Stuart 
where the trains will slow down as they approach the curve.  



6. The County cannot fully evaluate the impacts when only 30% construction plans of the grade 
crossings have been issued. Furthermore, no information has been provided on what happens 
between crossings.  90% plans are not scheduled to be released until mid-December, which is 
after the December 3rd deadline for comments on the DEIS.  



7. At the Public Meeting on October 30, 2014, the consultant who is preparing the 90% plans 
indicated that there are significant changes being made to the plans including where the 
corridor will have triple tracks.  Martin County and the public should be given an opportunity to 
review and comment on the 90% plans prior to the Federal Rail Administration’s (FRA’s) release 
of the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS). 
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Transportation 



1. If a second track is not provided over the St. Lucie River, commit that the staging of freight 
trains for passage of the passenger trains will occur where there are no highway crossings.  For 
northbound freight, there is nearly 11,000 feet between the crossings at SE Seaward Street and 
SE Indian Street.  For southbound freight traffic, there is nearly 10,500 feet between NE 
Palmetto Avenue and CR-707 (NE Dixie Highway). 



2. Provide pedestrian crossings and gates at all existing highway crossings.  There are 28 crossings 
in Martin County, only 10 have pedestrian facilities in place (see Exhibit A _ Pedestrian 
Crossings). 



3. The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) is proposing construction of approximately 
4.5 miles of a 12-foot wide multi-use path trail within Jonathan Dickinson State Park along the 
Old Dixie Highway roadbed.  The path will cross the tracks; ensure gates are installed 
appropriately. 



4. Provide documentation for incorporating, at every highway crossing, safety upgrades such as: 
flashing lights; signage and pavement markings; median barriers; FEC-maintained vehicle 
presence detection; and a four quadrant gate that blocks both sides of each traffic lane.  The 
30% plans do not incorporate these upgrades. 



5. Provide detailed construction plans that document the modifications necessary to ensure safe 
pre-emption of vehicular traffic at all crossings where traffic signals are located at an adjacent 
intersection (both during and after construction).  Provide advanced pre-emption or an analysis 
that documents advanced pre-emption is not warranted. 



6. School traffic on SE Bridge Road queues at the traffic signal at SE Gomez Avenue in the morning 
when school is in session.  In addition to traffic created by student drop offs at the two schools, 
service workers travel eastbound on SE Bridge Road in the morning to work on Jupiter Island.  
The traffic often queues over the tracks and remains stationary through several signal cycles. 
Provide FEC-maintained vehicle presence detection. 



        
SE Bridge Road – Queued traffic on rail while pedestrian walks by 
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SE Bridge Road – Queued traffic on rail 



7. During the Martin County Field Diagnostic site visits on February 28th, there were several 
instances in the Hobe Sound area where vehicles stopped on the crossing over SE Dixie 
Highway with boat trailers or yard trailers extending over the tracks.  Provide appropriate 
sensors and safety devices to prevent vehicles from getting trapped between gates. 



8. Given the addition of the second track at nearly all of the highway grade crossings the R8-8 (DO 
NOT STOP ON TRACK) sign should be placed on the near side of the tracks rather than the far 
side. 



9. Provide further analysis of air quality degradation that will occur as a result of the 285% 
increase in delay at the 28 rail crossings.  The average delay at the crossings today is 2.9 
minutes per hour and that the proposal anticipates 8.3 minutes per hour.  Over 2,900 vehicles 
pass through the intersection of SR-714 (SE Monterey Road) and CR-A1A (SE Dixie Highway) 
during peak hour.  How many of these will experience further delay?  What effect will the delay 
have on the air quality? 



 



 



Time to 
activate 
& close 
the gate 
(sec) 



Avg. 
train 



length 
(ft) 



Avg. 
train 



Speed 
(mph) 



Time 
to 



clear 
(sec) 



Time 
to 



raise 
gate 
(sec) 



Avg. 
time to 
activate 
& clear 



(sec) 



Cross 
per 
day 



Closure 
(min 
/day) 



Cross 
per 



hour 



Max 
delay 
per 



hour 
(min) 



 2019 No Action 
Freight 30 8150 32 174 15 219 14 51 1 3.6 125% 



2019 
Freight 30 8150 37 150 15 195 22 72 2 6.5 



 
Passenger 30 900 80 8 15 53 32 28 2 1.8 



 
        



100 
 



8.3 283% 
2014 



Freight 30 6100 32 130 15 175 14 41 1 2.9 
  



10. Provide further analysis of the Level of Service (LOS) at intersections.  The DEIS analyzed the SR-
714 (SE Monterey Road) rail crossing independent of increased degradation of the intersection 
LOS on SR-714 (SE Monterey Road) at SR-5 (US-1 / SE Federal Highway), which is less than a 
quarter-mile away.  The proposed second track and siding will further shorten this offset.  
During the peak hour in 2013, there were over 2,900 vehicles passing through the intersection 
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of SE Monterey Road and SE Dixie Highway and 6,000 vehicles passing through the intersection 
of SE Monterey Road and US-1 / SE Federal Highway.  Today’s freight train passages at SE Dixie 
Highway require preemption of the traffic signal at US-1 / Federal Highway.  Furthermore, the 
analysis in the DEIS is based on AADTs for the arterial corridors that are not published by 
Martin County.  The 2013 AADT was 23,400 on SE Monterey Road and 21,500 on SE Indian 
Street.  The 2019 projected volumes should be used in the analysis (22,500 and 25,300, 
respectively).  These volumes are significantly higher than the volumes analyzed (see Exhibit B –
Annual Average Daily Traffic at FEC crossings).  



11. There is historic and heavy improvised foot traffic across the rail in several locations where 
residential communities gain access to commercial services.  Given the anticipated passenger 
rail speeds of 110 mph, provide safe and formal pedestrian crossings at these locations.  



12. Provide detailed profile grade lines of the roadway crossings; it must be determined whether 
adjacent intersections will have to be raised or plateaued to accommodate the addition of the 
second track. 



13. The Track Chart in Appendix 3.3B-4 has a note at Mile Marker 268+3364 (SE Dixie Highway at 
the VFW crossing) “LOOK TO CLOSE”.  SE Dixie at Highway is designated SR A1A; this is a County 
Road and closing the road/crossing at this location is not an option. 



14. In addition to incorporating the safety upgrades identified above, revise the plan sheets as 
follows: 



Sheet 
No. Revision 



24-D 



1. change reference from City of Jensen Beach to Unincorporated Martin County 
2. rotate the proposed gates so they are parallel with the tracks 
3. relocate the proposed gate so it is within the FEC right-of-way or provide 



documentation from the Florida Inland Navigation District that they will permit 
the placement of the gate at the proposed location 



25-D 1. change reference from City of Jensen Beach to Unincorporated Martin County 
2. rotate the proposed gates so they are parallel with the tracks 



26-D 1. change reference from City of Jensen Beach to Unincorporated Martin County 



27-D 



1. change reference from City of Jenson Beach to Unincorporated Martin County 
2. correct the spelling of NE Jensen Beach Boulevard 
3. relocate the proposed gates so they are within FEC right-of-way or negotiate a 



lease agreement with Martin County for placement within its right-of-way  
28-D 1. change reference from City of Jensen Beach to Town of Ocean Breeze 
29-D 1. change reference from City of Jensen Beach to Unincorporated Martin County 



30-D 
1. change reference from City of Jensen Beach to Unincorporated Martin County 
2. remove reference to SR A1A 
3. rotate the existing and proposed gates so they are parallel with the tracks 



31-D 1. change reference from City of Jensen Beach to City of Stuart 
33-D 1. change reference from SW 2nd Street to SW Joan Jefferson Way 



34-D 
1. remove reference to SR A1A 
2. rotate the proposed gates so they are parallel with the tracks and within FEC 



right-of-way  
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Sheet 
No. Revision 



35-D 
1. rotate the proposed gates and cantilever so they are parallel with the tracks and 



also provides a guard for the pedestrian traffic that crosses CR-A1A (SE Dixie 
Highway) through the channelizing right turn island 



36-D 1. consider the installation of a queue cutter on SE Florida Street for westbound 
traffic 



2. change reference from SR A1A to CR-A1A 



37-D 1. rotate the proposed gates so they are parallel with the tracks 
2. change reference from SR A1A to CR-A1A 



38-D 



1. change reference from City of Stuart to Unincorporated Martin County 
2. rotate the proposed gates and cantilever so they are parallel with the tracks and 



within FEC right-of-way 
3. include pre-emption for southbound left turning traffic on SR-5 (US-1 / SE 



Federal Highway) 
4. change reference from SR A1A to CR-A1A 



39-D 



1. change reference from City of Stuart to Unincorporated Martin County 
2. rotate the proposed gates so they are parallel with the tracks and within FEC 



right-of-way 
3. consider the installation of a queue cutter on SE Florida Street for westbound 



traffic 
40-D 1. change reference from City of Stuart to Unincorporated Martin County 
41-D 1. change reference from City of Stuart to Unincorporated Martin County 



42-D 1. change reference from City of Stuart to Unincorporated Martin County 
2. rotate the proposed gate so it is parallel with the tracks 



43-D 
1. change reference from City of Stuart to Unincorporated Martin County 
2. rotate the proposed gate and cantilever so they are parallel with the tracks and 



with FEC right-of-way  



44-D 
1. change reference from City of Stuart to Unincorporated Martin County 
2. rotate the proposed gate so it is parallel with the tracks 
3. change reference from SR A1A to CR-A1A 



45-D 
1. change reference from City of Hobe Sound to Unincorporated Martin County 
2. consider the installation of a queue cutter on SE Osprey Street for westbound 



traffic 
3. change reference from SR A1A to CR-A1A 



46-D 1. change reference from City of Hobe Sound to Unincorporated Martin County 



47-D 1. change reference from City of Hobe Sound to Unincorporated Martin County 
2. consider the installation of a queue cutter on SE Pettway Street for westbound 



traffic 
48-D 1. change reference from City of Hobe Sound to Unincorporated Martin County 



49-D 1. change reference from City of Hobe Sound to Unincorporated Martin County 
2. change reference from SR A1A to CR-A1A 



50-D 1. change reference from City of Hobe Sound to Unincorporated Martin County 
51-D 1. change reference from City of Jupiter to Town of 
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Navigation 



1. Table 5.1-1 in the Navigation Discipline Report in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS) Appendix has incorrect information. The horizontal clearance between the fenders of the 
Dixie Highway Bridge No. 89003 (Old Roosevelt Bridge) is 80 feet; the table indicates 58 feet. 
The horizontal clearance between the fenders of the St. Lucie River Rail Bridge is 
approximately 40 feet; the table indicates 50 feet. 



 
Horizontal Clearance 



2. The channel for the Rail Bridge and the two vehicular bridges are skewed making navigation 
difficult.  



3. Two-way boat traffic is able to navigate under the New Roosevelt Bridge (US-1 / SW Federal 
Highway) and under the Old Roosevelt Bridge (SW Dixie Highway); however, the Rail Bridge is 
located between these two bridges and given its horizontal clearance, boats are restricted to 
navigate in single file, which reduces the number of vessels in the queue that are able to pass 
through before the next closure; the queue will continue to increase with increase closures.   



 
Single File Traffic Through St. Lucie River Railway Bridge 



4. At the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) public meeting on October 30, 2014, a simulation 
model was displayed that was designed to be used for vehicle traffic.  The model was used to 
calculate the number of boats that would clear the Rail Bridge through each open cycle.  The 



40’ 



80’ 
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simulation showed vessels lined up “bumper to bumper” in opposite directions at the closed 
Rail Bridge.  When the bridge opened the vessels traveled through the opening with 2-way 
traffic in opposite directions.  When the bridge closed the boats abruptly stopped “bumper to 
bumper” as if they were vehicles at a traffic signal. 



 
Vehicular Traffic Model used for Boat Calculations 



5. The current and the wind between the three bridges make it difficult to navigate and 
impossible to wait between the bridges.  Eastbound and westbound vessels cannot pass 
through the three bridges at the same time so one queue must clear before the other queue 
starts through the channel.   



6. The DEIS assumes that each queue, developed during a bridge closure, will be eliminated 
before the next closure cycle begins.  With a nearly three-fold increase of expected boat arrivals 
on weekend and a 1.6 increase on Fridays, this is not at all certain.  It is possible, depending on 
train schedules for one queue to feed into another, creating a major navigation hazard. 



7. The DEIS reports an average daily vessel arrival of 157 per day passing through the Rail Bridge.  
Martin County Engineering’s independent study showed a daily vessel count of 243 vessels per 
day. 



8. The DEIS states that the data collected represents about 21 days of data from peak vessel traffic 
seasons, however data collected at the Loxahatchee Railroad Bridge shows no difference in 
vessel traffic between seasons or months.  The inference here is that the data represents the 
most active time period, which is at odds with Martin County’s findings. 



9. Martin County began data collection in early July, 2014, producing over 120 days of data at the 
time of this review (see Exhibit C - Vessel Traffic Data).  The data tracks well with the data 
collected for the Loxahatchee River Bridge, and indicate that there are over 450 boats per day on 
weekends and over 250 boats per day on Fridays.  Boat counts reflect traffic during daylight hours 
only and therefore under count total boat traffic.  Peak travel hours are from 10 AM to 5 PM, 
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however substantial boat traffic is seen between 6 AM and 8 PM daily. In contrast, the DEIS 
states:  “vessel traffic data show an average of 102 vessel crossings per day (Min=28; Max=263) 
from Monday to Friday, compared to about 315 vessels (Min=157; Max=413) per day on a 
weekend. Sundays had the most vessel activity, with a range of 296 to 395 vessel counts” (DEIS 
overall average is computed as 121 boats/day compared to actual average of 235 boats/day). 



10. Interpolating from the DEIS reported average of 157 boats per day to the measured 450 boats 
per day on weekends and using the reported information in table 5.1.3.4, the expected number 
of recreational boats with a wait time would be 2.9 times the reported number of 63 boats or a 
total of 180 boats.   



11. The DEIS estimated queue lengths of 10 boats maximum based on an estimate of 157 boat 
arrivals per day. The measured 450 boats per weekend day would result in expected queue 
length of 29 boats.  Accurate information is needed on how long it takes for 29 boats to clear 
the Rail Bridge.   



12. The DEIS discounts the economic impact on marine industries, however if one assumes that 
customers of marinas and boatyards lying west of the St. Lucie Railroad Bridge follow the 
boating pattern documented in Martin County’s boat survey, then it is reasonable to conclude 
these facilities west of the bridge will have a much reduced value to patrons, and experience a 
loss of revenue greater than calculated in the DEIS. 



13. Table 5.1.3.12 shows an increased cost of $491/day to recreational marine industries, based on 
157 boats per day.  The 235 boats per day actual average and 450 boats per day actual average 
on weekends will increase this daily cost substantially. 



14. Section 5.1.3.3 states “Individual commercial vessels could potentially experience an increase in 
vessel queue times at the St. Lucie River Bridge. However, there are very few commercial 
destinations on the St. Lucie River”.  State marina registration data indicates there are 
approximately 2,200 slips available in private marinas, with up to 2,000 dry storage slips in 
Martin and St. Lucie counties (see Waterways Plan for Martin and St. Lucie Counties available 
on Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council 
website http://www.tcrpc.org/special_projects_.htm ). 



15. Proposed mitigation in Section 7.2.2 of the DEIS includes public access to set train schedules 
with notification signals and countdown clocks to allow boaters to plan trips to avoid wait times 
and frustration.  The measured counts of 450 boats per day on weekends and 250 boats on 
Friday will create queues in the morning that might be sustained throughout the day, 
eliminating the value of the proposed mitigation.  The set schedules will result in boaters lining 
up and jockeying for position during peak hours.  This will create a hazardous condition for 
boaters. 



16. Table 7.2-2 lists the following mitigation measure without further explanation, “Manage train 
schedules to minimize bridge closures.”  If freight trains are staged or slowed down to let 
passenger rail trains pass during one rail bridge closure, there would be impacts to traffic and 
emergency response times.  More information is needed on mitigation measures in order to 
evaluate the impacts to navigation and the impacts to delays at grade crossings. 



17. The narrow 40-foot horizontal clearance of the Rail Bridge restricts barge traffic across the state 
of Florida through Lake Okeechobee.  The Okeechobee Waterway is part of the Emerging 
Strategic Intermodal System (SIS) and the narrow bridge opening limits the width of barges that 
can navigate through the opening.   





http://www.tcrpc.org/special_projects_.htm
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18. McCulley Marine Services, Inc. (see Exhibit D – Letter from McCulley Marine Services, Inc.) 
states, “The Florida East Coast Railroad Bridge and the Roosevelt Bridge both share mile marker 
7.4.  These bridges are only 200 feet apart and are offset by more than ten degrees.  A tug and 
tow making the passage must wait for ideal tidal conditions, specifically slack tide, in order to 
pass safely.  Slack tide conditions allow for only a twenty minute window, four times per day.  
The anticipated schedule for the rail service may make the bridge impassable to a tug and tow.  
This would be in violation of the bridge’s permit and is a violation of 33 U.S. Code § 512, which 
reads “No bridge shall at any time unreasonably obstruct the free navigation of any navigable 
waters of the United States.” 



19. The Rail Bridge was constructed in 1926. It is approximately the same age as the railroad bridge 
in Jacksonville that has been experiencing extended periods of lockdown.  Increased closures of 
the bridge will lead to more gear failures and increase the risk of lockdown. 



20. Martin County has requested copies of inspection reports for the Rail Bridge over the St. Lucie 
River. The request has been rejected. Martin County requests that the FRA verify the safety of 
the Rail Bridge. The County also requests that the FRA verify that the bridge will be able to 
handle the increased traffic and increased number of openings without significant breakdowns 
and disruptions to navigation. 



 
Condition of St. Lucie River Railroad Bridge Built in 1926 



21. Section 4(f) Findings in Section 6.5 of the DEIS with regard to historic resources state,  



“There is no feasible and prudent alternative to the demolition of the Eau Gallie River and St. 
Sebastian River bridges. New bridges are required at these locations to upgrade these crossings 
to double track crossings, and retaining the bridges presents an unacceptable safety risk to 
navigation of vessels on the waterways below.”  



This same argument should be applied to the St. Lucie River Railroad Bridge, which is currently 
an obstruction and hazard to navigation.  The proposed passenger rail project will compound 
problems that already exist today at this bridge. 



22. The Florida Department of Environmental Protection has confirmed the Board of Trustees of 
the Internal Improvement Trust Fund of the State of Florida owns the submerged lands of the 
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St. Lucie River at the location of the Rail Bridge.  A Submerged Land Lease would have to be 
acquired prior to replacing the bridge. 



23. The Realtor Association of Martin County estimates that there will be “anywhere from 13 to 
nearly 17 hours per day in delay time to boat traffic”. (See Exhibit O – Letter from Realtor 
Association of Martin County.) 
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Public Health & Safety 



1. The increase in trains commuting through Martin County will impact Fire Rescue’s response 
times.  There are several large communities served by Fire Rescue Stations which must cross 
the track to provide essential services.  These communities include Jupiter Island, Hobe Sound, 
Port Salerno, Jensen Beach and South County.  In 2013, Fire Rescue crossed railroad tracks 
approximately 6,624 times while responding to incidents, approximately 4,112 times when 
transporting to area hospitals, for a total of 10,736 times.  This data does not include units 
returning to quarters or responding to other incidents which required crossing a railroad track. 



2. Fire Rescue experienced railroad crossing delays 140 times per year in 2013 and 2014.  Based 
on the estimated increase in trains, those delays could reach 680 times per year.  These delays 
occur during response to emergencies and while transporting sick or injured patients to 
hospitals.  These delays could significantly impact service levels adopted by the County to 
respond to emergencies in the community.   



3. Current service levels for Martin County are basic life support and fire suppression within 6 
minutes, 90% of the time, and advanced life support services within 8 minutes, 90% of the time.  
Estimated railroad crossing closures of 100 minutes per day will impact services provided in the 
community.  Survivability of patients decreases with each minute that services are delayed. 



4. Martin Medical Center serves as the main hospital for Martin County.  This facility provides 
cardiac intervention, primary stroke care, and treatment to trauma patients who cannot safely 
be transported to a trauma center.  This facility is divided from the majority of the population 
by a railroad.  Delays in transporting patients to this facility would significantly increase.  In 
2013, over 4,100 patients had to be transported over a railroad track to reach their hospital. 



5. Martin County neighbors the St. Lucie Nuclear Power Plant and must have plans to rapidly 
evacuate residents, in the Emergency Planning zone, if a plant emergency occurs.  Due to 
population density east of the current coastal railway, evacuation times for local emergencies 
would be greatly increased with railroad crossings being closed.    All evacuation routes from 
the affected area are crossed by a railroad. 



6. Estimated evacuation of the north Jensen Beach and Hutchinson Island Emergency Planning 
Zone shows an optimal time of 5.5 hrs.  This evacuation would be impeded by the increased 
train operations, affecting evacuation times by as much as an additional 45 minutes. 



7. Commuter trains historically have experienced accidents in the first year of operation.  SunRail 
had 5 mishaps in the first 5 months of operation.  SunRail operates at speeds between 30 and 
79 mph, with an average speed of 33 mph. 



8. A sealed corridor will direct pedestrians to cross at grade crossings.  There are currently no 
pedestrian facilities at ten (10) of the 28 track crossings in Martin County.  Pedestrians and 
bicyclists will be directed to cross the rail in the roadway increasing probability of pedestrian 
injuries and fatalities. 



9. Pedestrians will have difficulty judging the time it will take for the train to reach their location 
when some trains are traveling at lower speeds and some are train traveling at 110miles/hour 
(1.8 miles/minute). 



10. Properties east of the track will be difficult to evacuate if there is a hazardous material spill or 
leak in the rail corridor.  Develop an emergency response and evacuation plan in coordination 
with Martin County Emergency Management.   
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11. Martin County removed contaminated soil from the Martin County Courthouse parking lot in 
downtown Stuart during the summer of 2013.  The contaminated material that extended into 
the FEC right-of-way was beyond the scope of work and remains in place.  Include removal of 
the contaminated material as part of the project. 
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Environmental 



General 
1. In many instances of analyses requiring calculations (e.g. waterborne navigation impacts and 



waterborne and roadway crossing wait times), the DEIS uses an arithmetic mean as a major key 
factor. This is in direct opposition to accepted statistical methodologies, in particular due to the 
project-specific factors. Existing single event conditions (freight trains) are statistically and 
characteristically significantly different and discrete from the proposed additional event 
conditions (passenger trains). The combination of these discrete events will not result in a 
hybrid event equivalent to the arithmetic mean under any circumstances, and should therefore 
not be combined for analysis.  Due to the scope of the project and the potential severity of 
effects to such a large proportion of the public, appropriate transportation industry-accepted 
statistical methodologies, or actual raw data, must be used for accuracy.   



2. The Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) is incomplete in consideration of 
environmental, wetland and wildlife impacts. All Aboard Florida (AAF) should include an 
evaluation of proposed impacts and compensatory mitigation actions for impacts that will occur 
to wetlands, conservation uplands including rare and unique scrub areas, and wildlife including 
all state-listed animal and plant species.   Once the impacts are evaluated and quantified, AAF 
should consider, at a minimum, the following mitigation and monitoring elements to offset 
anticipated natural resource impacts:  rail corridor fencing; strategically placed wildlife crossing 
culverts/tunnels; and specific monitoring studies. 



Air Quality & Vehicle Emissions 
1. Although the DEIS claims a net regional air quality benefit with all alternatives (and it should be 



noted, no hot-spot modeling evaluation was completed), in reality, the air quality impacts will 
be redistributed and concentrated in areas where increased number and duration of crossing 
closures will occur, including Martin County.   



2. In the “Air Quality” section, there is an overall disregard for localized impacts through claiming 
more “regional” benefits.  This claimed “benefit” regionally is at the expense of local 
community air quality. 



Land Use, Noise & Vibration 
1. The DEIS has not addressed the potential noise and vibration effects to the conservation areas 



and passive parks within or adjacent to the project. The High-Speed Ground Transportation 
Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment, by the USDOT Federal Railroad Administration states 
on Page 3-8, Section 3.2.1 that, “While parks are considered in general to be noise-sensitive 
sites, in some cases actual noise sensitivity depends on how the park is being used. Parks used 
for passive purposes such as reading, meditation, and conversation would be considered more 
noise-sensitive than ones used for sports or other active recreational pursuits.”  The DEIS has 
not included evaluation of potential impacts to the passive parks in proximity to the project, 
including Jonathan Dickenson State Park (JD Park).  Furthermore, the DEIS has identified that 
available research and data regarding impacts to wildlife from high-speed rail noise and 
vibration effects is minimal and/or unavailable.  



2. This project clearly provides an ideal opportunity for AAF to perform pre- and post-project 
monitoring in areas where there is currently no rail operation (E-W corridor) and in areas where 
there is currently conventional rail operation only (N-S corridor, JD Park) to study and quantify 
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potential effects that have so far not been studied.  Provide such a monitoring study, especially 
since the DEIS clearly identifies this as an issue in need of additional information.  



Water Resources and Coastal Zone 
The Attachments includes the following Exhibits that provide information on resources in the Coastal 
Zone. 



Exhibit E - Conservation Lands Map 



Exhibit F - East Coast Greenway Corridor Alignment  



Exhibit G - Jonathan Dickinson State Park Land Use Plan 



Exhibit H - Martin County Banded Scrub Jays Map 



Exhibit I - Scrub Habitat and Scrub Jay Points Map 



Exhibit J - East Coast Greenway Seabranch State Park, Gopher Tortoise Burrow Locations 



Exhibit K1 - Florida Scrub Jay Survey, CR-A1A / SE Dixie Highway Bike Lanes 



Exhibit K2 - Florida Scrub Jay Survey, Jonathan Dickinson State Park 



Exhibit Q - Endangered Florida Perforate Cladonia (Reindeer Lichen) 



Exhibit R - Endangered Mycteria Americana (Wood Stork) 



Exhibit S – Imperiled Species in Jonathan Dickenson State Park 



Wild and Scenic River 
1. Potential impacts to the Northwest Fork of Loxahatchee Wild and Scenic River have been 



notably disregarded based on proximity alone.  It is widely known that the entire Loxahatchee 
River watershed ecological complex, including the Wild and Scenic River, provides outstanding 
habitat for numerous avian species, including endangered, threatened, and migratory bird 
species.  Birds do not contain themselves within the boundaries of the Wild and Scenic corridor.  
They travel throughout the area, including within the FEC corridor.   



2. It is unknown what impact additional trains traveling at a high speed through the area could 
have on avian species as they traverse for feeding, breeding, and nesting activities, or the 
potential for trains to physically come into contact with them.  In the “Air Quality” section, the 
DEIS claims benefits at a regional scale, however, in this section, there is no consideration given 
to regional impacts to wildlife species, particularly avian species, from this project. To assume 
there is no impact does not fulfill the purposes of the DEIS. 



Floodplain & Wetlands 
1. Overall impacts to wetlands and other biological / natural resources are significant under all 



alternatives.  Although some of the impacts may be permitted and allowed to be mitigated for, 
the DEIS does not adequately compile the impacts into a sufficient regional assessment to 
consider the additive and cumulative effects of the project. 



2. There is insufficient data for evaluation of wetland impacts and/or mitigation. No actual 
quantification of wetland impacts, direct or secondary is provided.  Appendix 4.3.3-A Location 
of Impacted Wetlands is only for E-W segment. No maps are provided for N-S corridor and 
Martin County.  Wetlands are located within the proposed area of impact. The DEIS indicated 
that wetlands have been identified and characterized utilizing “readily available data” including 
Florida Land Use and Cover Classification System (FLUCCS), which is a broad high-level general 
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land use survey map for initial informational/planning uses. All federal and state wetland 
delineations require field verification.  It appears that AAF is relying upon inaccurate FLUCCS 
maps (see Exhibit L - Florida Land Use and Cover Classification System (FLUCCS) Map).  



3. DEIS states in Methodology section 4.3.3.1, page 4-65 that, “In addition, field delineations were 
conducted…” and “These delineation provided field confirmation for the occurrence of wetland 
and surface waters…”, but no field dates, notes, reports or maps are provided for the N-S 
corridor of the project including Martin County. Additionally, DIES states in section 4.3.3, “AAF 
has not yet submitted its application for Section 404 authorization to USACE.” Wetland impacts 
are to be evaluated and authorized by both the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and 
Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP) for Federal and State authorization, 
respectively. No information on these evaluations provided beyond those encompassing the 
surface water creeks/waterways as noted in Appendix 5.3.6-B1. Appropriate mitigation to 
offset wetland impacts cannot be determined until actual impacts are quantified and mitigation 
proposals are demonstrated to offset the proposed impacts. 



Threatened & Endangered Species 
1. The DIES fails to identify preserved rare and unique upland areas (scrub) in many places. 



Misidentification of areas as developed/urban when many of these areas, due to Martin 
County’s Comprehensive Growth Management Plan development requirements, have native 
upland and wetland habitat preservation areas, often including rare and unique upland (scrub) 
as identified in recorded documents Preserve Area Management Plans (PAMPs). The DEIS also 
does not address all listed species known to occur in Martin County.  The US Fish and Wildlife 
Service (USFWS) and USACE reviews of federally listed animal species only have been provided. 
Multiple state listed animal and plant species, in addition to the federally listed animal species, 
occur throughout the project area. Information regarding these protected species is readily 
available through the FDEP, the Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services 
(FDACS), and the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission (FWC) and has not been 
addressed in the DEIS to any degree, although the project summary briefly identifies that some 
of the species of state concern are recorded within the project area.  



2. Appendix 4.3.6-A Rare Species Survey indicates that in Martin County, Scrub-Jays were only 
observed within the railroad right-of-way within JD Park and other sensitive conservation areas 
containing suitable habitat. The survey points were performed only immediately along the 
tracks and did not consist of statistically sufficient data points to determine the absence of the 
species in the areas where no presence was recorded during the survey. The areas surveyed 
were not consistent with the areas noted within the North/South Florida Scrub-Jay Consultation 
Area Map located on Page 6 of Appendix 4.3.6-B. The surveys should be expanded in order to 
provide statistically sound data for impact evaluations. Even with the very limited sampling of 
the habitat area, the survey noted that at least one individual did cross the tracks and that 
multiple individuals were sighted from the project area and did flee upon the approach of a 
freight train. However, the surveyors also noted that the train horn was sounded due to the 
presence of the surveyors and a horn sounding would not occur if persons were not present.  



3. The Federal finding noted in Appendix 5.3.6-B2 by USACE was that the proposed rail addition 
“may affect, not likely to adversely affect” Florida scrub-jay. The same findings applied to the 
Blue-tailed mole skink and Florida sand skink are similarly based upon information currently 
available which appears to be based upon the presence of suitable habitat as noted on the 
FLUCCS maps only and is conditioned by the statement “Additional surveys are being 
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completed by the applicant…” in Appendices 5.3.6-B3 through 5.3.6-B5. No discrete or site-
specific information, surveys, evaluations or proposals are provided for the state listed species. 
No finding by any relevant state agencies regarding potential impacts to state listed species, not 
addressed at the federal level but mentioned in page S-15 of the DEIS, have been provided. No 
impacts or mitigation measures have been evaluated by AAF for the state listed (non-federal) 
animals and plants which have been officially recorded in the project area that may be affected 
by the project. Particular listed species of concern have been omitted from the plant species 
appendices (4.3.3-A1 and 4.3.3-A2), such as the four-petal paw paw. Additionally, the state and 
federally listed American alligator is similarly omitted from any evaluation or discussion.  Not 
enough information has been provided to fully evaluate the exclusion of key species or habitats, 
so the examples are singly noticed and not meant to be exclusive. The DEIS should provide full 
background information including readily available state species lists and preferred habitat 
maps. 



4. The DEIS states that “The USACE, the lead federal agency for Endangered Species Act (ESA) 
compliance, assessed the effects of the Project on federally listed species.  The USACE found 
that the Project is ‘not likely to adversely affect’ the wood stork, the eastern indigo snake, the 
West Indian manatee, and the Florida scrub jay; and may affect, but is not likely to adversely 
affect, the blue-tailed mole skink or the Florida sand skink.  United States Fish and Wildlife 
Service (USFWS) and National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) have concurred with this 
finding.”  The USFWS and NOAA / NMFS are the federal agencies designated for administering 
the ESA, not the USACE.   For any agency other than the USFWS and NOAA/NMFS to take the 
lead on threatened and endangered species issues related to a project of this size and scope is 
inappropriate, irresponsible, and very likely an inaccurate assessment of the true wildlife 
impacts.   



5. Page 5-121 of the DEIS states that the project “May effect [sic], but is not likely to adversely 
impact the Florida scrub-jay.  Habitat documented to be used by this species is outside of the 
proposed work area.”  This statement is an example of USACE’s inability to fairly and accurately 
assess impacts to threatened and endangered species.  This proposed project traverses directly 
through Florida scrub-jay critical habitat, through Jonathan Dickinson State Park, Hobe Sound 
National Wildlife Refuge, and Savannas State Preserve just to name a few.  Impacts to Florida 
scrub-jays are certain.  Many other species threatened, endangered and otherwise, will also 
most certainly be impacted by this project through crossing impacts alone.   



6. Impact avoidance/mitigation measures are not provided for any listed plant species known to 
occur in the project area. Mitigation is not proposed for any potentially affected state-listed 
upland animal species. Although a wildlife crossing is proposed for the E-W project corridor, no 
wildlife crossings are proposed for the N-S corridor, which, by design, will be experiencing the 
same cumulative increase in impacts as the E-W corridor during the operational phase. The 
existence of current event generated impacts does not inherently invalidate any and all future 
impacts, which must be scientifically quantified before determining significance. Appendix 
5.3.6-A1 acknowledges that potential actions are to consider installing fencing along the 
corridor to prevent scrub-jay collisions but that fencing may impede other species. However, 
this impediment could be mitigated by the provision of wildlife crossing structures. Based upon 
the significant increase in number of train passages/events and the significantly increased 
speeds of those events, the project is likely to result in impacts to wildlife above and beyond 
the existing rail operations. The DEIS has not provided any information to demonstrate no 
increase in impacts or to quantify potential impacts.  
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7. Additional information is needed on impact where curvature of rail will be needed, specifically 
impact to scrub jay and gopher tortoises (see Exhibit J - Gopher Tortoise Burrow Locations and 
Exhibit K - Scrub Jay Survey).  



     
8. The meeting minutes referenced in Appendix 5.3.6-A indicate that one of the “solutions” for 



Florida scrub-jay impacts is fencing.  Fencing would only exacerbate other wildlife impacts, 
especially in areas where prescribed fire is frequently used as a habitat management tool.  
Animals would be trapped from crossing where they need to for numerous purposes with 
fencing in place.  Additional trains will increase the risk for all wildlife. 



9. This entire DEIS process is based on an incomplete wildlife assessment by an agency (USACE) 
whose mission does not include ESA administration.  The entire portion of the DEIS that 
assessed potential impacts to wildlife should be re-done, by the correct lead agency (USFWS), 
taking into account the entire regional impacts to wildlife species, including but not limited to 
crossing impacts, regional and sub-regional migration, habitat fragmentation, loss of habitat, 
etc.  The wildlife impact assessment of the DEIS is woefully inadequate, and to come to the 
conclusion that in almost all cases there would be “no adverse impact” with any of the 
alternatives is an example of either the consulting agency’s inexperience / inability to consult 
on wildlife impacts, or a conscious disregard for existing law and the resources protected under 
the ESA.  From the meeting minutes referenced in Appendix 5.3.6-A, it seems that all federal 
agency personnel who discussed wildlife impacts did so without regard to cumulative and 
regional impacts. 



10. The “Imperiled Species” section (pp 46- 55) of the Jonathan Dickenson State Park Management 
Plan (See Exhibit S) identifies flora species that that are designated as “Endangered” by the 
federal government (i.e., four-petal paw-paw, perforated reindeer lichen and Small’s milkwort) 
and which therefore should have been analyzed in the DEIS).  The plan was updated during 
2011-2012, and approved on June 15, 2012.   



11. Many of the other imperiled species that are identified in Table 2 (See Exhibit S) and described 
in pp 47 – 53 are wetland dependent.  Because the existing FEC tracks, which are to be widened 
to double or triple-tracks in JDSP also traverse wetlands, and because no information is 
provided on the potential impacts on wetlands within the North-South stretch of the AAF 
project, potential adverse impacts on wetland-dependent threatened and endangered species 
should be addressed in the EIS. 











24 
 



12. Page 3-6 of the DEIS identifies that the listed species assessment did not include an evaluation 
of plants.  It certainly should have, as the proposed changes to the existing rail line could have 
an adverse effect on any of these species – particularly if the widened tracks and frequency of 
their use negatively affect Jonathan Dickenson State Park’s ability to implement their fire 
management protocols. 



13. The Institute of Systematic Botany has a searchable website called the Atlas of Florida Vascular 
Plants http://florida.plantatlas.usf.edu/Default.aspx.  All plant species that are designated by 
the state as threatened or endangered which are known to occur in Martin County, can be 
found on the website   Tillandsia balbisiana (FL-Threatened), Tillandsia fasciculata (FL- 
Endangered), Tillandsia flexuosa (FL-Endangered) and Tillandsia utriculata (FL-Endangered) and 
several others, all of which occur in Martin Co were not included in Table 4.3.6-5 of the DEIS.  If 
these listed plants that occur in Martin Co were omitted, I’m sure that the list for all the 
counties included in the limits of the project will be considerably longer. 



  





http://florida.plantatlas.usf.edu/Default.aspx
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Social, Economic & Community Impacts 



Environmental Justice  
1. Environmental Justice Populations in Martin County were not identified. 



a. Martin County and Stuart are excluded from Section 4.4.1 Communities and 
Demographics and 4.4.1.2 Affected Environment (Table 4.4.1-1). 



b. Martin County was not consulted and County historic resources were not included in 
Section 4.4.5-2 Designated Cultural Resources. 



2. There are 4 (four) Title I Schools located within the vicinity of the All Aboard Florida (AAF) 
project (see Exhibit M - Environmental Justice and Title 1 Schools Map).  Title I was established 
by the federal government to provide funding to local school districts to improve the academic 
achievement of disadvantaged students. “Disadvantaged” students are defined by the 
legislation as students who come from low-income families. The two largest percentages of free 
and reduced lunch recipients are from J.D. Parker (75.56%) and Port Salerno Elementary 
(62.27%). 



3. The athletic fields used by Port Salerno Elementary and Port Salerno Boys and Girls Club are 
adjacent to the rail corridor.  Analysis of the noise and vibration impacts are missing from the 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). 



 
Port Salerno Elementary and Boys & Girls Club 
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4. The playground for the Hobe Sound Early Learning Center is adjacent to the rail corridor. The 
majority of the students at the school receive free or reduced tuition.  Analysis of the noise and 
vibration impacts are missing from the DEIS. 



 
Hobe Sound Early Learning Center 



5. Analysis of Impacts to Small Business Owners is missing from DEIS. There are many small 
businesses, located within Community Redevelopment Areas (CRAs), which will be significantly 
impacted including the historic Pettway Market that is owned and operated by the Pettway 
family in Hobe Sound. 



6. Labor Force Mobility within the CRAs, where residents walk or bike to work, was not considered 



7. Impacts to the limited English speaking population in the Golden Gate CRA are not addressed. 



8. The impact of increased noise and vibration on elderly residents was not addressed.  



9. Martin County minority populations are not addressed in DEIS. East Stuart is the only minority 
area identified in Figure 5-1f in Appendix 4.4.2-A_Minority-Populations. 



10. Martin County poverty populations are not addressed. East Stuart is the only poverty 
population identified in Figure 5-2f in Appendix 4.4.2-B_Poverty Populations. 



11. A sealed corridor will direct pedestrians to cross the tracks at grade crossings.  At the 10 
crossings where there are no pedestrian facilities (see Exhibit A), people will be forced to walk 
across the rail in the roadway with vehicle traffic if not provided. 



Hobe Sound Early Learning Center 
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Family Crossing Tracks in Roadway after Trip to Pettway Market (No Pedestrian Facilities)  



 



 
Skateboarder Crossing Tracks in Roadway (No Pedestrian Facilities) 



END OF SIDEWALK 
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Bicyclists in Jonathan Dickenson State Park (No Pedestrian Facilities) 



12. Additional information is needed on the seven locations, listed on page 3-36 of the DEIS, where 
the curvature of the rail will be reduced to allow higher operating speeds. Reducing the 
curvature may reduce the vegetative buffer.  The buffer in the vicinity of Cove Road separates 
the rail from the Manatee Creek Neighborhood Park. 



 
Manatee Creek Neighborhood Park adjacent to FEC Corridor 
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Community Redevelopment Areas  



1. The FEC corridor bisects 5 (five) Community Redevelopment Areas (CRAs) that are not 
identified in the DEIS (see Exhibit M - Environmental Justice and Title 1 Schools Map). 



2. The effect of railroad traffic, noise, and vibration in the County’s five affected CRAs revealed 
distinct characteristics that show a negative deviation and disproportionate representation 
when compared to a County wide datum (see Exhibit N – Martin County Community 
Redevelopment Area Report). 



3. The Old Palm City CRA is not located near the FEC corridor, but waterfront property owners and 
residents using the Leighton Park boat ramp must pass through the St. Lucie River Railroad 
Bridge to access the Intracoastal Waterway and the St. Lucie Inlet.  The Martin County Property 
Appraiser is still evaluating the impact the increased rail bridge closures will have on Palm City 
property values. 



 
4. Under Florida law (Chapter 163, Part III), local governments are able to designate areas as 



Community Redevelopment Areas when certain conditions exist. Examples of conditions that 
can support the creation of a CRA include, but are not limited to: the presence of substandard 
or inadequate structures, a shortage of affordable housing, inadequate infrastructure, 
insufficient roadways, and inadequate parking. To document that the required conditions exist, 
the local government must survey the proposed redevelopment area and prepare a Finding of 
Necessity. If the Finding of Necessity determines that the required conditions exist, the local 
government may create a Community Redevelopment Area to provide the tools needed to 
foster and support redevelopment of the targeted area. 
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5. CRAs utilize tax increment financing (TIF) to fund capital improvements and redevelopment 
activities. The dollar value of all real property in the CRA is determined as of a fixed date, also 
known as the “frozen value.” Taxing authorities, who contribute to the tax increment, continue 
to receive property tax revenues based on the frozen value. These frozen value revenues are 
available for general government purposes. However, any tax revenues from increases in real 
property value, referred to as “increment,” are deposited into the CRA Trust Fund and 
dedicated to the redevelopment area. If property values adjacent to the rail corridor decline, 
the funding available for redevelopment will be reduced or eliminated.  



6. The potential impacts on property values within the CRA’s are analyzed in Exhibit N - Martin 
County Community Redevelopment Area Report.  The analysis reveals that the passenger rail 
project may reduce property values within the buffer areas. 



              
Salerno CRA Residence   Salerno CRA Small Business 



7. Primary modes of transportation in the CRAs are walking and bicycles.  



 
Landscape Business Adjacent to FEC Corridor in Golden Gate 
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There are several well-worn pedestrian paths across the rail corridor between destinations.  



 
Path between Golden Gate Neighborhood and Walmart 



      
Path between Hobe Sound Boys and Girl Club and Bible College 



 



8. The DEIS did not consider negative impacts to small businesses along the rail corridor in the 
CRAs. 



  



Hobe Sound Bible 



College 
Hobe Sound  



Boys and Girls Club 
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Fiscal and Economic Impact 



1. Frequency of maintenance on Class VI grade crossings was not addressed in the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). 



2. Crossing rehabilitation costs have been escalating and are not competitively bid.  The DEIS does 
not address the additional cost to maintain the new facilities and 90% plans have not been 
provided in order for Martin County to evaluate impacts. 



3. Crossing agreements are outdated and overburden the tax payer.  Martin County requests that 
FEC renegotiate all grade crossing agreements. 



4. If AAF defaults on loan, FEC gets windfall of double track without the risk. 



5. Negative impacts to Marine Industries and Tourism were not adequately addressed. 



6. The DEIS (Page 4-113) uses a study conducted in 1995 in Martin and St. Lucie Counties to 
demonstrate that between the two counties, fishing in the Indian River Lagoon contributes 
$82.1 million dollars, with boating adding an additional $12.4 million.  There is no mention that, 
in Martin County alone, it is estimated the marine industry alone has a yearly impact of over 
$500 million dollars and supports more than five thousand jobs according to data provided by 
the Martin Business Development Board, which is readily available.  



7. Reduced property values were not addressed.  The Martin County Property Appraiser provided 
the following data to the Realtor Association of Martin County to help them determine the 
impact of the project on property values (See Exhibit O – Letter from Realtor Association of 
Martin County).  There are 2,826 properties within the 400 foot buffer; 7,337 properties within 
the 1,000 foot buffer and 3,566 waterfront properties west of the St. Lucie River Rail Bridge. 



8. Reduced home sales along corridor were not addressed. 



9. Financial impact to Community Redevelopment Area Taxed Increment Financing (CRA TIF) and 
small businesses was not addressed. 



10. If County and/or cities request Quiet Zones, liability would transfer to tax payers through 
revised Agreements. 
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Demographics 



Population 
Table 4.4.1-1 on Page 4-104 does not list the City of Stuart as being crossed by the project. 



Minority Population (Page 4-108) 
The Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) report uses data from the American Community 
Survey (ACS), 2007-2011, 5-year estimates.  The ACS is a survey of a small percentage of the 
population each year.  The ACS is a 5 year estimate.  The 2010 Census data were available at the time 
data was collected (accessed August 13, 2013), which would have provided better detail than the 
ACS.  Given that AAF will run through five Community Redevelopment Areas (CRAs) with higher 
concentrations of minority, the 2010 Census data should be used for accuracy.  



Low income population (Page 4-109)   
The DEIS uses data from the ACS, 2006-2010 5-year estimates.  The 2010 Census would have 
provided a much clearer picture of poverty.  Given that AAF will run through five CRAs with higher 
concentrations of minority and low-income, the 2010 Census data should be used for accuracy.   As 
well, using this specific five year average (2006-2010) would skew the numbers further, as the 
economy took a tremendous turn in that five year period. 



Labor force (Page 4-112) 
 
See comments above.  Data was taken from the 2007-2011 5-year ACS, accessed August 13, 2013.  
This is not the best available data and not professionally acceptable. Also, the time period that is 
average is during the economic downtown. 



Marine Industry (Page 4-113) 
The DEIS uses a study conducted in 1995 in Martin and St. Lucie Counties to demonstrate that 
between the two counties, fishing in the Indian River Lagoon contributes $82.1 million dollars, with 
boating adding an additional $12.4 million.  There is no mention that, in Martin County alone, it is 
estimated the marine industry alone has a yearly impact of over $500 million dollars and supports 
more than five thousand jobs according to data provided by the Martin Business Development Board 
readily available.  
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Consistency with Comprehensive Growth Management Plan (CGMP) 



On Page 5-3 the DEIS states: 



“Martin County discusses the many positive effects of higher speed rail on transportation systems in 
its Comprehensive Growth Management Plan (Martin County, Division of Community Planning 
2013). One of the goals of the County is to develop and implement a transportation network that is 
coordinated and consistent with municipal, county, regional, state, and federal planning programs. 
Martin County desires to plan for comprehensive long‐range transportation needs, including a 
Florida higher speed railway. The County further desires to collaborate with the Florida High Speed 
Rail Authority (FHSRA) and a rail service provider to establish service between Martin County and 
nearby major regional hubs such as Port St. Lucie, Palm Beach County, and points beyond. The N‐S 
Corridor would be consistent with Martin County planning goals and objectives.” 



In Section 5.3.D.1, the Martin CGMP states: 



The frequency and length of freight trains on the main Florida East Coast Railway corridor are 
significant physical barriers that impede the level of service on most major roadways. Delays are 
usually due to long trains and track repairs. 



In the Goals, Objectives and Policies of the Martin CGMP, the following two policies address passenger 
rail. 



Policy 5.5E.2. Encourage passenger rail service. The County should encourage passenger rail service 
to Indiantown and Stuart, including Amtrak and Tri-rail, and shall explore all possible financial and 
political means to implement this policy.  



Policy 5.5E.3. Encourage commuter and intercity rail. The County shall continue to participate with 
state, regional and local agencies to encourage the establishment of commuter rail and intercity 
travel in Martin County. 



All Aboard Florida does nothing to implement these policies since there are no stops in Martin County 
to establish commuter and intercity travel. 
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Attachments 



 



Exhibit Description 



A. Martin County Pedestrian Crossings 



B. Annual Average Daily Traffic (AADT) at FEC Crossings 



C. Vessel Traffic Data, Taylor Engineering, Inc. 



D. Letter from McCulley Marine Services, Inc. dated March 12, 2014 



E. Martin County Conservation Lands Map  



F. East Coast Greenway Corridor Alignment 



G. Johnathan Dickenson State Park Land Use Plan 



H. Martin County Barded Scrub Jays Map 



I. Scrub Habitat and Scrub Jay Points Map 



J. East Coast Greenway Seabranch State Park – Gopher Tortoise Burrow Locations 



K1. Florida Scrub Jay Survey, CR-A1A / Dixie Highway Bike Lanes 



K2. Florida Scrub Jay Survey, Jonathan Dickenson State Park  



L. Florida Land Use and Cover Classification System (FLUCCS) Map 



M. Environmental Justice and Title I Schools Map 



N. Martin County Community Redevelopment Area Report 



O. Letter from Realtor Association of Martin County dated November 13, 2014 



P Letter from Florida Department of Environmental Protection dated Nov. 24, 2014 



Q Endangered Florida Perforate Cladonia (Reindeer Lichen) 



R Endangered Mycteria Americana (Wood Stork) 



S Jonathan Dickenson State Park Management Plan , Pages 46 - 55 



 



 



 



 



 



 











Exhibit A











MILE
POST



FEET LOCATION AADT



280 4653 SE COUNTY LINE ROAD 2,580                     



J DICKENSON PARK



274 3014 SE GLEASON STREET n/a



274 343 SE BRIDGE ROAD 8,072                     



272 3434 SE PETTWAY STREET n/a



271 2106 SE CROSS RIP STREET 2,455                     



270 4697 SE OSPREY STREET 1,882                     



268 3364 SE DIXIE HIGHWAY 5,692                     



267 747 SE COVE RD 12,095                   



266 4043 SE BROWARD STREET n/a



266 2943 SE SALERNO RD                                                                               7,365 



266 2427 SE SEAWARD STREET n/a



264 2081 SE INDIAN STREET 21,523                   



SE MONTEREY ROAD 23,391                   



SE DIXIE HIGHWAY 5,796                     



SE FLORIDA STREET n/a



SE DR. MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR. BOULEVARD n/a



261 3322 S COLORARO AVE 11,918                   



SW ST. LUCIE AVENUE n/a



NW FERN STREET n/a



260 145 NE ALICE STREET n/a



256 4094 NE DIXIE HIGHWAY                      5,330 



257 1804 NE PALMETTO AVENUE n/a



OCEAN BREEZE



NE JENSEN BEACH BOULEVARD 20,384                   



NE 1ST STREET n/a



255 2680 NE SKYLINE DRIVE 1,952                     



255 1593 NE COUNTY LINE ROAD n/a
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St. Lucie River Railroad Bridge Boat Count Project 



Project Summary 



Introduction 



 The Martin County Board of County Commissioners seeks to better understand the level of 



boating traffic at and around the St. Lucie River Railroad Bridge. The impetus for this derives from a plan 



by All Aboard Florida – Operations LLC (AAF) to develop passenger rail traffic between south Florida and 



Orlando. Impacts from this project include a projected additional 32 trains (made up of both 



northbound and southbound trains) crossing the St. Lucie River daily. These trips will result in additional 



bridge closings and subsequent impacts to navigation. The St. Lucie River Railroad Bridge Boat Count 



Project (Project) seeks to accurately count the number of boats passing through the bridge during 



daylight hours. The project is also collecting ancillary data associated with bridge operations. 



 



Equipment 



 The Project involves collecting and analyzing time lapse 



video of the St. Lucie River Railroad Bridge opening during daylight 



hours over a one year period. The centerpiece of the video system 



is a Brinno TLC 200 TimeLapse HD Video Camera (Figure 1). The 



relatively inexpensive camera is powered by 4 standard AA 



batteries and records data directly to removable SD format memory 



cards (32 GB max). Table 1 displays customized settings applied 



throughout the Project after some 



minor experimentation early in the 



process. The capture rate defines how 



frequently the camera records a 



frame of video – in this case every 20 



seconds. The capture rate was first 



estimated based on the camera positions and expected vessel speed through the field of view. Trial and 



error during the initial deployment confirmed that 20 seconds is the appropriate value. The camera 



automatically stitches sequential images together to produce an AVI format video file. All data are 



Figure 1. Brinno TLC 200 TimeLapse HD 
Video Camera inside ATH110 Weather 
Resistant Housing 



Table 1. Standard Camera Settings 



Parameter Setting 



Capture Rate 20 seconds 



AVI Frame Rate 5 fps 



Band Filter None 



LED Display On 



Output Resolution 1280x720 pixels 



Time & Date Set On 



Low Light Off 



Time Stamp On 



Image Quality Best 



Firmware V 1.00.0 and V 1.02.3 



 



Exhibit C
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stored on the 32 GB SD card. The combination of capture rate, 4 AA batteries, and 32 GB of storage yield 



an average deployment of approximately 32 days. 



  Each camera was protected by a double layer of 



weather resistant housing. The first layer involved placing the 



camera inside an ATH110 Weather Resistant Housing (Figure 



1). Next, the Project team developed a custom housing made 



from standard 4” PVC fittings to provide additional protection 



from the elements and to facilitate mounting (Figure 2).  The 



combined weather protection has provided excellent results 



to date.  



 The Project deploys 2 cameras with slightly different 



orientations to capture boat traffic. The cameras are installed 



on the former Dixie Highway Bridge immediately west of the railroad bridge location (Figure 3). Each 



PVC housing is secured to a bridge pile via two hose camps (Figure 4). The external housings have been 



painted to blend with the piles in an effort to deter vandalism.  



 



Figure 3. Camera positions relative to bridge 



 



Maintenance 



 On average every 28 to 32 days, a Project field team services the cameras. Arriving by boat, the 



field team first secures the boat to the pile, loosens the top hose camp, and moves the PVC housing to 



the boat. There they remove the camera from the two housings, install 4 fresh AA batteries, and swap 



Figure 2. Custom 4" PVC housing 











 



3 
 



out the SD memory card with a newly formatted blank card. 



They confirm that the camera operated correctly by checking 



that the SD card contains recorded data. The field team 



recalibrates the camera’s internal date and time, examines 



the camera’s lens and internal housing for any signs of 



clouding (treating with Rain-X when warranted), and begins 



recording video. They replace the camera in the housings 



and return the housing to the channel marker pile ensuring 



the correct field of view is maintained. The same procedure 



then occurs at the second camera. Finally, before leaving the 



scene, the field crew runs the boat through a slow back and 



forth pattern within the cameras’ field of view. This portion 



of the video provides a reference for video processors since 



the dimensions of the field crew’s boat are known. 



 



Video Processing 



 With the SD memory cards in hand, a quick quality 



control procedure occurs. The check involves opening each file 



to identify the timestamp associated with the first frame of the video. The file is subsequently renamed 



to help identify the location and time period associated with the data. An example of the filename 



convention is: 



“CC_YYYY-MM-DD_HHMMSS.AVI” 



where CC differentiates the two cameras (C4 or C5), YYYY-MM-DD is the year, month, and day 



associated with the first frame of the video (e.g., 2014-06-08), and HHMMSS is the time stamp of the 



first frame (e.g., 062152  06 = hour (24 hr clock), 21 = minutes, and 52 = seconds).  



 Video processing results in vessel data entry into a spreadsheet. Reviewers proceed frame-by-



frame through the videos and record an entry for each boat observed. Jet skis, kayaks, and 



paddleboards, as well as boats not passing through the draw span of the bridge are ignored. Entries 



include the date/time, direction of travel, and a visual assessment of whether the boat could pass under 



the bridge when closed. On heavy traffic days, determining the sequence of boats passing through the 



bridge requires careful processing as multiple vessels can appear in a single frame.  



 In addition to the boat data, the cameras also record bridge operations. At each bridge closure, 



reviewers record the date/time stamps of a) the first movement of bridge closure, b) the first frame 



showing the passing train (if any), c) the last frame of the passing train (if any), and d) the first frame of 



the bridge opening. Both the opening and closing operations consistently run between 80 and 100 



seconds (assumed average of 90 seconds). In some instances, the bridge will close without a train 



crossing. These closures appear to facilitate maintenance operations on the bridge.  



 Finally, the cameras are set to operate during daylight hours. Each day as the sun sets, the 



cameras enter sleep mode to conserve both battery power and memory space. Tests activating the low 



light function of the camera during evening hours proved ineffective. Often when the camera either 



Figure 4. Installed camera housing 
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enters or comes out of sleep mode the bridge is in the down position. Reviewers record only observed 



data, so the beginning bridge motion (at dawn) or ending bridge motion (at dusk) may not be visible on 



the video and are therefore omitted from the spreadsheet. Such entries include a note describing the 



scene. 



 



Data Processing 



 Periodically, the raw data are transferred to a master spreadsheet for further processing and 



statistical analysis. The master spreadsheet contains the entire vessel and bridge operation record. The 



spreadsheet calculates a variety of summary statistics for the period of record including the number of 



boats for each hour of the day for all days in the record. Several histograms present data on the 



distribution of boats by hour, by direction, and by ability to pass the bridge when closed. Taylor 



Engineering provides a summary report to Martin County monthly.  
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Summary Statistics 



The summary statistics presented below cover the period from June 12, 2014 to August 31, 2014. All 



data represent daylight hours only. During this period reviewers have counted 19,756 boats. 



Month Days 



Total 
Boats 



Counted 



Average 
Boats 



per Day  



 



 
 



       
Jun-14 19 5204 273.9          
Jul-14 31 7091 228.7          



Aug-14 31 7461 240.7          
 



  
   
   
   
   
   
   



     
 



 
 



       



Day of 
Week 



Total 
Boats 



Counted Count 



Average 
Boats 



Counted      



 



   
Sun 6638 12 553.2           
Mon 1232 11 112.0           
Tues 1156 11 105.1           
Wed 1148 11 104.4           
Thurs 1381 12 115.1           



Fri 2780 12 231.7           
Sat 5421 12 451.8           



 19756            
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     McCulley Marine Services, Inc. 
2309 N. Old Dixie Hwy.  Phone 772.489.6069 
Fort Pierce, FL 34946 The Artificial Reef Builders 



 
Fax 772.460.9701 



March 12, 2014 
 
Rear Admiral John H. Korn 
Commander 
Seventh Coast Guard District 
 
RE:  Complaint – Florida East Coast Railroad Bridge, mile 7.4 at Stuart, FL 
 
Dear Sir, 



 McCulley Marine Services, Inc. believes that the intended schedule of the All Aboard 
Florida rail service over the Florida East Coast Railroad Bridge, mile 7.4 at Stuart, FL will 
unreasonably obstruct the free navigation of the Okeechobee Waterway.  Therefore this is a 
formal complaint according to 33 CFR 116.05. 



 At a rate of two trains per hour and at least 16 minutes of closure per train (per 33 
CFR 117.317), the bridge will remain closed for a minimum of 32 minutes per hour.  This is 
only inclusive of the All Aboard Florida rail service.  The bridge will also continue to serve 
freight service as well, perhaps one to two additional trains in a given hour.  Current 
estimates indicate the bridge will be open less than 20 minutes per hour.  This presents a 
number of problems.   



 For one, the time the bridge is open may not be sufficient to allow accumulated 
traffic to clear before the next closure.  Two-way traffic through the bridge during the short 
periods of navigability will present a hazard to navigation.  Vessel operators will use 
excessive speeds, and will ignore rules of the road in order to get through.  Accidents will 
occur. 



 Secondly, the geography of the location presents additional hazards.  The Florida 
East Coast Railroad Bridge and the Roosevelt Bridge both share mile marker 7.4.  These 
bridges are only 200 feet apart and are offset by more than ten degrees.  A tug and tow 
making the passage must wait for ideal tidal conditions, specifically slack tide, in order to 
pass safely.  Slack tide conditions allow for only a twenty minute window, four times per 
day.  The anticipated schedule for the rail service may make the bridge impassable to a tug 
and tow.  This would be in violation of the bridge’s permit and is a violation of 33 U.S. Code 



Exhibit D
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§ 512, which reads “No bridge shall at any time unreasonably obstruct the free navigation 
of any navigable waters of the United States.” 



 An obstruction of the Okeechobee waterway has far reaching consequences.  The 
OWW is a vital link between the Atlantic and Gulf Coasts.  This artery connects the M-95 
and M-10 Marine Highway Corridors and the Atlantic Intracoastal Waterway and Gulf 
Intracoastal Waterway.  Going around the Florida Peninsula instead of crossing it adds over 
three hundred miles to a vessel’s voyage.  This waterway also reduces congestion and 
bridge openings on the southern Atlantic Intracoastal Waterway by providing an additional 
route from one side of the state to other.   



 In closing, we believe it is in best interest of the maritime community, that the All 
Aboard Florida Rail Service not utilize the existing Florida East Coast Railroad Bridge.  It 
would represent a hazard to navigation, an obstruction to navigation, and an impediment 
to commerce in violation of the U.S. Code. 



 
Respectfully, 
 
 
John W. McCulley 
President 
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From: Jeff Kelly
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Please see attached letter
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 8:54:02 PM
Attachments: Letter against All Aboard America.pdf


Ladies and gentlemen:


Please refer to the attached letter requesting that the All Aboard Florida project be re-
routed or cancelled.


Thank you for your consideration.
 


Best regards,


J. Jeff Kelly, Technical Director
ICL Calibration Laboratories, Inc.
1501 SE Decker Avenue, Suite 118
Stuart, FL 34994 USA
Jeff.Kelly@ICLCalibration.com    
Website:  www.icllabs.com  
Tel: 772 286 7710 x 207      Toll free:  800-713-6647 x 207        Facsimile:  772 286
 8737


The information contained in this e-mail message may be privileged, confidential and protected from
 disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient, any dissemination, distribution or copying is strictly
 prohibited. If you think that you have received this e-mail message in error, please let us know by
 returning this email, and then please delete it. Thank you for your cooperation.



mailto:jeff.kelly@iclcalibration.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

mailto:Jeff.Kelly@iclcalibration.com

http://www.icllabs.com/






September 21, 2014 
 
Ladies and Gentlemen: 
 
     I am writing to express my opposition to the All Aboard Florida high-speed rail project. 
 
     I fear the negative impacts that All Aboard Florida will have on our community.  I foresee negative impacts on 
many different levels, however I will present only the following three concerns in this letter. 
 



1. Effect on downtown Stuart:  Historic downtown Stuart is a lovely little village that offers dozens of boutique 
shops, entertainment, professional services, a riverside boardwalk, a band shell, a central park, and any 
number of attractive waterfront and outdoor ‘sidewalk dining’ restaurants.  It is a safe, attractive, fun place to 
spend an afternoon or an evening during the week or on the weekend.  The railroad tracks run right through 
the heart of downtown.  Currently, the infrequent freight trains amble through town at a civilized 25 or so 
miles per hour, creating a low rumble and perhaps a little delay for the cars entering and leaving the 
downtown area, but the distraction is manageable.  Thirty-two high-speed trains passing through the heart 
of downtown each day is another matter altogether.  I grew up on Long Island, and worked for years at a 
business in Westbury, a stone’s throw from the Long Island Railroad tracks.  Diesel and electric commuter 
trains speeding by at 60 to 80 mph are hideously noisy.  Such traffic will spoil the casual character of our 
town, and, I fear, affect the viability of our downtown business district.  I know I will not choose to eat at my 
favorite downtown waterfront restaurant knowing a train will roar by every 15 minutes. 



 
2. Effect on boating:  Like hundreds of other boaters, we keep our boat west of the railroad bridge, near where 



we live in Palm City.  When we head out on the boat for a day on the water, we have to pass under the 
railroad bridge – and of course return the same way.  At present it is only very infrequently that we 
encounter a passing train and need to wait.  But if All Aboard Florida service begins, it will be a problem.  
The bridge goes down about 10 minutes before the train arrives, then raises again once the train has safely 
passed by.  Let’s assume 15 to 18 minutes per open/close cycle, depending upon how long the train 
requires to cross the bridge.  If we have our normal 4 to 6 freight trains each day, plus 32 passenger trains 
crossing, then the bridge will be impassable to marine traffic for from 9 to 11 hours each day.  Wow. 



 
Not only pleasure boating that will be impacted.  The railroad bridge is along the Cross Florida Barge Canal 
route, a commercial shipping route. 



 
3. Effect on our small business:  Our company operates a calibration laboratory, serving the pharmaceutical, 



petroleum, and many other industries.  One of the calibration services we offer is the calibration of precision 
laboratory weights.  Vibration is a huge problem for a lab providing weight calibration.  Our building, which 
we own, is about 100 yards from the train tracks.  At present, we can live with the train vibration issue.  We 
have equipment that senses the approach of a train (from the vibration created), and we pause calibration 
until the train has passed.  But if we have a few freight trains plus 32 passenger trains, the inconvenience 
may be such that we will have to decide between giving up the calibration of weights and closing our weight 
lab, or moving, probably out of Stuart. 



 
Of course we are a small company and we only provide 12 jobs, but they are good paying, permanent jobs 
that pay full benefits.  These jobs are important to the people who hold them. 
 



     PLEASE do not route these high-speed trains through our community. 
 
Very truly yours, 
 



ICL CALIBRATION LABORATORIES, INC. 
 
J. Jeff Kelly, Technical Director 



ICL CALIBRATION LABORATORIES, INC. 
ISO/IEC 17025 and ANSI/NCSL Z540-1 accredited 



The specialists in ASTM and laboratory thermometers & hydrometers 
Members:   ASTM    API    NCSLI    ASQ    NCWM 



 



Setting new standards in calibration excellence! 



1501 Decker Avenue   Suite 118 Stuart, FL 34994 USA 
Tel: 772 286 7710   1-800-713-6647 



Fax: 772 286 8737  E-mail: sales@iclcalibration.com 
Internet: www.icllabs.com 



 
 













From: Linda Amidon
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Trains
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:16:50 AM


Hi, I live in Hobe Sound, FL, about 400 yards from the tracks. As it is I have to close the
 windows or turn the sound on my TV up to a crazy level when trains go by. To add so much
 to the traffic on the tracks, I don't think I can live here anymore because of the noise.
I really do think, on balance, that the trains will lower the quality of life of thousands in the
 communities that are affected, compared to the number of daily ticket holders.
Thanks for listening to my voice, before it is drowned out by the trains.
Respectfully,
Linda Amidon, Hobe Sound



mailto:lindaamidon@gmail.com
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From: Newmans Power systems
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 11:27:57 AM


Rail traffic is already an issue in our area at many times during the  day. Adding even more with the
 “all aboard florida” ideas is bad. The impact on smaller communities will also be detrimental to their
 peace and quiet. We are against it.
 
Gene Seissiger
Newmans Power Systems
772-465-2490
www.newmanpowersystems.com
 


This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus
 protection is active.



mailto:newpowst@bellsouth.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment

http://www.avast.com/

http://www.avast.com/






From: Patricia Sullivan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Train Service
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 2:24:49 PM


To Whom It May Concern:


As an owner of two properties (one in Delray Beach and one in Stuart) that
directly abut the railroad tracks where the All Aboard Florida train will run, I am 
STRONGLY OPPOSED to initiating this service. Currently with the trains that are
 now running the train traffic is loud, the vibrations shake the buildings and the car
 track crossing is made difficult. To dramatically increase this traffic will negatively
 impact my property values and quality of life. 


Furthermore, I have intelligent reservations whether the train service will be of
 substantial benefit in providing access to the Orlando area.  The 'COST" to our
 communities is too great!!!


Sincerely,


Patricia Sullivan
Astor Condominium Delray Beach, Florida
Harborage Condominium Stuart, Florida



mailto:patricia.sullivan@gmail.com
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From: Hillary Gropp
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Martin County Resident
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 11:19:56 AM


Greetings,


In the past several months, there has been much reporting in the local news with regards to the
 All Aboard Florida.
With time drawing to a conclusion for public comments, I thought I better send mine.


I am a native Floridian, born and raised in Jacksonville, however, I have resided in Martin
 County for the past 25+ years.
It is my opinion that AAF will adversely affect this region, with few, if any benefits to our
 economy. It is a long held opinion that certain external factors can determine the value of real
 estate, and train tracks/schedules is on of the top. This belief can be swayed either way, for
 instance, if public transportation is a priority in a urban setting, living close to a train station
 has an inherent value of convenience. However, this is not the situation for Martin County, as
 there will not be a train station situated locally.


Since the tracks involved for AAF are located in the eastern portion of the county, this will be
 a negative for the population, both personally and professionally, and likely economically too.
 The benefit to our region is nil. Even more thought provoking is the future success of AAF
 altogether, with rider use unproven to date.
It seems to make more sense to use the tracks that are located in the western portion of the
 county for AAF. It will be more efficient for the purposes of AAF and far less disruptive to
 the residents of Martin County.


Thank you for your attention to this email.


Sincerely,
Hillary Gropp
PO Box 1518
Palm City, FL 34991



mailto:hangropp@gmail.com
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From: ecdutchman@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; john.winkle@dot.gov; Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov
Subject: Please stop All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:24:02 AM


I am writing to voice my objections to All Aboard Florida.  I can hardly state it better than what is
 contained below.  Please read this and take it seriously.  I truly feel that the whole "AAF" proposal is a
 boondoggle - it is inconceivable to me that there is enough potential passenger demand to make this
 economically viable.  Do you seriously think that many people will take a train??
 
I am a resident of Hobe Sound in Martin County.  I am a boater and a fisherman, and the rail traffic
 proposed will basically close off east-west boat traffic to the St. Lucie river in Stuart and the Loxahatchee
 river in Jupiter.  This will have a terribly negative impact on recreational boating and on property values
 west of the railroad tracks.  Further, AAF will basically cut off vehicle traffic into downtown Stuart, FL -
 this will be a disaster for downtown Stuart businesses and tourism.
 
My wife and I have to drive across the railroad tracks to get to our physicians and hospital.  Think of what
 this will do to people like us, let alone the delay for emergency vehicles.
 
I truly believe that AAF poses an economic and social disaster for the area where we live.  Please stop
 this madness!
 
E. C. Jones
6284 SE Moss Ridge Point
Hobe Sound, FL  33455
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: elzer <elzer@gate.net>
To: elzer <elzer@gate.net>
Sent: Tue, Dec 2, 2014 4:44 pm
Subject: Deadline: Email Today or Tomorrow re Stop All Aboard


Tomorrow is the last day FRA is taking our comments on All Aboard's
 DEIS.  Be sure to voice your concerns.
Send your comments to US DOT and FRA:  They can deny the proposed
 $1.75+Billion tax-exempt bonds and also
the $1.6Billion government loan.    Below is a copy of The Guardians of Martin
 County' letter.


Email to:  "AAF_comments@vhb.com" AAF_comments@vhb.com, "john.winkle@dot.gov"
 <john.winkle@dot.gov>, "Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov" <Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov>
cc.  "Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil" <Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil>,
 "David.Keys@noaa.gov" <David.Keys@noaa.gov>, "Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil"
 <Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil>, "Allan.Nagy@faa.gov" <Allan.Nagy@faa.gov>,
 "James.Christian@dot.gov" <James.Christian@dot.gov>, "Benito.Cunill@dot.gov"
 <Benito.Cunill@dot.gov>, "Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov" <Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov>,
 "Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov" <Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov>, "John_Wrublik@fws.gov"
 <John_Wrublik@fws.gov>, "Charles_Kelso@fws.gov" <Charles_Kelso@fws.gov>,
  "CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov"
 <CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov>, "BillNelson@senate.gov"
 <BillNelson@senate.gov>, "Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com" <Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com>,
 "Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov" <Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov>,
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 "GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com" <GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com>,
 "MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov" <MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov>


Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE
Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590


Re: All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f)
 Evaluation


Dear Mr. Winkle:


The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., a 501(c)(3) organization which has
 promoted a safe and healthy environment and the unique quality of life for
 Martin County residents for more than a decade, objects to the All Aboard
 Florida (AAF) high speed rail project as currently proposed and configured and
 submits comments with respect to the following categories evaluated in the
 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS): Communities and
 Demographics (Social and Economic Community Impacts), Economic
 Conditions, Environmental Justice, Navigation, Public Health & Safety,
 Threatened and Endangered Species, Wetlands and Water Resources.


Introduction


Martin County is located within the North-South Corridor (N-S Corridor)
 identified on Page 4-1 of the DEIS. The County is located approximately 40
 miles north of West Palm Beach and has an estimated population of 151,263
 based on 2013 U.S. Census Bureau projections.


Since there are no station stops planned between West Palm Beach and
 Orlando, Martin County residents will gain no benefits from 32 new trains a
 day traveling at high speed through our community (along with an additional
 12 to 14 freight trains). AAF will cause economic harm and create safety,
 environmental, noise, and navigation hazards that Martin County residents do
 not currently face.


The stated purpose of the Environmental Impact Statement is to “disclose the
 environmental consequences” of the proposed AAF project “and to inform
 decision-makers and the public of any reasonable alternatives that would
 avoid or minimize adverse impacts to the natural or human environment.” The
 Draft EIS that was drafted by consultants who were paid by AAF fails to serve
 this purpose. It contains inadequate, incomplete, and inaccurate information
 that must be supplemented and corrected before decision-makers and the
 public may fully evaluate the impacts of the proposed AAF project.


Communities and Demographics (Social and Economic Community
 Impacts)



mailto:GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com

mailto:GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com

mailto:MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov

mailto:MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov





AAF will have serious negative social and economic community impacts within
 Martin County.


Incredibly, the DEIS completely omits Martin County and two incorporated
 municipalities which are crossed by the project in its discussion of
 Communities and Demographics. (DEIS 4-103 through 4-105).


The City of Stuart, which is the County’s largest incorporated municipality (pop.
 est. 15,975) and is the County Seat for Martin County, is not mentioned in the
 DEIS report of impacts of the project on municipalities, although there are 10
 at grade crossings in the city. The Town of Ocean Breeze, also an
 incorporated municipality within Martin County (pop. est. 463) which, like the
 City of Stuart, is literally bisected by the project, has also been omitted.


Many of the City’s cultural resources, including the historic Lyric Theater, which
 is listed on the National Register of Historic Places, and the Stuart Heritage
 Museum are within 100 feet of the FECR tracks.


Comments submitted by the City of Stuart and Martin County address these
 issues in detail.


The Guardians of Martin County question the viability of the DEIS evaluation of
 Communities and Demographics affected by the AAF project when the largest
 incorporated municipality in the County and, in fact, all of Martin County is
 glaringly absent from the examination of these issues. The omission of Martin
 County, the City of Stuart, and the Town of Ocean Breeze from the DEIS
 evaluation of Communities and Demographics raises serious concerns about
 the thoroughness and veracity of the entire proposed EIS.


Another glaringly false and absurd statement with respect to the impact of the
 project on communities is the assurance in the DEIS that AAF “would benefit
 elderly and handicapped individuals by providing a transportation option that
 will enhance mobility and livability in their communities.” (DEIS 5-135)


Martin County has the highest percentage of elderly residents (28.9%) of any
 community within the N-S Corridor. Without any stops in Martin County, there
 is not a single “transportation option” provided by AAF to elderly and
 handicapped individuals. AAF not only fails to “enhance mobility and livability”
 in Martin County communities for elderly and handicapped residents, the
 project promises severe disruption to communities in which the elderly and
 handicapped reside and poses potential life-threatening risks.


Economic Conditions


Because the AAF project literally divides Martin County into two sections – that
 section east of the FECR tracks and that section west of the tracks – the
 project creates a severe threat to the economic survival of small businesses
 that rely on customers to cross the tracks for access.







Numerous small shops, restaurants, plants, groceries, and other business
 outlets are located adjacent to or near the FECR tracks. Fast and safe access
 across the tracks is not assured by the project, threatening the customer base
 of many of these small businesses, especially in the unincorporated areas of
 Port Salerno, Hobe Sound, Golden Gate and Jensen Beach and the
 incorporated municipality of Stuart, which encompasses the minority
 community of East Stuart.


Martin County has five “community redevelopment areas” (CRAs) which will be
 impacted by the project. None of the CRAs are identified or discussed in the
 DEIS. The Jensen Beach, Rio, Golden Gate, Port Salerno and Hobe Sound
 CRAs all are adjacent to or bisected by the FECR tracks. CRAs are statutorily
 created areas designed to eliminate blight, provide affordable housing, and
 generate economic development and stability within the communities where
 they are established. The DEIS fails to consider the project’s negative impacts
 to Martin County’s CRAs, such as the effect of lower property values caused
 by AAF on the Tax Increment Financing methodology that is used to finance
 and maintain CRA operations.


The economic benefits of the project touted by the DEIS are limited to
 temporary construction work in creating new infrastructure in Martin County.


The DEIS analysis that no job loss or neighborhood fragmentation will result
 from the project (DEIS S-17) is not borne out by the experience of small
 business owners and residents in the project area, especially those adjacent
 to or in close proximity to the FECR tracks.


Severe economic damage to existing small businesses will be long-lasting or
 permanent. It is likely some will not survive the onslaught of increased train
 traffic that will block access to their businesses and create hazardous
 conditions for their customers trying to cross the tracks.


Environmental Justice


The DEIS fails to identify, quantify, or describe minority and low-income
 populations in Martin County that are disproportionately impacted by the
 negative impacts of the AAF project.


The County’s minority and low-income populations are, as in many other
 communities, situated closest to the project and are frequently bisected by the
 FECR tracks.


The East Stuart community within the City of Stuart is historically African-
American. East Stuart hosts two at grade crossings – at Florida Street and A1A
 (Dixie Highway) and at Decker and A1A. The tracks separate a densely
 populated residential area from the commercial area, and it is common for
 residents – especially children – to walk or ride their bikes across the tracks
 several times a day. One of the most beloved and utilized organizations within
 the East Stuart community, the Gertrude Walden Child Care Center, which







 provides services for low-income and minority parents and children, is located
 in the immediate vicinity of the project.


Similar situations exist in the Port Salerno, Hobe Sound and Golden Gate,
 where public schools, athletic fields, parks and youth centers such as the Boys
 and Girls’ Club are located in close proximity to the project. These
 communities have a high level of minority residents and businesses who are
 disproportionately impacted by the project, which does not directly impact the
 more affluent communities within the County which are not located as near the
 FECR tracks.


Among the negative effects of AAF on communities with higher percentages of
 low-income, minority, and elderly residents is the certainty that delay will be
 encountered by emergency vehicles crossing the FECR tracks to access
 emergency medical care.


Martin Memorial Medical Center, the largest medical care provider in Martin
 County (and also one of the largest employers in the County), has submitted
 comments objecting to the project noting that emergency responders
 throughout Martin County already “face a unique burden from existing freight
 traffic” on the “rail line [which] slices through the center of” the community.


Where the elderly and the very young live and congregate near the FECR
 tracks, the emergency access burden is of special concern and likely to result
 in tragic consequences. As the CEO of Martin Memorial Medical Center noted,
 even if delays caused by increased train traffic at crossings throughout the
 community are brief, “seconds can truly mean the difference between life and
 death.”


In low-income and minority communities, foot and bicycle traffic across the
 railroad tracks is common and presents additional disproportionate dangers to
 these residents.


Property values in lower-income areas are already depressed and will be
 further depressed by the proximity of the project. Noise and vibration from
 increased train traffic will disproportionately impact low-income and minority
 communities located closest to the FECR tracks.


Navigation


Numerous comments have been submitted regarding the serious negative
 impacts to navigation caused by the project and the failure of the DEIS to
 adequately and accurately address these concerns. The Guardians of Martin
 County, Inc., joins the marine industry, local governments, and boaters
 throughout the County in objecting to the project as it relates to navigation.


The information contained in the DEIS is indisputably inaccurate with respect
 to the number of vessels which pass through the St. Lucie River bridge.
 Comments submitted by Martin County include accurate counts of vessels







 passing through the bridge during the week and on weekends, reflecting more
 than twice as many vessels as the DEIS estimates.


Delays in allowing marine traffic to navigate through the St. Lucie River bridge
 opening will affect boater safety as well as property values for waterfront
 properties that lie to the west of the bridge. Commercial marinas and docks
 that require boaters to navigate through the bridge with longer and more
 frequent closures also will be severely impacted by the project.


Public Health & Safety


The DEIS fails to acknowledge that Fire Rescue and evacuation routes will be
 hampered by the project throughout Martin County.


Even in more affluent communities such as Jupiter Island and Sewall’s Point,
 there will be increased delays in the ability of emergency responders to reach
 the medical center located across the FECR tracks. Both the City of Stuart
 and Martin County, which contracts with other municipalities to provide fire
 rescue services, project serious increases in emergency response times due
 to increased train traffic and crossing closures.


Delays of as much as an additional 45 minutes are projected for evacuation in
 the event of an emergency at the St. Lucie Nuclear Power Plant on
 Hutchinson Island just north of Martin County. All evacuation routes are
 crossed by FECR tracks. In the event of other emergencies or weather events
 that require evacuation, increased train traffic will generate still more delays.


Pedestrian crossings which are frequently used throughout the County,
 especially in low-income and minority areas, will be even more dangerous with
 not only a higher number of trains on the tracks each day but increased speed
 of approaching trains. Pedestrians used to gauging the time available to cross
 the tracks based on the slower speed of freight trains will face significantly
 less crossing time with high-speed passenger trains approaching.


Threatened and Endangered Species


The DEIS discounts any impacts to threatened and endangered species and
 inaccurately states that no such species will be affected by the project.


The project passes through Jonathan Dickinson State Park (JDSP) in Martin
 County, which is the site of a number of resources which are not even
 mentioned in the DEIS. The Florida Division of Recreation and Parks (DRP)
 has submitted comments identifying species which will likely be impacted,
 such as perforated reindeer lichen ( Cladonia perforata ) located within the
 right-of-way and Curtiss’ milkweed ( Asclepias curtissi).


The Division notes that the federally protected eastern indigo snake has habitat
 within the N-S Corridor that will be impacted, as well as the Florida scrub jay,
 gopher tortoise, gopher frog, and Florida mouse. The gopher frog is especially







 likely to cross back and forth across the tracks in the park to travel between
 scrub habitat and wetlands breeding grounds.


Expansion of the tracks through JDSP will impact Florida scrub jay habitat as
 well as gopher tortoise on site.


More frequent closings of the rail crossing within JDSP will have severe
 negative impacts since the park has only one public access road. Emergency
 vehicles, campers, and day visitors could be trapped in the western part of the
 park during closures.


The DPR has submitted extensive and detailed comments addressing these
 issues.


Wetlands and Water Resources


As with other environmental impacts, the DEIS minimizes damage to wetlands
 and water resources resulting from the proposed project.


Comments submitted by Martin County detail serious concerns, including
 potential impacts to the Northwest Fork of the Loxahatchee River, which is
 federally designated as a Wild and Scenic River. The DEIS brushes off such
 concerns, suggesting that the lack of proximity to the FECR tracks eliminates
 or minimizes them. The entire Loxahatchee River watershed is a significant
 ecological complex, however, that provides unique habitat for endangered,
 threatened and migratory birds that travel throughout the area, including within
 the right-of-way.


Overall impacts to wetlands throughout the project area have not been
 quantified or addressed by the DEIS, which discusses mitigation of these
 impacts without acknowledging Martin County’s special protections for all
 wetlands. Insufficient data is provided for an accurate evaluation of the
 project’s wetlands impacts.


Impacts to water resources are being considered by the U.S. Army Corps of
 Engineers; however, the Corps has yet to schedule public hearings which
 have been requested by the Guardians of Martin County, Inc., as well as
 Martin County and other governmental agencies.


It is inevitable that impacts to manatee, protected seagrasses, and other
 marine life will be severe as a result of increased train traffic resulting in
 increased bridge closures producing more vessels queuing up to navigate
 through the bridge.


Conclusion


The DEIS failed to objectively and fairly evaluate the CSX Route Alternative
 (DEIS Figure 3.2-1), which would avoid most if not all of the negative impacts
 to Martin County residents and communities. The AAF-paid consultants simply







 rejected the CSX Route Alternative out-of-hand, citing speculative issues such
 as “the risk that CSX would not be willing to enter into” a shared use
 agreement for existing infrastructure and unsupported conclusions such as the
 CSX Route Alternative poses “the highest potential adverse direct and indirect
 impacts to wetlands and protected species.” (DEIS 3-7)
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., strongly opposes the AAF project as
 proposed. The DEIS is replete with inaccurate, out-dated, speculative, and
 subjective material that appears to have been deliberately skewed by the
 drafters to support an unsustainable, critically flawed project.


The Guardians advocates consistency with the Martin County Comprehensive
 Growth Management Plan in all development throughout the County. The
 DEIS inaccurately states that the Plan was prepared by the Martin County
 “Division of Community Planning.” (DEIS 4-4) There is no such agency within
 Martin County government. The Plan was prepared by the Martin County
 Growth Management Department.


Please insist that the final EIS be delayed until supplemental and accurate
 information is provided that truly reflects the AAF project’s impacts on the
 population and communities along the projected route.


Sincerely,


Peter H. Conze, Jr., President
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc.
www.theguardiansofmartincounty.com
Prepared by Virginia P. Sherlock, Esq.
Counsel to The Guardians of Martin County, Inc.



http://www.theguardiansofmartincounty.org/






From: Jacqueline Leopold
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 2:29:07 PM


We are extremely concerned about the additional noise of trains blowing their horns all during
 the night. It's already bad enough - why do the trains have to blow horns in the middle of the 
night?


Also, we are very concerned about the terrible effect AAF will have on traffic at bridges due 
to tie ups of boat traffic caused by the additional trains going over train bridges.


And lastly, we do not see that AAF will actually benefit residents of Florida. It's not like it's 
going to be great public transportation - as in a commuter railway. The routes and the stops 
don't make any sense to us.


Jacqueline Rood Leopold
jacqueleop@gmail.com



mailto:jacqueleop@gmail.com
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From: myfloridateam@gmail.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: myfloridateam@gmail.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Train
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 6:59:19 AM


I am writing in regards to the train that is proposed to run through our town of Sebastian.  We are a
 smaller town located on the treasure coast of Florida. I have attended the public input meetings in
 our area on this train, read information on it, gave input at meetings and still down in my heart I feel
 that this has already been decided and is a done deal to proceed with the train. 
Our town is smaller compared to others on the route but just as important because we are a
 community of people who chose to live here because of what it offers us in many different areas. 
 The train was not on the list of reasons we decided to live here.  We put up with it day and night,
 the noise and very frequent stops we must make to wait for it to cut through our town.  My
 thoughts have always been while waiting at those train stops, “I hope my family or I never have an
 emergency for fire or hospital because the train will delay the precious minutes it needs to get to
 us”. 
 
I don’t usually contact, call or speak on political issues but this is one that I felt was important
 enough to share my concerns.
 
Please don’t make this a done deal when so many of us who live here see no positives in adding
 more daily trains, noise and emergency delays because of the additional trains.
 
A common statement I hear our residents say, “Why do we bother, the government doesn’t care or
 listen to what we say or want.  It is the same everywhere in government, they pretend to listen but
 do what they want anyway.  Politicians are out of touch with us and live in a world apart from the
 public.”
Makes me sad to start to feel this way also about our government.  I am a retired teacher and taught
 my classes that we live in the best country in the world and they can make a difference, to always
 make it a better place.  Did your teachers and parents teach you the same or did you forget that?
 
Do the right thing and don’t make us think about how we could not make our voices heard, every
 time we have to stop, hear and see that train come through our beautiful town of Sebastian, Florida
.
JoAnne White
 



mailto:myfloridateam@gmail.com
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From: Liz Hall
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Martin County speaks
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:19:12 PM


Hello,
We are residents in Martin County Florida and have been for 14 years.  We do not
 need nor do we want All Aboard Florida to come  in our area.  


32 Trains each day traveling at high speeds will disrupt life for all residents in
 Martin County.  The railroad runs along the very eastern part of our county in the
 heart of our cities and communities.  The major hospital in Martin County sits east
 of the the railroad tracks with most of the County residents living west of the
 tracks.  This hospital is the main hospital for Cardiac Care!  My husband has a
 chronic Cardiac condition and has needed emergency Cardiac care several times in
 the past, the new AAF will disrupt the traffic flow between us and the Cardiac Care
 Hospital!


Overall AAF will disrupt life in and around Stuart, Florida!  Our doctors, our
 church, community service organizations  and many of our shopping centers will
 be impacted by this train.  The residents in our area do not want or need AAF!  We
 have numerous RR crossings in the Stuart area.  All the major east west roads cross
 the railroad in Stuart.  The tie ups in everyday traffic will be disruptive to all
 commerce in Martin County as well as disruptive to everyday life of its resident!!


The idea that AAF will borrow money from the Federal Government is the most
 outrageous idea yet!  Who provides the Federal Government with the money for
 the loan?  Us, all the citizens of the great USA!  I do not want to be party to
 funding this AAF crazy idea of placing 32 fast moving trains along a congested
 area of the Florida east coast communities to benefit a few business people.  In the
 end it will not be profitable and the residents will be left with a nightmare to clean
 up.


Please, do not ruin our way of life here in this beautiful area of Florida!


Thank You,
Elizabeth and Donald Hall
Stuart, FL 



mailto:lizhall914@gmail.com
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From: Blair Kennedy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Please stop the train
Date: Saturday, November 15, 2014 11:01:26 AM


The idea of high speed rail is great, but not on the FEC rails. These extra 32 trains a day are
 just the start. Anyone who understands economics knows that the FEC is planning to add
 another ten freight trains a day to these rails on top of the number they are already running.
 Add in the expansion of Tri-Rail that is being planned and you are looking at 60 trains a day
 running through medium sized communities.


I think you really need to look and see just who is going to profit, and that's going to be
 Disney, the FEC, and eventually developers who want to pave over our environment. Our
 current governor has allowed big business to buy their way into this state, and this is just one
 of the results.


Blair Kennedy
Jupiter, FL
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From: Evelyn
To: AAF_comments@vhb.com.
Subject: AAF
Date: Thursday, October 2, 2014 2:52:20 PM


To whom it may concern,
 
I have many great concerns about All About Florida.  Several are listed below.
 
1)  The impact study is funded and information provided for it by All About Florida.  How can
 this be an unbiased report?
2)  Where does the study that supports the claim that there are thousands of people who want
 take a train from Miami/Ft. Lauderdale to Orlando and back originate from?  Is it unbiased? 
 Is it factual?
3)  What assurances (collateral) have been established to ascertain that AAF will be able to
 pay back the 1.6 BILLION dollar tax payer (government) loan? 
4)  Why has the AAF not proposed that the 16 round trip trains use the western rail tracks
 instead of the highly populated eastern tracks?  That would greatly decrease the noise,
 congestion and financial impact of this project.
5)  Who really benefits from this train?  The taxpayer?  Will we receive any financial
 rewards from this project?
 
I could go on but I think KISS is a good policy.  Please scrutinize this project and all
 information given or received carefully.  Please ask yourselves, how would you feel if this
 project was imposed on your neighborhood, right next door to your home.  How would you
 feel?  Do you personally want to fund this?  That is what you are asking of us:  The people,
 The taxpayer.  
 
Sincerely,
Evelyn Nelson Heap
Stuart, Florida



mailto:evheap@aol.com
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From: Nancy Meier
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Train
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:46:33 AM


I disagree with the rail system that is planned to be used for All Aboard Florida because it will
 not make any money to make the disruption to roads and noise in the towns it will be going
 through.  First, it is a known fact that there is not one rail company that makes any money
 without subsistence from the government and that is the taxpayers money.  Second, why
 would you think a family would spend the money to travel to Orlando this way?  The cost of
 the train tickets would far exceed the cost to use the Florida Turnpike with a car load of
 children.  Third, the cost for the theme parks has risen substantially making it increasingly
 more difficult for families to afford a day there.  Fourth, the issue is really more about the
 increase in long freight trains due to the Panama Canal and the increase expected in freight
 ships in the port of Miami.  Florida along the coast has very expensive land and in is full of
 resorts up and down the coast.  The tourism industry is very important to Florida and this
 would be both an eye sore and disrupt all the traffic when the snow birds are her for the
 winter.  There are also homes already near these tracks and both the noise and vibrations
 would make their land values go down.  An alternate and more direct route would be to
 switch freight trains and All Aboard Florida to tracks running in the middle of the state.  This
 would be less disruptive and more direct for Orlando.  So I am not proposing to stop it but to
 move both freight and this passenger train to the middle of the state.  I commuted by rail to
 NYC for many years and they varied the number of stops by different times.  These trains
 were electrified and both quiet and quick.  I also lived in Switzerland for five years and used
 the rail system all over Europe.  In Europe the trains did not go along busy residential areas
 except when they were nearing the station.  Are biggest problem we face is the increase in
 shipments to the port of Miami.  As we all know these trains are long and I have waited as
 much as 45 minutes for a complete train to pass.  You are not taking into consideration as to
 the impact of noise and congestion on local resort communities with these trains.  Either
 reroute the trains to the middle of the state or stop this project.  Have you really taken a
 survey with the people living in Miami to see if they would even use this train to Orlando and
 how often they would go?  The impact on our resort towns, environmental noise, and land
 devaluation should be looked at carefully.  Lastly, has the company really proven they can be
 profitable without government assistance?  You need to listen to the residents of Florida and
 hear our concerns and voices and not make a political decision not based on true fact.  Every
 land owner in Florida can see the negative impact, why can't you, or are you being paid off as
 usual by these companies.  Please make the right decision for the people and not the business.


Regards,
NancyMeier 
Hobe Sound
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From: Domenica Labbate on behalf of Ed Fielding
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Martin County"s Comments - Part 2
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 3:59:35 PM
Attachments: MartinCountyComments2_AAF.pdf
Importance: High


Attached – Part 2 Martin County comments on AAF.
Part 3 to follow.
  


"The comments and opinions expressed herein are those of the author of this message and may not reflect the policies of the Martin County Board
 of County Commissioners. Under Florida Law, email addresses are public records. If you do not want your email address released in response to a


 public records request do not send electronic mail to this entity. Instead, contact this office by phone or in writing." 


 Click here to subscribe to Martin County’s e-Newsletter
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FLORIDA SCRUB-JAY SURVEY



(APHELOCOMA COERULESCENS COERULESCENS)



MARTIN COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS



S. E. DIXIE HIGHWAY BIKE LANES



FM NUMBER 431649-1-58-01



1.00 INTRODUCTION



The following Florida Scrub-Jay Survey of the SE Dixie Highway Bike Lanes project site



was conducted by Hobe Sound Environmental Consultants, Inc. (HSE).  The project corridor is



approximately 4380 linear feet and runs from US 1 to Saturn Street, Hobe Sound, Section 6 & 7,



Township 39S, Range 42E, Martin County, Florida (Latitude: 27°02'45.014" and Longitude:-



80°07'11.524") (Figures 1,2 and 3 of 10) The project scope consists of the widening of CR A1A /



SE Dixie Highway from 10 to 12 feet, to provide 5-foot wide on-road bike lanes on each side of the



road. The project will also include associated activities including: clearing / excavating: new road



base; new asphalt paving: signing and pavement marking; new bahia sod at disturbed areas /erosion



control; and maintenance of traffic. The project will be completed within the existing Martin County



right-of-way (ROW).



 



The property  corridor is dominated by disturbed land, residential and commercial property,



roadways and upland scrub.  The most common species  that were located  within the Corridor were:



sand live oak (Quercus geminata) and sand pine (Pinus clausa). Dominant understory vegetation



includes myrtle oak (Quercus myrtifolia), runner oak (Quercus minima), Chapman’s oak (Quercus



chapmanii), scrub hickory (Carya floridana), tallowwood (Ximenia americana), saw palmetto



(Serona repens), and rosemary (Ceratiola ericoides).  Groundcover is sparse with many open sandy



areas  and includes day flower (Commelina erecta), gopher apple (Lucania michauxii), prickly-pear



cactus (Opuntia humifusa), sand spike-moss (Selaginella arenicola), giant wild pine (Tillandsia



utriculata) and lichen (Cladonia prostrata).  Adjacent properties include The Hobe Sound National
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Wildlife Refuge, Florida East Coast Railroad right-of -way, commercial / residential properties and



the South Martin Regional Utility. HSE was retained by Martin County to conduct a Florida scrub



jay (Aphelocoma coerulescens  coerulescens) survey on the project site since a small amount of



Florida scrub jay habitat is located within the project boundaries and large amounts of habitat exist



on adjacent properties, mostly to the west and south.  This report documents the methodologies and



results of the Florida scrub-jay survey that HSE biologists conducted from 03 through 07 September



and 30 September 2012, within the project right-of-way.



2.00 METHODOLOGIES



2.01 Objectives



HSE conducted a systematic survey for the presence of the Florida scrub-jay



according to protocol set forth in Ecological and Development-Related Habitat



Requirements of the Florida Scrub Jay (Aphelocoma coerulescens coerulescens), Non-Game



Wildlife Program Technical Report #8, Office of Environmental Services, Florida Game and



Fresh Water Fish Commission (now known as Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation



Commission (FFWCC)], April 1991 and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) Florida



Scrub-Jay General Survey Guidelines and Protocols (updated 08/24/2007).



2.02 Methodology



HSE biologists established one (1) transect along the project corridor (Figures 4, 5
and 6 of 10) within the boundaries of the subject property.



• Biologists played Florida scrub-jay calls at a total of sixteen (16) playback
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stations located along the corridor, transect #1. The call stations were spaced
approximately 300 feet apart ( ±100 meters). (Figures 4, 5 and 6 of 10).



• At each playback station, biologists played scrub- jay territorial scolds,
including the female “hiccup” call, for not less than one (1) minute in all four
directions of a compass. The vocalizations were obtained from Macaulay
Library, Cornell Lab of Ornithology, 159 Sapsucker Rd. Ithaca, NY 14850.



• The calls were played on a high-quality, hand-held compact disc (CD) player
and broadcast at full volume.



• The scrub-jay survey was conducted for five (5) days from 03 through 07
September 2012. See Appendix A for Florida scrub-jay data sheets.



• The surveys were conducted on calm, clear days. Surveys were not
conducted in winds stronger than a moderate breeze (5-8 mph) or in mist or
fog, or in precipitation exceeding a light mist or intermittent drizzle.



• The survey was conducted in the fall (September). The surveys began
approximately one (1) hour after sunrise, and were terminated prior to
midday (refer to Appendix A, Florida scrub-jay Survey Data Sheets).



• Scrub-jay habitat types (I, II or III) were mapped and are depicted in Figure
7 of 10.



.



• Scrub-jay field data sheets were completed by HSE biologists at each call
station and are attached as Appendix  A.



• Biologists traversed the transect by foot and car.
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• Observed scrub-jay locations on-site were recorded with a hand held GPS
unit and mapped.



 • HSE biologists mapped the on-site vegetation using the Florida Land Use,
Cover and Forms Classification System (FLUCFCS), January 1999, State of
Florida, Department of Transportation, Surveying and Mapping. (Appendix -
B).



 



• The project site soils were mapped according to the Soil Survey of Martin
County Area, Florida, Soil Conservation Service, April 1981.     



                                                                                                                                                            
3.00 RESULTS



3.01 Scrub-jay Observations



     A total of two (2) scrub-jays were observed adjacent to the project site boundaries.



Scrub-jays responded to calls at stations two (2) and seven (7) (Figure 8 of 10).  The adult



male at station two (2) was perched in a live oak tree and had an acorn in his mouth.  The



bird flew into the call station from the east and exited to the east.  The property to the east



is the Hobe Sound National Wildlife Refuge.  The area is upland scrub and is Type I scrub-



jay habitat. Some of the area to the east is an old borrow pit which is converting back to



upland scrub with an abundance of open white sand areas.  The second scrub-jay was



observed at call station seven (7).   This was an adult male which flew in to the call station



from the west and perched in a dead tree, preened itself and then exited to the west.  The land



to the west of Dixie Highway in this area is upland scrub and is part of the Hobe Sound



National Wildlife Refuge.  The upland scrub is scrub-jay Type I habitat.   Neither bird stayed



in the area for very long and seemed to be more transient than  territorial.   HSE was unable



to identify any bands on the birds, since their stays were too short in duration.   No females



or juvenile scrub-jays 
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were observed during the six (6) day survey.  No nests were observed on-site and no



scrub-jay nest building behavior was observed.  There are approximately 0.20± acres of



Type I scrub-jay habitat within the project corridor ( Figure 7 of 10).



3.02 Vegetation (FLUCFCS)



3.02.1 General



The project site is dominated by disturbed right-of-way along Dixie Highway



with upland scrub mainly located in the southern portion of the project site.



Associations present on-site were mapped using Level II and III of FLUCFCS.  The



classifications used represent the closest facsimile possible to the natural



communities present on-site.  The FLUCFCS maps can be found as Appendix - B,



Figures 1-15 of 15. Classifications depicted on the FLUCFCS Maps are described



below. 



 3.02.2 Vegetation Associations



3.02.2.1 111 - Residential (+/- 0.10 acres)



This designation represents the existing fixed single family units
located along Dixie Highway within the project site. 



3.02.2.2 140 - Commercial & Services (+/- 0.05 acres)



This designation represents the existing commercial buildings located
along Dixie Highway within the project site.
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3.02.2.3 436  - Upland scrub (+/- 0.20 acres)



This community type represents a conglomeration of species found
in the upland scrub . This community does not have one predominant species.
Upland scrub is a protected environment that may consist of fauna and flora
that are endangered and/or threatened. The most common species  that were
located  within the Corridor were: sand live oak (Quercus geminata) and
sand pine (Pinus clausa). Dominant understory vegetation includes myrtle
oak (Quercus myrtifolia), runner oak (Quercus minima), Chapman’s oak
(Quercus chapmanii), scrub hickory (Carya floridana), tallowwood (Ximenia
americana), saw palmetto (Serona repens), and rosemary (Ceratiola
ericoides).  Groundcover is sparse with many open sandy areas  and includes
day flower (Commelina erecta), gopher apple (Lucania michauxii), prickly-
pear cactus (Opuntia humifusa), sand spike-moss (Selaginella arenicola),
giant wild pine (Tillandsia utriculata) and lichen (Cladonia prostrata). 



3.02.2.4 740 - Disturbed land (+/- 3.71 acres)



This area is the dominant community within the project site.
It ranges from  maintained  right-of-way to open sand along Dixie Highway.
This area  has been previously been cleared of canopy and shrub species and
is now dominated by open sand and  herbaceous groundcover with few trees.
The main species that make up this community are bahia grass (Paspalum
notatum), Brazilian pepper (Schinus terebinthifolius), cabbage palm (Sabal
palmetto), and saw palmetto.



3.02.2.5 814 - Roads & Highways (+/- 0.27 acres)



This area represents driveways and roads that are located within the
project site boundaries.



                                                                                                                                                            
                         3.02.3  Native Vegetation



Approximately 0.20 acres of native upland scrub habitat exists on-site (Type



I scrub-jay habitat). According to Florida Natural Areas Inventory (FNAI), the native



upland scrub that exists on site  has a FNAI state rank of S2 and a FNAI global rank



of G2. FNAI defines the S2 designation as “Imperiled in Florida because of rarity
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or because of vulnerability to extinction due to some natural or man-made factor.”



FNAI defines the G2 designation as “ Imperiled globally because of rarity or



because of vulnerability to extinction due to some natural or man-made factor.”



According to Section 9.4.A.9.c of the Martin County Growth Management Plan,



these plants will be protected and/or relocated on-site



3.03 Soils



The United States Department of Agriculture(USDA),Soil Conservation Service   



(SCS), has mapped the surficial soil types within the project site.  The resulting soil



delineations were published in the Soil Survey of Martin County Area, Florida, April 1981.



SCS soil types are mapped on Figure 9 of 10.



Detailed and complete descriptions of each of these soil communities are presented



in the Martin County Soil Survey, and therefore not included herein.  However, a general



description of the soils is included in Table 1.  This table also represents physical properties



and degree of limitation of various soil types mapped, as excerpted from the SCS published



data.



Soil types mapped by the SCS are generally limited to the upper 60 to 72 inches of



the soil profile and are distinguished by several factors.  These factors include soil drainage,



topography, presence or absence of restrictive or clayey hardpan type soils and the depth and



range in fluctuation of the groundwater table associated with each soil type.  SCS soil



classifications are considered good early indicators and a reasonable.
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Table 1. Soil Descriptions*.



Soil Name
and Map
Number



Brief Soil Description



Seasonal High
Water Table Permeability



Rate



Degree and Kind of
Limitation



Hydrologic



Group



Martin
County
Hydric



Soil



Depth 



(ft.)



Duration



(mos.) 



Depth 



(in.)



Rate



 (in/hr)



Dwelling
without



basement



Aquifer fed
excavated



Ponds (water
mgmt)



Paola sand, 0 to 8
percent slopes



(6)



This nearly level to sloping soil is
excessively drained. It is on the coastal
ridge and isolated knolls in coastal areas.
Areas are many hundreds of acres in size.
Slopes are smooth to convex



> 6.0 - 0 - 32



32-80



> 20



> 20



Slight Severe: no water A No



Paola sand, 8 to
20 percent slopes



(14)



This strongly sloping to moderately steep
soil is excessively drained. It is on the
coastal ridge. Areas range from about 10
to 100 acres. Slopes are single or
complex.



> 6.0 - 0 - 35



35 - 80



> 20



> 20



Moderate:
slope



Severe: no water A No
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3.04 Topography



According to the USGS 7.5 Minute Series Topographic Map, Gomez Quadrangle,



site elevation is approximately 26'  NGVD.   Figure 10 of 10 depicts the USGS Topographic



Map for the project site.



4.00 CONCLUSIONS



• Two (2) adult Florida scrub-jays were observed south and west of the Dixie Highway
corridor at stations two (2) and seven (7). Both birds flew in from the Hobe Sound
National Wildlife Refuge (Figure 8 of 10).



• No female or juvenile scrub-jays or family units were observed. No scrub-jay nests
were observed in the corridor during the survey.



• Approximately 0.2 acres of Type I scrub-jay habitat exists within the Dixie Highway
corridor. Adjacent scrub-jay habitat exists in the Hobe Sound National Wildlife
Refuge.



• The Florida scrub-jay is listed as Threatened by the State of Florida and by the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service.



C There will be no impacts to upland scrub.  Impacts will be avoided by micro-siting
the project. Please refer to Martin County construction drawings to be submitted
under separate cover.



C The proposed project as designed should have no significant impacts on scrub-jays,
since there are only 0.2± acres of upland scrub within the corridor and the road
already exists.



C The Hobe Sound National Wildlife Refuge, which is adjacent to the project, provides
suitable habitat for scrub-jay families, although it is in need of a prescribed burn to
improve scrub-jay habitat. 











 











JayWatch Wrap-Up Meeting, Year 8
Jonathan Dickinson State Park



8/7/2014
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Time Spent on Project 2014



• 28 participants



• 18 volunteers (144 hours)



• 6 staff (86 hours)



• 4 AmeriCorps (25 hours)



• 255 hours total



THANK YOU!!!



















From: Matt Lechowicz
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Position on Draft EIS for AAF
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 8:01:03 AM


I am writing to express our opposition to the proposed plan for AAF. This plan if implemented will have nothing but
 negative impacts for the Treasure Coast including:


- Major disruption of traffic due to blocked intersections and impacts to emergency vehicles
- Safety concerns due to high speed trains through densely populated towns and cities
- Lower quality of life due to noise and vibration
- Environmental impacts along the already suffering Indian River Lagoon


I would urge that AAF be required to re-route to areas west of I-95 in order to lessen these impacts.  Thank you for
 your consideration of our comments.


Matthew and Margaret Lechowicz
9385 E Maiden Ct
Vero Beach, Fl 32963



mailto:matt.lechowicz@myactv.net
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From: Lori Blank
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 9:00:58 AM


My name is Harry Blank and I live at 2082 NW Estuary Court in Stuart, Florida. I am very concerned about the
 proposed AAF project and it's affect on the Treasure Coast.


My concerns include:


1. Disruption to the entire area due to 32 trains plus freights per day. These trains speeding through small
 communities with no benefit to those communities.


2. Safety at crossings, noise, traffic congestion.


3. Loss of parking spaces in downtown Stuart


4. Change in character of small towns all  through the Treasure Coast


5. Cost to local taxpayers to upgrade crossings etc.


6. Lower property values on the west side of bridges due to limited navigational accessibility


7. Negative economic impact on businesses near bridges


8. Taxpayer responsibility for possible loan default if project fails


9. 100 year old bridge bound to fail with 32 plus openings per day


10. Possible blocking of major east west navigational route to west coast


11. Doesn't make economic sense. Why would a family in Miami take the train buying tickets for the entire family
 to save a half hour in travel time and then have no means of transportation in Orlando. Maybe this project has more
 to do  with increased freight traffic out of Miami than it does with passenger travel.


For these reasons and many more, I think it is time to take a much closer realistic look at this poorly thought out
 project before blindly proceeding ahead.


Sincerely,     Harry Blank
Hblankpostman@aol.com
Sent from my iPad



mailto:hblankpostman@aol.com
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From: Len & Donna
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Train
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 11:28:43 PM


To whom this may concern,


I oppose the All Aboard Florida train, it will create many problems with traffic and boating.  Another strike against
 our boating, a sure way to kill our local economy. 


Our emergency response teams will have a difficult time responding to calls.  There may even be deaths because the
 ambulance was held up waiting for a train to pass.


I feel that it would be a very big mistake to allow this to be passed.  We will all suffer the consequences.


Please reconsider your plans.


Sincerely,


Donna DeBellis



mailto:ldanddd@yahoo.com
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From: JayBelichick@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Martin County, Florida Proposed AAF passenger train route
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 11:09:27 AM


I would like to go on record as being OPPOSED to bringing passenger rail trains through Stuart, Florida
 (Martin County). With proposed 32 time a day the trains will cross over our bridges is questionable due to
 the fact the bridge crossing at the Old Roosevelt bridge is very old and would likely be susceptable to
 damages or closures that eventually would have to be repaired or the draw bridge replaced. This is one
 major concern and it will also have significant impact on boaters going to or from the ocean. In addition
  from a logical point of view  I'm not sure the existing tracks would accommodate this significant increase
 in rail traffic?
Thanks in advance for recording my NO VOTE FOR AFF.
John Belichick
4228 S. E. Rainbows End
Stuart, Florida 34997
772-283-7373     



mailto:JayBelichick@aol.com
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From: H.G.
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: john.winkle@dot.gov; Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov
Subject: Potential Impact of All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:03:14 AM


The FRA’s farce of an ‘investigation’ into anticipated impacts if the All Aboard Florida high
 speed rail scheme becomes fact should go back to the drawing board.  The
 developers/investors behind this outrage are not at all interested in providing fast passenger
 service for people of Miami and Orlando; their true purpose is the once-and-for-all-time
 destruction of the very way of life subscribed to by citizens of Martin County and The
 Treasure Coast.  Neither high speed rail nor increased freight hauling capacity are their REAL
 objective.  Following is a very brief synopsis of the tragedies they will inflict if they are
 successful:
 


1.  There will be an ever-increasing toll of terrible accidents, injuries and DEATHS as those
 in Martin, St Lucie and Indian River Counties, in their efforts to meet their own important
 (at times critical) schedules, misjudge the closing rates of the oncoming and unstoppable
 behemoths.  The numerous crossings where traffic – OFTEN including emergency vehicles
 on crucial runs - will be severely delayed, causing many to take abnormal risks, will be
 open invitations to disaster.  HOW CAN ANY RAILROAD VENTURE JUSTIFY SUCH??
 


2.  There will be severe and most negative impacts on adjacent property owners/users
 (i.e., ‘Historic Downtown Stuart’, a highly important visitor and resident destination).  The
 ‘other side’ of “Eminent Domain” MUST be applicable in this situation, and the FRA’s first
 order of business should have been to assess these impacts.  It seems obvious that FRA did
 absolutely nothing in this regard, but simply swallowed the garbage fed to them by the
 perpetrators.
 


3.  Property values throughout Martin County and much of the overall region may
 drastically lose value, NOT just those which are adjacent to the railroad but virtually
 everywhere (I have been told my own home-site, miles away from the railroad and along
 the combined St Lucie River and St Lucie Canal, will lose up to several hundred thousand
 dollars of its value due to severe curtailment of commercial and for-pleasure navigation. 
 Again, I see “Eminent Domain” questions which obviously have not been effectively
 addressed.
 


4.  We have lived in Martin County for 45 years, during which time we have observed and
 participated in a strong and ongoing commitment and effort to prevent uncontrolled
 development from running rampant here as it has in the counties to our south (and,
 substantially, to our north as well).  Martin County has become a huge favorite for tourists
 who come to Florida because of its REAL attractions, lots of sun, blue skies, wonderful



mailto:h-d-gibbons@msn.com
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 beaches, abundant nature, also abundant water (in our great variety of picturesque
 tributaries), and SMALL TOWN ATMOSPHERE with friendly shopkeepers and other just as
 friendly residents eager to make them feel welcome.  Martin County – along with much of
 The Treasure Coast - has provided a wonderful contrast to the sky-scrapers, theme parks
 and severe traffic problems now found in much of our state, and we have worked hard to
 preserve the treasures here.  Energized developers with wild dreams of capturing and
 spoiling much of our almost virgin territory have been kept under control, but I am now
 convince that the TRUE reason for this ongoing railroad effort is to run a ‘rusty spear’
 directly through the very heart of Martin County (like Historic Downtown Stuart) to once
 and for all destroy the historic protective spirit we have espoused.  I believe activation of
 AAF will do just that!  Please remember EMINENT DOMAIN!
 
With more time, I could ‘paint’ a more vivid picture but, in the interest of getting this to you
 within the required time, I am going to stop here and send what I have compiled.  Please


 remember and insist upon JUST consideration of each and all of the above points. 


 THANK YOU!!
 
 
Sincerely,
Howard Gibbons
h-d-gibbons@msn.com      



mailto:h-d-gibbons@msn.com






From: Harvey Finegold
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Wednesday, October 1, 2014 8:56:55 AM


John Winkle
Federal railroad Administration
1200 SE New Jersey Ave.
Washington D.C. 20590                                                                                          9/30/2014


Mr Winkle,


It angers me to write this letter. It should not be necessary. Your office is seeking comments 
from the public for mitigation ideas to resolve all the damage that AAF intends to bring. Your 
request is off center. It is like asking for help to comment on the equation of 1 plus 1 equals 3. 
A ridiculous question. The question to the public should be, can mitigation resolve the damage
 to Martin, St. Lucie and Indian River counties? We all know the answer to that question. NO.


Mitigation would have a modest benefit but not near enough. There will be late arrival of 
ambulances to hospitals. Time matters. How many deaths per year is too much. And there will
 be deaths. Do the boaters matter to AAF. Apparently not. This train will cause traffic jams. 
All day every day. Mitigation or not. There will be noise and excess vibrations. Causing noise 
pollution and damage to foundations. The quality of life will dramatically drop causing 
reduction in real estate values. And reducing or eliminating future growth of real estate.


I do have an excellent mitigation idea. Send it west where the plan should have been in the 
first place. There is and will be low density population.


Last Sunday the Stuart News uncovered that the environmental impact study is bought and 
paid for by AAF. What!!! So that makes the study null and void immediately!


We live in a democracy. It is supposed to be for the people and by the people. Not for special 
interest groups. The overwhelming majority in the 3 counties mentioned do not want this. Isn’t
 that enough? It should be in a democracy.


The loan under consideration to build AAF is federal money. My money and all taxpayers. We
 are not interested in loaning money or helping in any way AAF. Cease and desist 
immediately.


Harvey Finegold
101 Flamingo Av
Stuart, Fl. 34996
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From: Michael Wright
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Train
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:22:52 AM


Attention: John Winkle
 
I am opposed to the All Aboard Florida train.
I live at 106 Las Brisas Cir Hypoluxo, Fl. 33462.
The trains running now are too often.
The noise the trains make are too loud.
More would be worse.
Traffic will be worse.
Safety would be in question.
Property values would decrease.
 
Quiet zone might solve a few problems but not the majority.
 
Thank you,
 
Michael Wright



mailto:msjw@msn.com
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From: ameas@juno.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Matter of Safety
Date: Thursday, November 6, 2014 11:37:03 PM


The environment is not just comprised of plants, animals, foliage and water.  Human beings
 are an important part of the equation.
 
Safety far exceeds the quality of life issues associated with this high speed train.  When
 dangerous weather threatens, everyone east of U.S. 1 is evacuated.  The train will be east of
 U.S. 1.  Worse, our barrier island, Hutchinson Island, has a nuclear power plant.  In the event
 of an emergency at the plant, necessitating an evacuation, 32 trains a day would be a major
 hindrance.
 
I cannot understand who the passengers for these trains are expected to be.  The only stops in
 southern Florida would be West Palm Beach, Fort Lauderdale and Miami.  This area is
 already serviced by Tri-Rail commuter service, using only a handful of cars at a time.  Florida
 does not have an extensive bus and train system to easily transport the passengers on All
 Aboard Florida trains from train terminals to their final destinations.  Again, why are these
 trains necessary?
 
I hope you will give serious consideration to my concerns.
 
Respectfully,
 
Anne Sacco
332 NW Springview Loop
Port St. Lucie, FL  34986
772-340-7927
ameas@juno.com


____________________________________________________________
Odd Trick Fights Diabetes
"Unique" Proven Method To Control Blood Sugar In 3 Weeks. Watch Video.
DiabetesProtocol.com
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From: HAYKIN, CAROLYN A.
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Proglems with All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 8:56:11 AM


I am compelled to write because I see All Aboard Florida apparently proceeding, when to me
 the project is clearly fraught with problems.


First of all, the proposal has high speed trains running through congested residential areas
 many times a day. Will All Aboard Florida fence in the tracks to keep children, pets, and
 wildlife safe? The existing tracks cut through neighborhoods and bisect walking paths that
 children use to get to school and residents use to move around the community.


All Aboard Florida plans to run thirty two trains each day. Obviously, they won't run most of
 them in the middle of the night.  This means the crossings will be closed more than once an
 hour along major arteries. Currently, the crossings are closed a few times a day. The ensuing
 traffic nightmare will be horrendous. Where I live, I have to cross the tracks to go almost
 anywhere. I anticipate waiting at several trains each day.


Where are they going to get the riders? My understanding is that a ticket will cost almost as
 much as a plane ticket from Miami to Orlando and the trip will take around three hours. Who
 will be willing to spend that money when you can drive to Orlando in a little more time and
 have use of a car while in Orlando. I just don't believe that there are enough potential riders
 who will fly into Orlando to take a cruise from Miami, or vice verse. They won't be able to fill
 32 trains each day and the project will certainly lose money.


The people on the Treasure Coast will bear the interference and risks of having a high speed
 rail corridor running through our towns but we will get no benefit. We will not be able to take
 the train to Miami or Orlando. Of course we oppose the plan. It just doesn't make sense.


Carolyn Haykin
 
Support Facilitation
Port St. Lucie High School
 
"You may say I'm a dreamer, but I'm not the only one."
                                                                          John Lennon  
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From: Jim O"Connor
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Friday, October 10, 2014 3:44:03 PM


Dear Sirs:


We are in total opposition to the All Aboard Florida concept. Our home town,Vero Beach is slated to have the rail
 come right through the center of downtown. We will experience all the negative parts of this concept and none of
 the positive ones.


Local officials have been told the high speed train will come through the center of town multiple times daily yet no
 provision has been planned for a stop in Vero Beach. Locals will have no convenient access to train.


We get all the noise, liability and risk but none of the supposed benefit of a high speed rail.


Cordially,


James and Kathleen O'Connor
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From: Jack & Elaine Snyder
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: congressman.posey@mail.house.gov
Subject: All Aboard Florida Train
Date: Monday, October 13, 2014 2:10:29 AM


Mr. Winkle,
I have several comments concerning the AAF project and the impact it would have on those of us who
 live along the Florida East Coast (FEC) right-of-way between West Palm Beach and Cocoa, where there
 are no rail stops anyway..
 


1. I question the need for this train to begin with.  I’ve lived in Florida for 28 years and have never
 seen or read of any great need for a train connecting West Palm Beach and Orlando.  Perhaps
 there is a need for a train “locally” between Miami and West Palm.  Fine.  Then end this project
 with Phase I.


 
2. There are dozens of rail crossings between West Palm and Cocoa which will be affected by the


 additional rail traffic of Phase II.  The FEC right-of-way cuts all major east-west traffic in the
 affected counties, especially in Brevard County where I live. This will waste and increase cost of
 energy (waiting vehicle traffic) and reduce efficiency of travel for individuals and businesses, not
 to mention the added inconvenience.


 
3. If the “powers that be” base their approval decision on the Railroad inventory of crossings, the


 information is not accurate.  For example, there are two crossings close to my home: Parkway
 Drive and Post Road in Melbourne, Brevard County.  Both of them are listed to have no school
 bus traffic.  This is ludicrous.  School busses full of school children, including my own son, cross
 these tracks twice a day.  Obviously there is a safety impact here with increased rail traffic.


 
4. In addition, the crossing inventory lists AADT (daily vehicle traffic) based on a 1988 survey. 


 Brevard County has seen a large influx of people since 1988 as I’m sure have all the other coastal
 counties.  Obviously there is greater negative impact on more people.


 
5. I’m not as familiar with the fiscal ramifications.  But if AAF is seeking a $1.6 billion guaranteed loan


 from the tax payers, I’m sure we will end up getting stuck with some expense somewhere.
 


6. If, for some reason, it is still decided that a train is needed between West Palm and Orlando, then
 let them follow the CSX line that goes northwest through the middle of the state where the
 population is much smaller and the impact on communities would be lessened.  Since there are
 no stops between West Palm and Orlando, rail ridership would not be affected.  In addition it
 would probably be cheaper to build the second parallel rail line in these rural areas.  I hate to think
 of the nightmare impact on scores of communities and hundreds of thousands, perhaps millions,
 of people, if they try to build the second line in populated areas.


 
Anyway, these are my concerns.  I’m sure there are thousands of other Florida residents who feel the
 same way, but may not be aware of this project, or take the time to write.
 
I’m not anti-progress.  But this project seems to be solution looking for a need.  I’m very skeptical that
 there aren’t some folks somewhere (businessmen, investors, politicians) who will benefit personally and
 monetarily from a boondoggle such as this – but it certainly isn’t the average Florida resident and tax-
payer.  Thank you for your time.
 
John F. Snyder
Resident of Melbourne, Florida
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From: Eric
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: John.Winkle@DOT.gov; Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: Miami Orlando train
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:07:02 AM


I strongly oppose the approval of additional trains serving such a limited, unproven ridership as proposed for the
 coastal tracks in southeast Florida. I have seen just one short train traveling through town in the middle of the day
 knot up traffic on US1 and Dixie Highway in Stuart for an extended period of time as the train (automated gates)
 blocked a cross streets between these two highways.


But mostly I am concerned because I once was trapped between the railroad and highway bridges over the St Lucie
 River when the railroad bridge came down unexpectedly. (I was in a sailboat under power but cannot move very
 fast against a strong current.) Significant damage was done to my boat as the current pushed me against the rocks,
 pilings, and bridge - there just isn't room to maneuver in this small space. And I was the only one caught - I can
 only imagine the chaos and damage if several boats were similarly trapped. My incident occurred several years ago
 when daytime train traffic was rare. 32 trains per day (most would undoubtedly be during the day - 3 to 4 per hour!)
 would guarantee such occurrences would be common.


Please do not approve such train traffic. It hurts so many communities' business and people and benefits so few.
 Better, less damaging solutions should be found. And, even then, approve just one or two roundtrip trains daily or
 weekly to prove demand and the economic benefit to Florida warrants such an intrusion on us. Thank you.


Eric Booton, Stuart FL
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From: sara dotto
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Proposed AAF passenger train service
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 5:10:08 PM


I attended the Draft EIS meeting held at the Fort Lauderdale Convention center October 28th I was shocked to
 discover that one of the conclusions was a finding of minimal impact to the navigability of the New River. I studied
 the simulation of boat traffic at the FEC bridge and spoke to the people manning the booth and they acknowledged
 that tide, wind and current had not been factored in.   Why not?   This extremely large increase in train traffic will
 severely and negatively impact marine traffic at that specific point causing great damage to the marine industry and
 potentially to the 100,000 jobs associated with it.


In addition  the draft EIS seems to have ignored the quality of life of the residents of Fort Lauderdale who will have
 to contend with a dramatic  increase in train traffic from 14 trains per day to 52 trains per day. This will
 undoubtedly cause major traffic congestion at arterial roads that traverse the city from east to west and vice-versa.
 There are great concerns that  first responders will not have access to emergency situations, not the least of which
 is  Broward General Hospital.


I fail to understand how the FRA can endorse the draft EIS when it fails to address   the major problems the marine
 industry will face as well as the negative impact on residents of the City.


Heavy freight has no business tearing  through the heart of Fort Lauderdale and other communities.
The solution is to redirect all freight west of urban areas eg U.S. 27


Passenger trains (if thought to be a viable business proposition ) should run along elevated tracks so as not to impede
 vehicular traffic and the bridge over the New River should also be elevated so as not to impede marine traffic.


This is the solution that will solve the problems and will keep everyone happy.


Fort Lauderdale is known as" The Venice of America, Yachting Capital of the World", lets make sure we keep it
 that way.


Thank you for the opportunity to voice my opinion,


Sara L. Dotto


1338, Mango Isle
Fort Lauderdale Fl 33315
954 463 2255
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From: Nancy kicherer dvm
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Monday, October 13, 2014 6:33:46 AM


This email is a vote AGAINST AAF.
It will diminish our lives not enhance them. A fast train for travelers is not needed, costs too
 much and serves too few. If I lived in Stuart then it would be even more deleterious. 
What were you thinking?
Obama will be gone very soon and Scott too hopefully. This politics and wishful thinking at
 its worst. 
NO NO NO!!
The people of this State are sensible enough to know a high speed train from Orlando to
 Miami is about $ for the few , not the environment , not the people and certainly not reality. If
 i were a tourist i don't need a train but rather will rent a car. 
All over the world trains don't make a profit and have failed to pay for themselves. Public
 transport makes sense for dense commutes , but they always loose $ and except in the third
 world are underused. 
We don't want this. Never have and likely never will. We are Floridians.  We don't want this
 train. Inland would be one thing but along the coast is pure corruption of our lives. 
Nancy Kicherer DVM
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From: Gary@BodyLogix Fitness
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Update
Date: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 3:30:45 PM


 Dear sirs, I am writing to beg you to fight against the intrusion of the All Aboard
 Florida project.
As a local small business owner located within a mile of the railroad tracks many of
 my clients and patrons will be affected by the 32+ closings per day.


I have already received feedback from my clients that the closing will affect their
 travel time and routes to visit my facility. Since my facility counts on and receives
 revenue on a per visit basis, this is extremely detrimental to the health of my
 business. 


Of course I am not the only business affected. The business community in downtown
 Jensen Beach and Stuart will be adversely affected as well due to the railroad tracks
 running parallel and in very close proximity to walking traffic that is prevalent in these
 areas.These areas are just now beginning to financially recover and the railroad
 brings NOTHING to fruit to our businesses and community as a whole.


PLEASE REROUTE or DERAIL  All Aboard Florida!
                                                  Sincerely, Gary M Peloquin


"BETTER-STRONGER-FASTER"
WWW.BODYLOGIX-FITNESS.COM


Gary Peloquin  President
BodyLogix Fitness Inc.
1050 NE Jensen Beach Blvd
Jensen Beach, FL 34957
772-225-5555


http://www.ideafit.com/profile/gary-peloquin
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From: Wade Boyles
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Miami to Orlando Rail
Date: Thursday, October 30, 2014 3:57:33 AM


I'm a resident of Fort Lauderdale and live near the New River. I fully
support the project and the bridge closing and times. This will
benefit many people who wish to travel between South Florida and
Orlando!


Sincerely,
Wade Boyles
544 SW 14th Ave.
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33312


Sent from my iPhone
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From: Mandolinda
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Proposed AAF project
Date: Tuesday, October 14, 2014 4:55:34 AM


I am 100% AGAINST AAF!  The rails run through many downtown areas and protected wild areas of our county. 
 This is a danger to our citizens and wild life.  But most of all it will ruin our quality of life.  If this is a
 'need'.....build tracks out through the center of the state where it is less populated.
Linda Squeo
432 NW Ferris Dr.
Port Saint Lucie, Fl.  34983
Sent from my iPad
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From: rekab425@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@dot.gov.
Cc: Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Wednesday, October 8, 2014 2:27:15 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle and AAF,


Emergency vehicles access needs to be addressed much more fully in the EIS.
 According 
to the All Aboard Florida website, AAF "is committed to working with city and local 
officials to ensure that appropriate communications and logistics are in place so that 
response times for emergency vehicles are not impacted."


These communications include publishing schedules for crossing closures so
 emergency 
vehicles are aware of potential blockages ahead of time and additional warning
 measures 
to alert these vehicles of any schedule changes.


But none of these address the real problem. In an emergency, ambulances and fire
 trucks 
must take the most direct route to the problem area. Rerouting such vehicles to a
 more 
indirect route could result in serious injury or even death. Further, while AAF trains
 are 
supposed to pass through crossings in "less than 60 seconds," that time alone could
 be 
critical to the patient being transported. Finally, the reality is that only the first car in
 line 
faces such a short delay. In season, an ambulance could easily be number 15 in line,
 thus 
facing a more extensive delay that the passenger may not survive.


These delays of life-saving vehicles must be considered as critical, negative impacts
 in 
the EIS. People's lives are at stake.


We have all worked far too long and hard to build the beautiful communities we all 
(residents and visitors alike) now enjoy.  Please do not destroy what we love so much
about our Florida.


Your solution to these and all other problems that your railroad presents is best
 resolved 
by moving your trains west of our cities.


Sincerely, 


Don Wilkinson
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From: Stuart Gollinger
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida Will Do Terrible Harm To the People And Property Values In Martin County, FL
Date: Thursday, October 30, 2014 5:59:47 PM


To: Federal Railroad Administration


The Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) issued by All Aboard 
Florida fails to appropriately recognize the terrible adverse effects of the 
Project that will run new passenger service through the Martin County 
corridor between Miami and Orlando, as follows:


1. It greatly minimizes the adverse effects on navigation, which will require 
the closing of moveable bridges near the Florida East Coast (FEC) railroad 
tracks much more frequently than at present, and result in the delay of 
boats moving through the St. Lucie River. 


2. It does not mention or discuss the major issue of the Project tying up 
vehicular traffic for prolonged periods to time, to such an extent that 
firemen, police and other first responders will not be able to meet their 
obligations in a timely manner. If the residents living in the towns near the 
FEC railroad tracks are more susceptible to seeing their homes burn down 
or people being harmed or dying as a result of the All Aboard Florida 
trains, why should the Project be approved at their expense? 


3. It greatly minimizes the impact to wildlife near the FEC railroad tracks, 
stating only that there will be a "negligible effect" without offering any 
proof or other evidence to substantiate its statement.
Clearly, the birds and mammals proximate to the FEC railroad tracks will be 
affected by the trains roaring through their natural habitat at over 100 
miles per hour. Does FRA care about destroying the natural ecological 
system in place near the FEC railroad tracks in Martin County? If so, the 
Project must not be approved.
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4. It greatly exaggerates the so-called “beneficial effects”, citing no adverse 
effects on air quality because the Project would "reduce vehicle miles 
traveled by private cars.” However, the EIS fails to mention the effects of 
exhaust emanating every day from hundreds of idling vehicles that will 
have to wait for passing All Aboard Florida trains. 


5. It totally fails to even mention the major issue of the Project destroying 
the quality of life for so many residents of Martin County who will  have to 
listen every day of their lives to the sounds of All Aboard Florida trains 
roaring through their neighborhoods.; and


6. It totally disregards the impact on the market values of the homes 
proximate to the FEC railroad tracks. Thousands of Martin County residents
 will have the market values of their homes dramatically adversely affected 
by the Project. When the market values of the homes of those thousands 
of residents fall below the current values of their mortgages, as a result of 
the disruption to the people, wildlife and environment caused by the trains 
rumbling through their neighborhoods in Stuart, Hobe Sound and 
elsewhere in South Florida, the residents may very well just walk away from
 their mortgage obligations, which will put this State ( and Federal 
Government ) back where they were in 2006-2009 when banks were left 
holding the bag with respect to their many oversold mortgages to those 
who could not afford to pay them. Those banks may very well then need a 
major bailout from the Federal Government just to survive. Will the Federal
 Government wish to rescue the lending banks again? I don’t think there is 
enough sentiment in Congress for this to happen. The lending banks that 
do not survive will in turn cause a major downturn in the U.S. Economy—all
 because FRA may decide to approve the Project.


Thank you.


Sincerely,







Jeri Gollinger
7134 Hawk’s View Trail
Port St. Lucie, FL 34986








From: Donald Hansen
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Move All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains West
Date: Sunday, November 16, 2014 10:04:44 AM


My Name: Donald Hansen


My Email: dony_eva@yahoo.com


My Address:


2430 Harbor Cove Drive
Fort Pierce, Florida 34949


I write as a long-time resident of Florida, 37 years in Miami and now 10 years in Fort Pierce.
 My three adult children with families live from Boca Raton to Fort Pierce, and share my
 opinion. Our concern is about the All Aboard Florida high-speed rail proposal. This proposal
 is said to have strong support in the terminal cities, Miami and Orlando, but is strongly
 opposed by the many thousands of people living along the intercity route between these cities.
 I need not repeat the many ways in which the proposed route will be inimical to their quality
 of life as these have been aired extensively. Among my acquaintances the negative opinion is
 all but unanimous. The recent public meetings organized by FRA, like the EIS, were a sham
 that revealed the FRA as an agency focused on promotion of rail activity, rather than on
 development of optimal public policy. 
The project may or may not succeed financially, but citizens of the destination cities
 apparently anticipate a positive economic result. The population along the route conversely,
 will lose economically, and in quality of life issues, but with no compensating values. The
 obvious optimal public policy solution is to move the intercity route west, away from the
 highly populated, and hurricane vulnerable coast. This would enable the destination cities to
 reap whatever economic value is obtained, while not degrading the quality of life of he
 population along the route.
Thank you,
Donald Hansen, PhD
Fort Pierce, FL 
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From: Arjimunder@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Proposed All Aboard Florida Hign Speed Rail
Date: Tuesday, November 11, 2014 12:12:59 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle,
 
As an East Coast (Brevard County) Florida resident I am OPPOSED to the All About Florida high speed
 rail.  Has any thought been given to the noise, nuisance and inconvenience that this train will cause the
 residents of Brevard County?  What about the danger and delays to emergency vehicles?  There are so
 many negative effects with no benefits to the residents!
 
Arlene Underwood
Cape Canaveral FL
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From: Robert Puglisi
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Tuesday, October 14, 2014 2:43:15 PM


The proposed AAF high speed train that is supposed to go through the three counties of the Treasure Coast will
 prove to be a terrible nightmare for our residents. I urge you to put the kibosh on this foolish idea.    Bob Puglisi
bpuglisi511@yahoo.com
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From: Jones, Raymond (FECR.HIA)
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida / Draft Environment Impact Statement (DEIS) Comment Period - September 19 - December 3,


 2014
Date: Tuesday, October 21, 2014 1:52:07 PM


                                                                                                                                              Raymond J. Jones
                                                                                                            18439 NW 9 Street
                                                                                                            Pembroke Pines,
 Florida 33029
 
                                                                                                            October 21, 2014
 
 
Mr. John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590
 


All Aboard Florida / Draft Environment Impact Statement (DEIS) Comment Period


To Whom It May Concern:


I am writing you to show my support for the proposed Private Sector, All Aboard Florida
 intercity passenger rail service being proposed by Florida East Coast Industries to operate
 between Orlando and Miami. I am a resident of Pembroke Pines, Florida and was born and
 raised in South Florida.  This project has the potential of improving our State, increasing
 revenues and reducing vehicular traffic on our crowded highways and adds jobs for our
 residents.


All Aboard Florida will add nearly $3.5 billion in GDP to the state of Florida’s economy. In
 addition, over the next eight years the project will generate an estimated $2 billion in labor
 income and over $600 million in tax revenues for Federal, State, and Local governments.


Beyond the economic benefit, a significant number of jobs will be generated. During the first
 two years of rail-line construction (between 2014 and 2016) the project is expected to
 create more than 10,000 jobs on average per year. Beyond 2016 construction and
 operations of the rail-line and transit-orientated development (TOD) will support an
 estimated 5,000 jobs annually through 2021. Once construction is complete the rail-line
 and TOD operations will support over 2,000 permanent jobs.


All Aboard Florida will connect Miami and Orlando in just under three hours with
 intermediate stops in Fort Lauderdale and West Palm Beach. The project will represent for
 the State two complementary businesses – passenger rail service and millions of square
 feet of transit-oriented development, including a mix of hospitality, commercial and
 residential, surrounding the proposed three South Florida stations.


All Aboard Florida passenger rail system is of significant importance to the State of
 Florida’s economic development and to all of the regions serviced by the multimodal mass
 transportation. The benefits accrued to the State and to the counties serviced along the
 corridor go well beyond the quantifications of economic impact by encouraging further
 business development and providing support to key Florida industries such as travel and
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 hospitality, while also improving the mobility of the labor force.


 


In addition to job creation and the significant tax revenues the project will generate, All
 Aboard Florida will serve the transportation needs of the 9 million residents along the
 corridor, along with the 50 million who already travel between and within the project’s
 planned route on an annual basis. Additional positive impacts generated by the project
 include:


Enhancing Florida’s infrastructure resources. Through private investment, All
 Aboard Florida passenger service will increase the efficiency of, and enhance and
 improve the existing rail corridor established by Henry Flagler a century ago.


Relief for the region’s roads and environment. The service will remove
 approximately 3 million vehicles annually from Florida roads, resulting in less traffic
 congestion; a decrease in green gas emissions and fuel consumption; and a
 reduction for taxpayer funding to build and maintain already challenged road
 systems.


Revitalization for South Florida’s downtown centers. The project will bring
 revitalization to the urban cores of Miami, Fort Lauderdale and West Palm Beach, as
 each downtown station location serves as a hub for optimum connectivity to area
 shopping, dining, hotels and attractions, fueling growth and catalyzing the urban
 regeneration of each city.


Increased tourism within the State. With visitors to Florida expected to reach 100
 million, and 6 million new residents to the State expected by 2020, All Aboard Florida
 will connect four large tourist destinations and population centers, offering an easy,
 convenient and comfortable solution to moving more people within Central and
 South Florida.


The Project would have the beneficial impact of removing 335,628 auto vehicle trips per
 year from the regional roadway network in 2016 and 1.2 million vehicles in 2019. The
 Project would also have beneficial environmental effects, such as traffic diversion from I-95
 and other highways, economic growth, air quality improvements and energy consumption
 improvements during operation.
 


                                                                                                Sincerely,


 


                                                                                                Raymond J. Jones


 








From: adrienne.dis@gmail.com
To: Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com; john.winkle@dot.gov
Cc: AAF-comments@vhb.com
Subject: Move All Aboard train West of town
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:16:48 PM


Out of frustration with the politics of the train, I did not believe taking the time to write a letter would change an
 already done deal. As the last day for public comment comes to a close, I feel compelled to comment, I want to
 have some belief our individual voices count.
All hospital facilities are East of the rail significantly impacting the health and
safety of the residents of IRC. In early November, while on a date with his significant other at Majestic Theater in
 VB, a friend of my husbands died while waiting for an ambulance stopped by a train on the tracks. If we had the
 appropriate infrastructure I would support this endeavor but the application in its current state does not address the
 lack of emergency facilities west of the tracks. I strongly agree with moving the tracks west of town and
 transforming the area into a green space for roller blading, running or bicycling as the only solution.
As a taxpayer, I request their application be declined.
Adrienne Dissis-Ferrentino


Sent from my iPad
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From: GSamples@fau.edu
To: john.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: Proposed FEC High Speed Rail
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 2:34:17 PM


To Whom It May Concern-
 
As a resident of Saint Lucie County, Florida, I oppose this plan.  Quite
 frankly, I think the passenger aspect of your plan is a ruse to get upgraded
 tracks for freight usage.  The route through the Treasure Coast is not
 uninhabited and will run through small cities and villages-through historic
 downtown areas in most cases, not larger, industrial cities such as Miami or
 West Palm.  This will have a devastating effect on our smaller, and yes,
 quainter areas-but that is why we chose to live here.  The vibration, the
 noise, and the fine dust from the trains-especially the very heavy freight
 trains these tracks are really intended for, will drive ALL property values
 along this route to rock bottom.  Will you be willing to reimburse all these
 property owners for their losses?  I doubt it.  I believe you have chosen
 this route because you believe it to be the cheapest and easiest route. 
 Thankfully, there are four counties, along with their residents, that I know
 of that vehemently oppose this route.  My husband, Robert Anderson, and
 myself, Gail Samples, also oppose this route and want this opposition to be
 recorded in your statements.
 
Respectfully,
 
Gail Samples
Robert Anderson
4583 Old Dixie Hwy
Fort Pierce, FL  34946
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From: Frank Pirillo
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 2:15:00 PM


My wife and I moved to Stuart just over two years ago.  We love it here and we especially
 love the downtown area, the beaches and the waterways.  We love the Lyric Theater and the
 outdoor cafe's downtown.  


What we don't like is the rumble and the noise when a train goes through.  I have been at a
 concert at the Lyric when a freight train goes through and you can feel the vibrations in your
 seat and hear the whistles.  I can't even imagine what it would be like with 32 plus trains
 going through each day.


As I drive through Port St. Lucie, I see all the houses for sale that are located near the tracks. 
 These poor people are going to take a financial beating because of this proposed AAF.  


Stuart will never be the same and the overall damage that will be done to the Treasure Coast
 will be devastating.  Who will want to take the blame for that?


Most of us know that the underlying reason for all of this is the increased number of freight
 trains that are expected with the expansion of the Panama Canal.  This will only make matters
 worse.


The real answer to this is to run new rails down the center of the state where disruption will be
 minimal.  Get Amtrak to allow AAF to use their rails and put this AAF to rest.


Thanks you for you time on this matter!


Frank and Connie Pirillo
Stuart, FL
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From: Sye Tafic
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Mr. John Winkle
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 11:25:21 PM


To whom it may concern-


 I am writing in support of All aboard Florida. I am an student at a college in Florida. I am
 supporting All Aboard Florida because this is something the state would really benefit from,
 and hopefully all the fifty states in building a true high speed rail infrastructure.This is
 something that has a lot of ingenuity to. As countries want to bond cities cleaner and faster in
 the right manner.  This would be very beneficial because these two cities are what tourist and
 residents travel to. Hopefully more cities will be connected. I recently spoke to a campus
 employee who thought this project was another dream. Little did she know it became reality.
 As she told us of her relative who traverses often between the two cities for business meets.I
 hope this project continues to make way, even with what the naysayers say.  As history
 shows. Railways have always bonded this country together in the most hardest times. I am
 grateful this city and state can have a high speed rail infrastructure to serve the community
 and people. 


 Sincerely,
 Syed
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From: Vincent Paxhia
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Proposed High Speed Train trough the Treasure Coast area
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 2:35:29 PM


I live in Jensen Beach, a few miles west of a train crossing in a densely populated, heavy traffic area.The
 train would present serious traffic inconvenience and loss of business to the long established businesses
 in the area. Although I believe the train will be unsuccessful in the end, as many other passenger train
 systems, and would need government subsidies to survive, it would create serious problems for all the
 residents.
 
The Martin County Commissioners had their engineering staff study the All Aboard Impact survey, their
 kind assessment was that the report was incomplete and had some inaccuracies, and more study was
 needed. This impact survey, paid for by All aboard, seems to me to be a conflict of interest situation and
 of doubtful merit.
 
A look at only the train trestle across the St. Lucie river and the sharp curve just north, indicates that the
 trains will have to slow down to 30-40 miles per hour. That suggests there is a lot of track improvement
 needed in the state before the train will average the claimed high speed. That will be a blessing to the
 residents, but  will  prevent All Aboard from performing as promised. Meanwhile boat traffic will be
 severely reduced due to the slowly operating trestle and the number of operations needed.
 
This train plan cannot be allowed to happen. I sincerely hope the Federal Government listens to the
 affected citizens of Florida, and I believe the government should not risk our money by approving the
 requested loan.
 
Respectively,
 
Vincent B. Paxhia
 
    


This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software. 
www.avast.com
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From: tom bellavance
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Thursday, October 16, 2014 3:36:29 PM


My wife and I have lived and voted in Jensen Beach for 15 years and can't believe someone
 would come up with a hairbrained plan like AAF. There are absolutely no benefits to the
 whole treasure coast. In tiny Jensen Beach, we have five railroad crossings. It doesn't take a
 fool to know that if this gets shoved down our throats , in a year or two it will go under and
 someone will get stuck with bill. Please stop it in it's track, pun intended.
Thomas & Nancy Bellavance
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From: joe dinmore
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: joedinmore8@aol.com; LETTERS@PBPOST.COM
Subject: Mr. John Winkle
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 12:44:36 PM


Attn: John Winkle
 
    1.        Why isn't AAF using TRI-RAIL tracks?
 
                   TRI-RAIL does not allow freight trains on their tracks!
 
    2.        Why is AAF building such large terminals with an industrial design and
 acquiring surrounding properties ?
 
                    For storage of freight !
 
    3.         Why did Miami build a new rail and vehicle tunnel connecting from the
 Miami port,  to the Miami AAF terminal and
             connecting traffic arteries?
 
                    Not for the convenience of a few cruise ship passengers !    
                    But think of the freight potential!!!
 
    4.         With Miami having one of the few deep water ports on the east coast, there
 is an enormous financial opportunity
              for transporting the cargo to all cities in Florida, and the SE portion of the
 UNITED STATES.
 
                    Think of all of the jobs created!
                    Think of all the rail traffic going thru the towns and cities along this
 stretch.
                        How do pedestrians and traffic cross the tracks without huge delays?
                        How do we get to the beach, a huge financial draw for city budgets?
                        Why do tourist want to come to our cities, with out access to the
 beaches and fishing?
                        That means higher tax rate for residents!
                    Think of all the blaring horns day and night, that State and Federal Laws
 require at all crossings!
                       
    5.        Who benefits from AAF?
                    The millionaires, including Gov. Scott
                    The Politicians.
                    A few Rich tourists? 
                    Residents come Last, we have our own cars to travel to Orlando!!!
 
             JOSEPH DINMORE
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From: RICHARD GROSS
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Proposed Rail Road Bridge Closings in South Florida
Date: Wednesday, November 26, 2014 1:01:16 PM


Dear Sir, I am a year round Resident of Margate Florida and use my Boat which is docked in
 Lighthouse Point, year round. I go through the Rail Road bridge in the River Walk area of
 downtown Fort Lauderdale often. Increasing the closing to a 16 times a day would be a
 disaster! This is the narrowest passage of the Intracoastal Waterway south of West Palm
 Beach and my boat, which needs a 13 foot bridge clearance, can navigate from Commercial
 Blvd to Key West without waiting for any bridges except the RR bridge in the River Walk Area.
 If you don't know this area take a look in person and see what happens when this bridge
 closes!. There is a backup on the waterway of All boats from the smallest to the 100 foot
 mega yachts which go through this area to get to or leave the many large Marinas that
 specialize in repair and docking of these large ships. This would make many of them go
 elsewhere for service or home docking devastating the marine industry in south Florida. Me
 and my friends would no longer tie up at the many restaurants in that area due to the traffic
 jams heavily impacting those businesses.  Please reconsider allowing the new train service to
 use this bridge. I am a supporter of rail travel and would use this train, but not if they use this
 bridge. They can use the alternate right of way that would not create havoc on the
 Intracoastal. 
                                                                                                                                                              
 Sincerely,
                                                                                                                                                              
 Richard Gross
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From: Ira Marks
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Sunday, October 19, 2014 8:11:54 AM


There is no benefit to us, the residents of Vero Beach, more of an annoyance and a nuisance. Safety hazard, too. I
 hope you can step back and put yourself in our shoes. Makes no sense having so many trains running through our
 neighborhoods at the proposed speeds.


Ira Marks
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From: William Ponsoldt
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: My Comments Re: All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:59:11 AM


Gentlemen:


I am a very concerned citizen who works at an office in Contractors'
 Showcase, 1501 S.E. Decker Avenue, #519, Stuart, Florida.  Our office is
 in a line of buildings that back up to the railroad tracks approximately 20
 feet away.  At present, when a train passes, the walls of our building
 actually vibrate and the pictures hanging on the walls shake and it scares
 me.  I can only imagine what it will feel like if 30+ trains per day pass
 by.  I am extremely worried that it will cause serious damage to not only
 our building but others that are located this closely to the railroad tracks.


I'd like to extend an invitation for someone from your committee to visit
 our office between 8:00 A.M. and 4:00 P.M. to see/hear for yourself.  Our
 phone number is 772/286-9480.


Over the past year road traffic in Stuart has doubled and traveling through
 downtown Stuart is already nearly impossible.  Even U.S.#1 traffic has
 increased dramatically.  God only knows what will ensue here in Stuart
 when road traffic comes to a complete stop 32 times per day.


What will happen to the police, the fire trucks, paramedics, ambulances?? 
 They will be stuck in this traffic nightmare along with the rest of us.  I
 believe this will prevent them from doing their jobs effectively and saving
 lives.  In an emergency situation - minutes definitely matter!


I truly believe this scenario before us will be detrimental to the businesses
 and residents of Stuart, as well as dangerous.
Please reconsider.


Very truly yours,


Jacqueline Teske
Phone:  772/286-9480
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From: Lois
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Proposed Rail Routes
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:00:30 PM


The residents of the Treasure Coast communities moved here for the unique, tranquil lifestyle that it embodies.  Our
 property values, marine life and peace of mind are being disrupted by Fortress Investment Group LLC whose
 members would never allow a high speed passenger-railway to barrel through their hometowns.   Reports show that
 the CSX option received a negative assessment but evidently might makes right rather then taxpaying homeowners
 and businesses having any say in the proposed rail line which will traverse our historic towns. 


Federal officials need to need to adequately consider the economic factors.


Sent from my NOOK
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From: anthonycontarino
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Sunday, October 19, 2014 12:10:29 PM


The plans to run 32 passenger trains, plus an undisclosed increase in freight trains through the Treasure Coast of
 Florida will be devastating to the safety, economy and quality of life of the Treasure Coast residents.
I am a 25 year resident and have looked forward to spending my remaining years in this beautiful area. I, along with
 thousands upon thousands of other people in this area are not opposed to high speed rail service  between Orlando
 and Miami, although most feel that the passenger service is not going to succeed. The freight service to
 accommodate an increase in freight due to the Panama Canal may be warranted. However the trains should run
 West of the coast so as not to devastate the thousands of people along its path.
We are told the Railroad was here first, however they gave up passenger service many years ago and communities
 were built acknowledging the limited traffic. Now so that some investors in New York may make a profit the
 quality of life and safety and property values of many will be destroyed. I have always believed one mans rights end
 when his elbow hits the ribs of his neighbor.
PLEASE MAKE THE TRAINS RUN WEST OF THE COAST. Either on existing tracks or new ones.


Anthony Contarino
1950 SW Palm City Rd., Apt. 5210
Stuart, Fl. 34994
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From: Mickey
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: My Comments
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 11:31:13 AM
Attachments: DOC093.pdf


See attached comments.


David M. Nolen
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From: BILL SHAW
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Proposed Rail Service
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 11:40:41 AM


Good Morning, AAF,


My family and I are opposed to your proposed high speed rail passenger service between
 Miami-Dade and Orlando because it runs through Stuart without offering a Stuart station. 
 Most of the criticism you are receiving from Treasure Coast citizens is because there is no
 planned stop.  You could eliminate most of that criticism by initially planning a Stuart stop. 
 Do you realize that your trains have to slow down to around 30 miles an hour to get through
 Stuart because of the old single rail bridge across the St. Lucie river followed by a sharp right
 hand turn?  You have to slow to a crawl anyway, so why not stop.  You can't spare another
 two minutes?


So, if you are not stopping don't expect very much support from Treasure Coast citizens.  And,
 we will vote against politicians who accept your donations.


Respectfully,


Albert Shaw
8155 S. W. Wildwood Drive
Stuart, FL 34997
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From: EDB1260@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Monday, October 20, 2014 4:33:31 PM


AAF would have an extremely unfortunate effect on the Treasure Coast!
 
-Environmentally it would be a disaster, not only for wildlife but also for the
 Indian River Lagoon.
 
-Noise from the trains would greatly affect the hearing and well being of our
 citizens.
 
- Emergency vehicles would find it difficult to get the gravely ill to the
 hospital in a timely manner; police and fire vehicles likewise.
 
-Real estate values would tumble to a new low. I live 2 miles from the tracks
 and can clearly hear the trains now.
 
-Businesses would be cut off from most neighborhoods
 
-Our peacefulness is what draws most tourists to this area. Big Choo choo
 would destroy our peace.
 
-And last but certainly not least: It seems that AAF is the party that hired the
 company that said "it is environmentally ok". Also, this is allegedly a private
 company; they should use their own money and not federal loans (OUR
 taxpayer dollars!)
 
Thank you for your attention.
 
Mary Bennett
Sebastian resident
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From: margaret grasso
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: My Concerns
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:49:42 AM


There are many concerns regarding the noise, safety, inconvenience to people needing to cross the tracks, get under
 bridges etc.  That said, my most pressing concern is access to the Hospital in Vero Beach for residents on the West
 Side.  In my small Community of 56 homes (only 45% are occupied year round) it has already experienced three
 situations in 2014 whereby a resident experienced a life threatening condition where minutes counted as to their
 survival. One person went into anaphylactic shock to due to a raging infection a second person had a massive heart
 attack and split her head open when she fell and the third incident was a person having a stroke. Each person
 required immediate attention that resulted in long hospital stays and in-depth treatment.  Each one survived because
 of the prompt attention at the hospital.  In the case of the stroke the gentleman's wife got him in the car and directly
 to the hospital.  In the other two cases EMT's transported the patients.  I am convinced if they were held up by a
 train the survival results would have been very different.  I know these individuals and their lives matter more than
 anyone's business aspirations.  PLEASE NO ALL ABOARD.  Don't be the party responsible for someone losing
 their life.


Margaret Grasso


Sent from my iPad
Margaret Grasso
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From: jwlampiasi@juno.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Proposed additional trains.
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 9:29:45 AM


I am a resident of Sebastian, FL.  I am  very opposed to the proposed trains.   I believe it is a huge step backward.  
 Modern transportation should not and, if planned correctly, will not interfere with our current way of life.


I live right off CR512. Currently  if I travel west 4 miles  I will reach one of the 20th century's answers to modern
 transportation.  I-95 is a road I can use and do use from time-to-time.  If I chose to use it I can-easily.  If I chose not
 to use it, I simply drive under it. 
On the other hand , if I travel east on CR 512 I encounter the 18th century's answer to modern transportation-rail
 road tracks.  If I chose to use it-I cannot.  If I chose to just drive past it-I cannot.  Trains  stop traffic.  This new
 proposal would have more of the same-old-same-old. Trains that do not stop, but make me stop. 


If this proposal were truly a modern progressive proposal it would not continue with 18th century transportation.  It
 would contain at least two 20th century ideas.  These train tracks, if they truly are needed, would be laid further
 west and/or they would be elevated.   This is Florida, after all.  Our dear Walt Disney oversaw the building of
 elevated rail traffic here in Florida during his lifetime.   Mr. Disney has been gone almost 50 years.


If proponents of more trains are serious, I say let's get into the 21st century and come up with a real  improvement.


SINCERELY


JACK W LAMPIASI


942 Fulton Way
Sebastian, FL
____________________________________________________________
Map Your Flood Risk
Find Floodplan Maps, Facts, FAQs, Your Flood Risk Profile and More!
http://thirdpartyoffers.juno.com/TGL3131/544e488b9c13488a231cst02duc
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From: rdcjaca@yahoo.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 12:20:30 PM


Mr. John Winkle, Federal Railroad Administration


I,m writing to tell you that I want you and the federal government to step in stop this rip off
 known as all aboard Fl. To allow this project to proceed is a insult to the people of Fl and
 further erodes the the peoples confidence in our government. This wanton for profit project
 ignores the to invest in rapid rail to service all the people of Fl , only lines the pockets of the
 investor. So stop this absurd  project in it's tracks , for once do something for we the people,
 not corporate America. !!


Raymond D. Centola
Port St Lucie, Fl 34952-5313
772-398-8693
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From: Barbara
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: My concerns
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 9:31:21 AM
Attachments: All Aboard Florida to IRC.docx


Please find attached a copy of the letter we have mailed to Indian River
 Commissioners regarding your proposed desire to ruin our beautiful and peaceful
 existence.


Whispering Palms Manufactured Home Community & RV Resort is an active 55 plus
 community that is a destination area for our northern visitors. We have 571 sites, 69
 of those back up to the existing tracks, and go from 125 year round residents to
 about 800 residents that contribute a large amount of money to our economy while
 here. We offer many amenities and a clean and welcoming community. Please take a
 moment and look at our website: whisperingpalmsrv.com. 


The sites along the tracks are our most difficult to fill. The reason being sound,
 vibration, fear of the train itself. We have lost at least 10 reservations this month
 alone because no one wants to be back there. An average stay is 3 months at
 $2,235.00 per reservation. We do have people staying in these sites, however, we
 do not have them all filled and they are the only choices left. These guests arrive in
 motor homes, 5th wheels and travel trailers that run anywhere from $30,000 to
 $300,000. We are not some little trashy mobile home & RV park along the tracks.
 Since the RVer home is on wheels, if they don't like what is happening here, they will
 move to another park.


The reason our guests come to this area is the peace and quiet, minimal traffic no
 crime, minutes from the ocean, excellent fishing, events in the area and the beauty
 of the coastal area. The city of Sebastian does not allow "big box" stores in order to
 maintain that fishing village feel. 


We do not want to have additional trains flying through our community. With the
 number of trains proposed the streets will be blocked more, and at the rate of
 speed, all the intersections will be blocked as they come through our town.
 According to what I have read, there are other options west of here in a less
 populated area, and what seems like a more direct link to the airport. 


I appreciate you taking the time to read these opinions and really doubt that the big
 money behind this project really cares what we think. However, the more you realize
 what you have chosen to do affects real people, maybe you will consider other
 options.


Respectfully submitted,


Barbara Cournoyer
Manager
Whispering Palms MHC & RV Resort
10305 US Hwy 1
Sebastian, FL 32958
772 589-3481
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June 25, 2014











Mr. Peter O’Bryan


Chairman


IRC, Board of County Commissioners


1801 27th St., Bldg. A


Vero Beach, FL 32958





Dear Mr. O’Bryan:





This letter is in regards to the upcoming proposal from the All Aboard Florida to add high speed passenger trains and freight trains coming through our area. We are a 571 site manufactured home and RV community that has approximately one half mile of property that is just feet from the existing track.  





In the nine years as Community Manger of this property, we have experienced many problems with the existing rail service from a residential and business point. The noise from the trains, whistle blowing and times of travel has affected our business over the years. There are approximately 60 RV sites that are along that one half mile. They are discounted for the monthly guests to try and entice them to stay there. When making a reservation we disclose to them the train runs along that area and people refuse to accept those sites, even if they are the only choice left. Guests call for a site and tell me, “I don’t want near the train”. 





The train is already a negative for us and adding more trains, with a double track instead of single track, will only increase the noise for our community and create more problems for us to overcome. Whispering Palms MHC & RV Resort is a great place to be, with many activities and amenities to offer our residents.  We have approximately 700-800 people in our community during the tourist season. These are people with a spendable income who shop, eat in restaurants and spend money at functions and events. We, like many other communities in the area, depend on these winter visitors for income and want to provide them the best experience possible while here.





We are against any more trains coming through our area. The freight trains have been getting longer and, if more trains are added to this area, it will become a major issue for Treasure Coast as well as our community.





Should this project be pushed through, we feel a sound wall to protect the community from the additional noise would be the least that could be done.





I appreciate the stand you have taken to this point regarding this project and trust that all will be done to discourage any further development from the All Aboard Florida organization in our area. 





Sincerely,











Barbara Cournoyer


[bookmark: _GoBack]Manager 






whisperingpalmsrv.com








From: Marion Conley
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Proposed high speed and additional freight trains going through Treasure Coast Florida
Date: Monday, November 10, 2014 12:14:30 PM


It simply makes no sense that these trains need to be so close to the coast.  Has no consideration been given to
 the people who live and work here?   This will be a total disruption of our lives and could be changed if the trains
 were located west of here where there is less density.   Not to mention the damage to our local wildlife, some of
 which is Federally protected.  I have yet to meet one person who is in favor of this project.  Our concern is that
 profits will overcome any justice.
Thank you.
Marion Conley
5645-2 Marina Drive
Sebastian Florida 32958
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From: R DAVID CAROLYN WILHOIT
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Wednesday, October 22, 2014 2:50:05 PM


This is so typical of our elected representatives at work!!! The Treasure Coast is getting screwed!! It is all about
 who has the most money. That would be the gambling industry and the Disney Corp. How can anyone think that
 this is actually going to work!!! Where are all these customers going to come from? We will end up paying for it so
 some "Corp." will make tons of money. I hope Gov. Scott is soundly defeated since he doesn't have the guts to
 speak up. He is probably getting paid off.
Carolyn Wilhoit
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From: D Evans
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: My eighteenth comment regarding the All Aboard Florida DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:21:30 PM


Regarding the discussion of Utilities and Energy Resources on page S-20:


There are well over 100 highway-rail grade crossings that will be updated as part of Project
 construction. Enhanced and upgraded signaling devices, including additional warning lights,
 motorized crossing gates and acoustic wayside horns could very well require upgraded
 electrical utility service. The claim that "no major changes or construction of electrical or
 other utility infrastructure" will be required is proof that this aspect of the EIS was not
 considered thoroughly. A Supplemental DEIS should be prepared that takes these concerns
 and possibilities into account.
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From: Peter McArdle
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 9:01:12 AM


I am a resident and taxpayer of Vero Beach FL and live near, and
frequently have to cross, the railroad tracks. It's bad enough now with
the freight trains stopping traffic and creating a noise nuisance, but
AAF want to send 64 trains a day through my city. The backup of traffic
when a train goes through around rush hour is very disruptive so if AAF
get their way I can see it getting so much worse. I can't believe this
project ever saw the light of day and I add my voice to the growing wave
of people against it being allowed.
Peter McArdle
1237 25th Ter. SW
Vero Beach FL 32968
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From: D Evans
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: My eighth comment regarding the All Aboard Florida DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:57:32 AM


Regarding page S-4 of the DEIS and the bulleted item "Scoping":


Reference to public comments during the Scoping process concerning additional stations and
 "a bicycle trail" are inappropriate for inclusion in the DEIS. None of these are part of the
 proposed Project or up for review by the FRA at this time.
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From: Gmail
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Thursday, November 6, 2014 8:57:31 AM


This will do nothing positive for the Treasure Coast. And, contrary to the 'pr' proclaimed by this invasive enterprise -
 it is not all private money. Government monies are involved as I'm sure Disney money.


This will impact traffic patterns, bridges, EMS vehicles, school bus schedules AND NOISE.


NO NO NO NO
Sent from my iPhone
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From: httna@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard florida train in Stuart Florida
Date: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 1:09:53 PM


To Whom It May Concern,


My name is Captain Rufus Wakeman and I live in Rio/Jensen Beach Florida.  I am opposed to the new
 train proposals and would like this to be "on record" ....
I live about 1.5 miles from the train bridge crossing and it is loud enough for the few times it is used as of
 now. With increased traffic over the bridge it will be quite an inconvenience. I am also worried about the
 time the bridge will be down as far as boats are concerned. This bridge will prevent a lot of boats from
 getting back and forth under the bridge. The bridge itself will need to be inspected and updated as it is
 quite old and rusted.  As a fishing guide it will also restrict my ability to timely move back and forth under
 the bridge while I have clients on board. It will also restrict emergency vehicles in their pursuit of saving
 lives. It will also lower all property values of the surrounding homes and properties. 


This whole situation should be moved out west to the western corridor where there will be minimum
 impact on citizens.


I am opposed to the All Aboard Florida proposed train passing through Stuart Florida city limits.


Thank you for your consideration,


Capt Rufus Wakeman
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From: D Evans
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: My eleventh comment regarding the All Aboard Florida DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:37:22 AM


Regarding the bulleted point, "Record of Decision (ROD)" text on page S-5:


FRA should disabuse itself of the notion that a combined Final EIS and Record of Decision
 will be issued pursuant to Pub. L. 112-141, 126 Stat. 405, Section 1319(b). The fact that, as of
 the date of publication of the DEIS, USCG has only just begun to evaluate the impacts of the
 proposed action as it concerns impacts to navigable waterways of the United States, and the
 fact that the DEIS presents verifiably false statements of fact (made by the Applicant or
 Applicant's consultant)  with regard to the expected impacts to maritime interests in and
 around same waterways, the probability that "significant new circumstances or information
 relevant to evnvironmental concerns" that bear on the proposed action are very probably in
 the offing. FRA's publication of this DEIS was premature in light of the fact that USCG
 inputs will shed additional light on some of the most, if not the most, significant
 environmental impacts of the entire Project.


 


Furthermore, consideration of the RRIF loan request is only possible after the application of
 AAF has been completed. The application for the RRIF loan cannot be deemed complete until
 after the NEPA process is finalized. To suggest that FRA may approve the RRIF loan request
 immediatly after the ROD has been finalized suggests that the entire EIS process has been a
 fancy charade, and that FRA has unnecessarily wasted resources on RRIF loan processing
 before the application is even complete. The entire NEPA process will be invalidated if it can
 be shown that it was undertaken to justify decisions already made. If FRA has expended time,
 money and resources on financial evaluation of the RRIF loan request prior to the completion
 of the NEPA process, then it is highly likely that one or more laws may have been broken
 along the way in the haste to provide retroactive justification for an action on which a final
 decision has already been made.
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From: Gloria Spiess
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:10:51 AM


I am against AAF.   I do not want to increase train traffic through Vero Beach and I do not want our community
 socked with the huge cost of keeping the rail road freight lines running so the private investors can make money, 
 very messy and costly to our community.
Go away!
Gloria Spiess


Sent from my iPad



mailto:gspiess7@gmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Barbara
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 10:34:34 PM


I am very concerned with the RR crossing near Jupiter Hospital being closed so often as the increase of trains will
 cause!
How do you plan to make sure the health of those people who need emergency care and live east of those tracks is
 addressed?
Also why must the citizens of palm beach county pay for the necessary quiet zones ? Why isn't this at the cost of the
 RR, who are running these trains to make money!!
Thank you
Barbara Stern
Palm Beach Gardens


Sent from my iPhone
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From: D Evans
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: My fifteenth comment regarding the All Aboard Florida DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:16:05 AM


Regarding page S-10 and impacts to navigable waterways:


40 CFR Section 1508.20 lists five ways to achieve "Mitigation" of environmental impacts.
 Notifying mariners of bridge closures by employing "new measures" is not one of them.
 Making bridge closure times "more predictable" is, likewise, not one of the listed mitigations.
 The proposed mitigation here is completely inadequate for the purposes of 40 CFR Section
 1508.20. The bridges, without extensive redesign and rebuilding effort, will block navigation
 for many more minutes per hour than is currently the case. There is no feasible mitigation for
 the resulting impacts here, and, as such, the proposed Action should be rejected by FRA
 unless and until AAF can provide actual mitigation measures. What is proposed here as
 "mitigation" is ludicrous. As an analogy, warning motorists that the road ahead is closed does
 not mitigate the effects of the road being closed. As an additional analogy, when the National
 Hurricane Center issues a Hurricane Warning for an area, that warning in no way serves to
 mitigate the negative effects of the hurricane! This line of reasoning is beyond absurd. AAF’s
 attempts to redefine the meaning of the word “mitigate” stretch the boundaries of credulity.
 FRA’s acceptance of these attempts lends further credence to the idea that this DEIS merely
 seeks to provide justification for a decision that has already been made.



mailto:de19780101@gmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Hessian John
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:01:13 AM


The proposed train thru Vero Beach would be a disaster.!!!
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From: DONALDEROOT@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 10:56:17 AM


Dear sir, My name is Donald E Root and I my residence is juts 100 feet
 from the FEC right of way. The tracks are doubled here to allow the
 trains to pass each other. 


 (Just north of midway
 road in Fort Pierce).


From South Indian river
 drive to the RR right of way
 is 244 ft. on the south side
 and 254 on the north side


 of my property.


 
I built this house as an owner builder in 1972. I have never complained
 about the train traffic. HOWEVER with the addition of 32 high speed
 trains this seams to be unbearable and unnecessary. The secret rider
 ship  is not there and every ticked sold is one less on the government
 subsidized Amtrak. As you can see in the second photo the distance
 between the road and savanna gets very slim at my location. I believe
 my 4 bedroom 3 bath 2 car garage and pool home will deprecate as
 much as $100,000. The would not work well as I am a retired veteran
 and live on a fixed income. I would ask that this project be stopped
 before it destroys the peace and tranquility of the treasure coast.
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Sincerely


4321 South Indian River Drive
Fort Pierce FL, 34982
Phone 772 461-0846
cell 772 979-2987
email donalderoot@aol.com








From: D Evans
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: My fifth comment regarding the All Aboard Florida DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:36:43 AM


This comment addresses additional issues regarding the scope of the DEIS.


In the June 28, 2013, Scoping Report (DEIS Appendix 8.1 B), Section "3.3 Alternatives"
 addresses various items that were brought up via public comments during the scoping
 process. It talks about what the EIS will do. It says the following will all be considered in the
 EIS:


- additional/alternative stations on the east coast of Florida
- alignment alternatives west of the current FEC corridor
- impacts to the New River and marine industry, including the possibility of a tunnel under it
- last-mile service assisting passengers to and from the AAF stations
- development of rail-with-trail as part of the Project


In spite of these claims in the Scoping Report, the DEIS addresses NONE of those issues. The
 DEIS should be supplemented to incorporate elements of the Scoping Report that were
 omitted for reasons unkown. As it stands, the DEIS is wholly inadequate in many respects.
 The above Scoping Report issue is merely one of them. Analysis of what is addressed and
 evaluated in the DEIS as compared to what was called for in the Soping Report reveals many
 similar instances where the DEIS falls short.
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From: nelldavid729@aol.com
To: AAF_comments@vhb.com.
Subject: All aboard florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:06:08 PM


I am against this high speed rail coming through our local
neighborhoods. Children sleep feel away from the tracks, can you
imagine a high speed train barreling by when you are tyring to sleep or
study or just live? Its too fast to be in such populated areas. Build
it out west on new tracks away from busy city street with animals and
children about.  WE DO NOT WANT IT!!!
Nell Hartley
729 Macy ST
West Palm Beach, FL 33405
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From: Dee deWaal
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 1:09:43 PM


All Aboard Florida  is destructive to Martin County.  If it materializes I see this area
 becoming like the Riveria Beach and the Lake Worth area. This will become a
 corridor of double stacked container trains.  
Yacht clubs and homeowners on the St. Lucie river south and north forks will be
 deprived easy access to the ocean. Seasonal boaters that enjoy mooring here may
 not come---.Property values will plumet--- This will affect cross state boating via the
 St Lucie Locks.---It is almost impossible to see how AAF got this far without more
 opposition.
 
What is our chamber of commerce's position? 
 
Dolores deWaal
Palm City, Fl
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From: D Evans
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: My first comment regarding the All Aboard Florida DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:17:39 AM


The public comment period should be extended by one week, or an additional week should be
 identified for submission of public comments regarding the AAF DEIS.


The "Abstract" page says comments are due by December 3, 2014. Page S-4 refers to a 75-day
 comment period. December 3, 2014, is, in fact, 75 days after the September 19, 2014, "Date
 of Approval" as it appears on the "Abstract" page of the main DEIS document. NEPA
 regulations, as promulgated by the CEQ in 40 CFR 1506.10(a) state that "time periods set
 forth in this section shall be calculated from the date of publication" of the EPA notification,
 as it appears in the Federal Register, announcing the availability of the EIS. Although this
 Draft EIS was approved on September 19, 2014, and made available on the FRA website, the
 official EPA notice of availability was not made until a week later, on September 26, 2014
 (see Federal Register Vol. 79, No. 187 page 57930). The 75-day comment period should toll
 from that date in accordance with CEQ regulations. As such, the end of the comment period
 should, in fact, be December 10, 2014. That date is 75 days after the EPA officially published
 notice of the availability of the DEIS.


 


Release of the Draft EIS in a Friday afternoon document dump on September 19, 2014 is not
 sufficient to start the clock running on the public comment period. 40 CFR 1506.10(a) clearly
 states that the clock does not start to run until notice of the EIS is published in the Federal
 Register, and that notice was not published until September 26, 2014.


Alternatively, it should me made clear that the actual amount of time allocated for public
 comments on the DEIS was 68 days, not 75.
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From: Robin Bernstein
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:16:03 PM


Dear Mr Winkle:
This letter expresses my strong support of the All Aboard Florida project which will improve Mobility in Florida by
 reintroducing passenger rail along the current Florida East Coast Railway corridor. This will create thousands of
 jobs and generate millions in economic impacts


Florida 's population continues to grow and expand and we must have alternative transportation options to serve our
 citizens.


There is no other infrastructure project  that will benefit our future and economy as much this one and as a
 businesswoman in Palm Beach
County,  I ask you for your support.


Sincerely,


Robin. S. Bernstein
President
Richard S.  Bernstein and Associates Inc
West Palm Beach, Florida


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:Robin@rbernstein.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment






From: Jenifer Najjar
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:22:14 PM


John Winkle
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E.
Room W38-311
Washington, D.C. 20590.


I am against the proposed All Aboard Florida's route that will take it through my small town of
 Fort Pierce, Florida. I travel along the current railway daily and can not fathom the idea of
 more trains. It would destroy what little economic growth is along our coastal communities,
 as our County is still trying to recuperate from the last recession.


Jenifer Najjar
2700 S. 26th Street
Fort Pierce, Florida 34981
JenNajjar@gmail.com
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From: carolstone
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 8:44:40 AM


Good morning,


I'm sure this is a huge job, sorting through all the opinions.  Thank
you for inviting them.  I live minutes from the train tracks. Of course,
I'm concerned about all the impacts - environmental etc.  In addition, I
have enjoyed this quiet neighborhood except for the occasional train,
whose vibration I feel and noise I hear.  To consider that this is going
to multiply exponentially, I am concerned that the quality of my life is
going to change, not only during the day but interrupt my sleep as well,
which is critical to me b/c of health.  I may be forced to move if this
happens, and I am concerned about that b/c buying a different home away
from the tracks will not be affordable.  Also because I am over 65, I am
concerned for the first responders; seconds and minutes can mean life or
death with a heart attack, and the wait times for them to be able to
respond is alarming.


Thank you for listening,
Carol Stone
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From: D Evans
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: My fourteenth comment regarding the All Aboard Florida DEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:56:32 AM


Regarding Page S-8 and the Environmental Effects on Transportation:


The proposed Project is unprecedented in that it seeks to run 32 daily trains at nearly double
 the speed of existing rail traffic through more than 20 municipalities and crossing over 300 at-
grade highway-rail-crossings. Narrowing the focus of traffic disruption study to only 10 at-
grade crossings is irresponsible. AAF should conduct highway capacity analyses for every
 roadway crossing in the North-South corridor between Cocoa and West Palm Beach. Failing
 that, they should identify the specific criteria used to narrow down their selection of
 crossings. Limiting their analyses to the 2 largest arterials, by volume, in each of the Project
 counties is an arbitrary choice that cannot be justified by any reasonable criteria. In fact, AAF
 personnel have stated many times (in discussions of crossing upgrades and maintenance costs,
 as well as potential requirements for Quiet Zones) that "each crossing is different". For AAF
 to now claim analyzing just 10 (of over 300) highway crossings is sufficient to draw
 conclusions about the impacts to automobile traffic along the proposed North-South corridor
 is the very definition of “capricious”.


 


Furthermore, the traffic analyses that were conducted fail to take into account the locations of
 medical care facilities in the communities where increased passenger – and freight – service
 will increase wait times at crossings and degrade levels of service to roadway vehicles and
 emergency responders.
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From: Jean Boguth
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard florida
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 10:52:54 AM


As homeowners with a condo in Stuart, we worry our investment will be worth less with a railway near us that is
 busy too many hours of the day. Downtown Stuart, a quaint town that has worked hard to be restored, will lose
 business. My husband and I will not enjoy outdoor restaurant eating and festivals , which is a huge part of the allure
 for residents, snowbirds, and vacationers who live/visit Florida. If this railway is so needed, pay to put it through
 the middle of the state, with each town of Miami, Ft. lauderdale, West Palm and Cocoa having an east-west feeder
 line to connect to it.
Mike and Jean Boguth
boguth@123.net
1357 NE Ocean Blvd#301
Stuart, FL 34996


Sent from my iPad
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From: Spirit !!
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:29:21 PM


To whom it may concern,


        I am strongly against All Aboard Florida's  plan or no-sense plan that is proposed, now!  
  I find it rude, to bring the lies and  devastation ( physically, mentally emotionally  and
 environmentally) to the Treasure Coast.  We are struggling to move ahead  The waterways
 and peace and tranquility are what we are striving to sell!  AAF  will destroy  any chance
 forever .... I, in no way want to foot a bill for this, AND  be responsible for your non- user
 failure!!                                                                If AAF  is truly on the up & up with the
 stories being told to us,  then have an Independent  Impact statement ( that AFF or companies
 don't control outcome)  and vote by the people  where "WE"  want our money to be spent. 
 Let "WE THE PEOPLE" know the REAL TRUTH !!                                                                
              As of now, this report DOES NOT add up to the truth.!!                                  Look at
 an Ariel view of Florida,   That alone would show anyone,  the Treasure Coast  is not the best
 place for  AAF  or cargo trains to operate!!                               TIME TO THINK OF THE
 REAL FUTURE--- GO MONORAIL  AND                                                                                
                                                                                        GO INLAND OR GO AWAY !!!!        
                                                                                                                                                        
                                       B. Torrillo, PSL. FLA 
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From: NANDO CUCCURESE
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Saturday, November 1, 2014 10:12:53 AM


To Whom it May Concern:


I am a home owner and permanent resident of Stuart, Martin County Florida. I am not going to
 type up a form protest letter but to speak to you from the heart. This project will have a negative
 result to many people living on the Treasure coast. I am a boater and visit the downtown Stuart
 area like many homeowners do in Stuart. This project will have a negative affect on my home
 value as it will on thousands that own a home west of the single train bridge over the St. Lucie
 River. The bridge  will be down more then up as mentioned in the report thus hindering the direct
 route to the intercoastal. The other impact is Martin County has invested millions of dollars in the
 downtown area where the train tracks pass thru. Many new stores and restaurants have opened
 over the past few years. The additional 32 train passings at high speed will have a huge negative
 impact on people traffic that will stay away because of the danger of the train and less parking
 that will be taken away because of the train. I am not an expert but I understand that there is a
 train route already established west of downtown stuart that can be used thus solving both issues
 I mentioned plus make it safer. Thank You for your time.     
 
Nando Cuccurese
 772-349-3175
email- nando5590@yahoo.com
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From: Rockiepaul
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard impact statement
Date: Monday, September 29, 2014 11:03:40 AM


Re: closures due to train increases
I work at several hospitals in the treasure coast.i have been stuck many times through the years
 with trains stopped blocking roads.martin mem hospital only access is over railroad
 tracks.ambulances are delayed now bringing patients to er.in critical care we say time is
 muscle.the more time it takes to start treatment on a major heart attack--more muscle dies.not
 to mention the 45minute window to treat stroke pts.
The navigation of the waters that the almost one hundred year old bridge crosses will be
 destroyed
rosalie bollen


Sent from AOL Mobile Mail
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From: Michael Stephanoff
To: John.Winkle@DOT.Gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:34:56 PM


Dear Mr. Winkle:
It is more than apparent that the proposed All Aboard Florida is nothing more than a
 ruse to conceal the real purpose of additional trains running the corridor. Amtrak has
 been around obviously far longer in the passenger business and to this day is not
 profitable, requiring annual Government subsidies.
With the expansion of the Panama Canal and the impending increase of cargo
 containers into the Southern Florida ports, it won't take them long to tell us that the
 passenger business isn't viable and they need to start pounding the rails with
 additional freight traffic.
Skip the politics, make them use their own money and move this to the west.


M. Stephanoff
Resident
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From: jwilliamflynn@cox.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Tuesday, November 4, 2014 9:15:26 AM


Dear Whoever:  We're snowbirds in Stuart (FL) hailing from RI where
they're still recovering from a  $75,000,000 state loan to a start-up
company in the video game business called "38 Studios"  headed by Kurt
Schilling that had been intended at bringing many jobs to Providence.
Shortly after opening the company went belly up and the State of RI is
now on the hook to repay the loan.  The company had a minimal track
record (no pun intended!) in the uber hot video game business and now we
in RI know the rest of the story.


Fast track to AAF:  What is the borrowers' history, experience,
credentials, etc?  Where is the demand for this endeavor sufficient to
generate profits and federal loan repayments?  I can see this flopping
and once again the Gov't is on the hook.  I truly hope all due diligence
on the part of the ones making the loans has been done.


Lastly, well aware of the overwhelming anti-AAF in this area, why not go
to Plan-B and use and/or beef up the tracks that run near the east side
of Lake O ????


Sincerely, Bill Flynn


1800 SE St. Lucie Blvd, Unit 9-302
Stuart FL 34996
772 220 6865
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From: pavallier
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard railroad plan
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 6:15:24 PM


This proposal is impossibly workable and the plan should be scrapped or a new rail line routed inland.  


As a Stuart Florida resident, the prospect of (32) passenger trains during daylight hours added to the present rail
 freight traffic means that a train will be passing through downtown Stuart every (22) minutes. 


With such train traffic, it will be virtually impossible to drive into Stuart's downtown area OR for boats and barges
 to transit the north end of Stuart IF THE RAILROAD BRIDGE OVER THE ST LUCIE RIVER IS CLOSED
 MOST Of THE TIME FOR RAIL TRAFFIC.


Paul Vallier
2600 S. Kanner Hwy  Apt S-1
Stuart, Florida, 34994
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From: Dave Derrenbacker
To: john.winkle@dot.gov
Cc: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:39:00 PM


Mr. Winkle, I am writing to express my deep concern over the All Aboard Florida project. 
 
I am a real estate broker and a Martin County homeowner.  The economic impact that the passenger
 trains along with the additional freight trains will have on our community is not acceptable.  I have
 already had customers who live on the water west of the tracks call to ask me to find them
 something east of the tracks.  All Aboard Florida is sure to affect property values for all waterfront
 homes west of the tracks in Martin and St Lucie Counties. 
 
In addition, Downtown Stuart has enjoyed a rebirth over the last 20 years.  Allowing additional rail
 traffic to dissect our quaint downtown will only hurt those businesses just when these store owners
 are starting to recover from the recession. 
 
I urge all decision makers to consider a western route for All Aboard Florida; one that will have a
 much smaller impact on property values and citizens way of life.
 
Thank you for your consideration.
 
Dave Derrenbacker
Broker
Water Pointe Realty Group
3727 East Ocean Blvd  Suite 100  Stuart, Florida 34996
844 SE Becker Road  Port St. Lucie, Florida  34983
Office - 772-220-4343
www.WaterPointe.com
 
 
 



mailto:Dave@WaterPointe.com
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From: Walt Nelson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Tuesday, November 4, 2014 12:31:53 PM


I think the stated benefits of AAF may be enough justification to warrant the
 expenditures...maybe.  We are asked to trust the results of studies done by experts.
BUT...going right down the coast, through the most densly populated part of the state makes
 absolutely no sense whatever!!!  The whole project is an EXPRESS train...by definition with
 out many stops along the way.
Orlando is smack in the middle of the state and I am sure that there are many north-south RR
 tracks already existing in the middle of the state that could connect Orlando and Miami. I'm
 also sure that any tracks that will serve a high speed train will be in need of major upgrades.
I live in Vero Beach and cross the RR tracks multiple times a day.  I read in the paper that
 even with 32 new trains per day my chance of sitting waitng for a train is 3% or less.  I don't
 believe that for a minute.  Will there ever be more that 32 trains per day...would that be
 "allowed" (like after the new, larger Panama canal is completed)?
It seems to me that an environmental impact study should first and foremost look at the impact
 on HUMANS.  The proposed route will have a HUGE negative impact on ten of thousands of
 Floridians along the proposed route...every day!
I have heard that some (insiders) have bought up property at key points along the proposed
 route.  That should not be a deterrent to changing the route to a more sane inland location.
Sincerly,
Walt Nelson 



mailto:waltertnelson@gmail.com
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From: john.winkle@dot.gov
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: FW: Federal backing of All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, November 21, 2014 9:45:41 AM


-----Original Message-----
From: Richard Schulman [mailto:hormel@ssl-mail.com]
Sent: Friday, November 21, 2014 8:29 AM
To: Winkle, John (FRA); AAF-comments@vhb.com
Cc: Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: Federal backing of All Aboard Florida


Dear Mr. Winkle,


I am appalled that the FRA and DOT are considering subsidizing All Aboard Florida with below-market-rate loans
 for a project that will economically devastate the communities through which it passes, kill significant numbers of
 children and handicapped persons in pedestrian accidents, and put the American taxpayer on the hook for bailing
 out the railroad when its rosy traffic projections fail, as they almost certainly will.


If this project were economically viable, it would be able to secure adequate funds on the private capital market,
 without government subsidies. In point of fact, All Aboard Florida is crony capitalism at its most insidious. The
 taxpayer is put at risk for the railroad's likely losses; the profits, if any, will accrue to a gaggle of politically
 influential speculators in linked railroad, real estate, and shipping interests.


This brings up another crucial point: All Aboard Florida isn't about passenger service or reducing auto travel. It's
 about securing federal subsidies for railbed improvement for expanded freight service when the widened Panama
 Canal opens in 2016. Now if expanded freight and passenger service are necessary between Orlando and Miami,
 they should go down the rural center of the state and be paid for entirely by private investors. In that location, there
 would be minimal destruction of human lives, property values, and quality of life.


Sir: please do the right thing regarding this decision, ignoring the coterie of special interests that are doubtless
 twisting your arm quite hard.


Regards,
Richard Schulman
551 Cypress Rd.
Vero Beach, FL 32963-1724
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From: Florida NOT All Aboard
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@dot.gov
Subject: All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:41:08 PM


12/3/2014


 


Mr. John Winkle


Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue,


SE Room W38-311


Washington, DC 20590


 


Dear Mr. Winkle,


 


South Florida has two passenger rail services that are already hemorrhaging money.  Tri-rail
 and Amtrak lost over $100 million dollars, combined, in this market in 2013 alone.  Amtrak
 already travels from Miami to Orlando and does not have the need for more than four trips. 
 The FRA should not be considering funding a third passenger rail system in a market already
 proven not to be able to operate at a profit.


 


As the director of a group that represents over 40,000 people that have signed a petition
 AGAINST All Aboard Florida roaring through our communities and the use of our
 government being a conduit of funding for this private project, I ask that the FRA:


            1) Guarantee this project will be feasible and will not cost the taxpayers any money.  If
 AAF cannot cover its costs, the taxpayers will be returned every penny loaned/given to this
 project.  Taxpayers do not want to own a bankrupt railroad.  We already believe it will be a 
 big loser. This project is already costing the taxpayers 100,000's of dollars in time responding
 to a woefully inadequate DEIS.


            2)  Respond to various government requests to provide a complete EIS that addresses
 all community concerns.  The DEIS presented is inaccurate and therefore not credible.  This
 concern is detailed in many responses from our government representatives and residents that
 have responded to the DEIS along the FEC corridor.


 


Mr. Winkle, it is the responsibility of our government officials that spend our tax dollars to
 make sure our hard-earned money is spent judiciously and wisely.  We do not believe this
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 project is viable and therefore approving and monies to this project is neither judicious or
 wise.  We no do not believe any money should be directed to this project via the RRIF loan or
 PABs.


 


We respectfully request the DEIS not be approved as written, and the RRIF loan denied
 because we believe the project is not feasible.


 


 


Sincerely,


 


K.C. Traylor


Director


Florida NOT All Aboard


-- 


“Never doubt that a small group of thoughtful, committed, citizens can change the world. Indeed,
 it is the only thing that ever has.” 
― Margaret Mead



http://www.goodreads.com/author/show/61107.Margaret_Mead






From: Janet Smith
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: AAF
Date: Wednesday, November 5, 2014 2:10:19 PM


 
All Board Florida Issues regarding the Treasure Coast


 
Isn’t it ironic that AFF calls this ‘All Aboard Florida’ and yet it sticks it nose up at the citizens
 of the Treasure Coast?  If it is supposed to be a passenger train service for the ‘Treasure
 Coast’, ADD stops in some of the communities along the coast. If taxpayers are asked to
 pay 1.5 Billion towards this project, they should be able to utilize it.
All Aboard Florida has absolutely NO benefit to the citizens who reside on the Treasure
 Coast. What the citizens will get is:
 


-          Accidents (pedestrian & vehicle), Bridge Closings, Noise, Traffic Congestion, Safety
 and Quality of Life
 


-          Delays Police, Fire, and Emergency Vehicles
A delay of any of these vehicles could lead to disastrous situations especially on
 roads and streets that have only one entrance.  Some of these have retail and
 commercial business as well as residential communities including many 55+
 communities. The delay of emergency medical treatment as well as assistance in
 evacuating a building could be ‘Life Threating’.


 
A better solution would be to add to the All Aboard Florida tracks west of Route 95 near the
 Florida Turnpike and the existing CSX tracks.
The Environmental Impact Report is also a ‘joke’, when All Aboard Florida selects and pays
 for the report itself.
 
Sincerely,
Claude R Smith
6200 99th St.
Sebastian, FL 32958
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From: palmbchmattress@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: All aboard!
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:42:02 PM


Love the idea! Im from Orlando and cant drive..so it works for me!!


Sent from my MetroPCS 4G Wireless Phone
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